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Bicuspid aortic valve behaviour in elite athletes
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Aims To determine the prevalence and characteristics of bicuspid aortic valve (BAV) among elite athletes and to analyse
the effect of long-term exercise training on their aortas.

...................................................................................................................................................................................................
Methods
and results

Consecutive BAV and tricuspid aortic valve (TAV) elite athletes from a population of 5136 athletes evaluated at
the Sports Medicine Center of the Spanish National Sports Council were identified using echocardiography. A total
of 41 BAV elite athletes were matched with 41 TAV elite athletes, and 41 BAV non-athletic patients from three
Spanish tertiary hospitals. Sixteen BAV elite athletes who had undergone at least two cardiac evaluations separated
by more than 3 years were selected to assess their clinical course. The prevalence of BAV in elite athletes was
0.8%. The proximal ascending aorta was larger for both BAV groups in comparison to TAV athletes (P = 0.001).
No differences in aortic diameters were found between BAV athletes and BAV non-athletes. In BAV elite athletes,
the annual growth rates for aortic annulus, sinuses of Valsalva, sinotubular junction, and proximal ascending aorta
were 0.04 ± 0.24, 0.11 ± 0.59, 0.14 ± 0.38, and 0.21 ± 0.44 mm/year, respectively. Aortic regurgitation was the only
functional abnormality, but no significant progression was found.

...................................................................................................................................................................................................
Conclusion High-intensity training and sports competition may not aggravate BAV condition during elite athletes’ careers. BAV

elite athletes with mild-to-moderately dilated aortas may engage in high dynamic cardiovascular exercise without
adverse consequences, although an echocardiographic follow-up is recommended.
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Introduction

Bicuspid aortic valve (BAV) is the most common congenital cardiac
condition in the general population (0.5–2%) and among competitive
athletes (2.5%).1 BAV is recognized as a valvulo-aortopathy, because
aortic valve dysfunction and ascending aorta dilation are the most fre-
quent associated complications.2 Aortic dilation is present in nearly
half of all patients with BAV and is considered a risk factor for aortic
dissection.3 Although initial reports of aortic dissection in the BAV

population estimated incidences of up to 8.6%,4 more contemporary
research has reported lower rates of dissection with excellent long-
term survival.5

Both genetic and haemodynamic theories have been proposed as
factors implicated in the progression of BAV valvulo-aortopathy,6

and there is a belief that intense physical exertion may impair haemo-
dynamic conditions and favour aortic dilation, placing athletes with
BAV at a higher risk for aortic dissection or rupture.7 Nevertheless,
sports-related sudden cardiac death is very uncommon with
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aortopathy representing only 4.6% of cardiovascular causes of death.8

Additionally, our group recently showed that aortic root measure-
ments of healthy elite athletes are within the normal values for the
general population, suggesting that athletic activity may not bring
about an enlargement of the aorta.9

To date, studies evaluating the natural history of BAV in athletes
are scarce and have only included competitive athletes.1,10–12

Therefore, the aims of this study are to determine the prevalence
and characteristics of BAV among elite athletes and to analyse the ef-
fect of long-term high-performance exercise training on the aortas of
BAV elite athletes.

Methods

Subjects and study protocol
From January 1997 through December 2015, a total of 5136 consecutive
elite athletes [3355 males (65.3%) and 1781 females (34.7%)] were eval-
uated in the Cardiology Department of the Sports Medicine Center of
the Spanish National Sports Council. All athletes were referred by their
respective Spanish sports federations and had competed in Spanish
sports leagues, European and World Championships, and/or the Olympic
Games. For the purposes of this study, BAV elite athletes were identified
through echocardiography.

Control groups
To analyse the role of high-performance exercise training on aortic size
and valve function in BAV elite athletes, two control groups were
matched for comparison. A non-athlete BAV control group matched by
sex, age, weight, and body surface area was selected from a multicentre
cohort composed of consecutive BAV patients without other cardiovas-
cular diseases, studied in three Spanish hospitals from 2005 to 2015. A se-
cond control group comprising elite athletes with normal tricuspid aortic
valve (TAV) matched by sex, age, sport activity, height, weight, body sur-
face, training regimen, training duration, and maximum oxygen consump-
tion (VO2max) was selected from the Spanish National Sports Council’s
cohort.

The study is included in the global project ‘Defining the Upper Limits
of the Aortic Root Dimensions in Elite Athletes’ approved by the ethics
committee of Fundación Jiménez Dı́az. All participants provided written
informed consent.

Echocardiography
Echocardiographic measurements were performed as described previ-
ously9 and then validated in accordance with revised guidelines from
201513 and stored in a magnetic-optical disk and server. Aortic valve
morphology was evaluated in the parasternal long axis and short axis.
The coronary ostium was visualized in all athletes. BAV was confirmed
when two cusps were clearly identified in short-axis view (Figure 1); once
presence of BAV was confirmed, we classified each as Type 1 when right-
left coronary cusp fusion (anteroposterior BAV with both coronary ost-
ium at the anterior leaflet) was observed, Type 2 for right-non-coronary
cusp fusion (right-left BAV with right coronary ostium at the right leaflet
and left coronary ostium at the left leaflet), or Type 3 for left-non-
coronary cusp fusion (left-non-coronary BAV with one ostium in each
leaflet).14,15 Measurements were taken perpendicular to the axis of blood
flow and included the largest aortic diameter. End-diastolic aortic meas-
urements were made from a 2D parasternal long-axis view at the follow-
ing sites using the inner edge-to-inner edge convention: (i) aortic valve
annulus, (ii) maximal diameter of the sinuses of Valsalva, (iii) sinotubular

junction, and (iv) maximal diameter of the proximal ascending aorta. The
presence of aortic regurgitation or stenosis was determined using
Doppler echocardiography and was classified as mild, moderate, or se-
vere according to published guidelines.16

Aortic dilatation morphotype was classified based on Z score >_2 at
any plane calculated from our published references values for elite ath-
letes9 as described by Evangelista et al.15 study.

Cardiopulmonary testing
The cardiopulmonary testing procedure has been detailed elsewhere.9

Follow-up
A total of 16 BAV elite athletes who had undergone at least two echocar-
diograms throughout their careers, with at least 3 years elapsed between
echocardiograms and with no history of aortic surgery, were included in
the follow-up analysis. Cardiovascular events, aortic root dimensions,
aortic growth rate, and valve function were assessed at each visit. In add-
ition, a clinical follow-up of all BAV elite athletes was performed.

Statistical analyses
Analyses were conducted using SPSS 20.0. Normality was assessed with
the Shapiro–Wilk test and confirmed by visual inspection. We assessed
interobserver agreement for binary outcomes using the kappa statistic
and for continuous outcomes using intraclass correlation. Normally dis-
tributed results are expressed as mean and standard deviation (SD);
results that were non-normally distributed are described as median and
interquartile range (IQR). The Kruskal–Wallis test with post hoc
Bonferroni–Dunn correction and the Mann–Whitney U test were used
to compare results between three and two non-normally distributed
groups, respectively. Comparisons between three and two normally dis-
tributed groups were performed by one-way analysis of variance with
Tukey post hoc test or an independent Student’s t-test, respectively.
Differences between proportions were calculated by the v2 test. To ana-
lyse the evolution of the size of the aorta and the progression of aortic re-
gurgitation, a paired t-test and Wilcoxon rank-sum test were performed,
respectively. Statistical significance was defined as P < 0.05 (two-tailed).

Results

Of the 5136 elite athletes included in the population, BAV was diag-
nosed in 41 (83% males and 17% females), resulting in a prevalence of
0.8% and a male predominance of 5:1 (Figure 2). The mean duration
of high competition training before the first echocardiogram at the
Cardiology Department of the Sports Medicine Center of the
Spanish National Sports Council was 8.90± 4.12 years for BAV elite
athletes and 8.51 ± 4.37 years for TAV elite athletes (P = 0.679). The
training regimen for BAV elite athletes was 17.12 ± 9.20 h/week and
18.73± 9.64 h/week for TAV elite athletes (P = 0.442). The BAV non-
athletic population was not involved in a structured exercise training
regime. The BAV athletes competed in a total of 28 different sports.
Using a modified version of Mitchell’s system for sports classification9

in which static and dynamic components were combined into three
categories based only on the dynamic component, sports were classi-
fied as low or Type A (<40% VO2max), moderate or Type B (40–
70% VO2max), and high or Type C (>70% VO2max). The cohort dis-
tribution was as follows: 9 (22%) participated in sports involving low
dynamic demands, 8 (19.5%) engaged in sports with a moderate dy-
namic component, and 24 (58.5%) were involved in high dynamic
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..component sports. None of the BAV athletes had arterial hyperten-
sion, dyslipidaemia, diabetes, or a smoking habit. The demographic
and echocardiographic characteristics of the BAV athletes and con-
trol groups (41 TAV elite athletes and 41 BAV non-athletic patients)
are summarized in Tables 1 and 2. Five BAV elite athletes had a max-
imum aortic diameter >45 mm at the beginning of the study.
According to the recommended medical indications at the time of
diagnosis,17 two male BAV athletes with proximal ascending aortic
diameters of 46.2 mm (a futsal goalkeeper with a Type 3 pure BAV
without raphe and high risk of trauma associated to his position) and
61.1 mm (a basketball player with Type 1 BAV and playing in the
centre position) underwent elective aortic surgery (David tech-
nique). One resumed athletic activities 9 months after surgery and
the others decided to quit professional sports after surgery. Also, a
midfielder soccer player with Type 1 BAV and severe aortic regurgi-
tation underwent aortic valve replacement. Finally, a golf player with
Type 1 BAV, moderate aortic regurgitation and severe aortic root
dilatation underwent elective aortic surgery (aortic valve and root

replacement). There were no cardiac events reported by any of the
BAV athletes.

In males, the left ventricle, left atrium, and right atrium showed
statistically significant greater dimensions in BAV and TAV elite ath-
letes compared with non-athletes with BAV. The left atrial antero-
posterior dimension was the only measurement that was statistically
different between BAV and TAV male athletes, with smaller sizes
found in the former. There were no significant differences between
females. Reproducibility of echocardiographic aortic valve dysfunc-
tion expresses good agreement with a kappa value of 0.729 (95%
confidence interval: 0.905–0.553) P = 0.0001. Reproducibility of
echocardiographic aortic continuous measures expresses also good
agreement: intraclass correlation is shown in Supplementary data on-
line, Table S1.

Aortic valve
Among BAV male athletes, BAV Type 1 was the most common
(85.3%), followed by Type 2 (8.8%) and Type 3 (5.9%). Pure BAV

Figure 1 Bicuspid aortic valves morphology in echocardiographic parasternal short axis. Bicuspid aortic valve was confirmed when two cusps
were clearly identified in short-axis view. (A) Type 1: right-left coronary cusp fusion (anteroposterior bicuspid aortic valve with both coronary ostium
at the anterior leaflet); (B) Type 2: right-non-coronary cusp fusion (right-left bicuspid aortic valve with right coronary ostium at the right leaflet and
left coronary ostium at the left leaflet); and (C) Type 3: left-non-coronary cusp fusion (left-non-coronary bicuspid aortic valve with one ostium in
each leaflet). The coronary ostium was visualized in all athletes. Asterisk indicates coronary ostium and arrow indicates coronary cusp fusion.
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Figure 2 Selection of study groups. The first group included all elite athletes in whom BAV was detected through echocardiography during their
cardiovascular evaluation. The second group was a matched control group comprising elite athletes with TAV. The third group was also a matched
control group, which included subjects with BAV from three different hospitals from Spain. In addition, a subpopulation of BAV elite athletes with a
follow-up of at least 3 years were selected to assess the clinical course of their condition. BAV, bicuspid aortic valve; TAV, tricuspid aortic valve.

....................................................................................................................................................................................................................

Table 1 Demographic characteristics of BAV elite athletes, BAV non-athlete control group, and TAV elite athlete con-
trol group

BAV elite athletes BAV non-athletes TAV elite athletes P-value

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Male n = 34 n = 34 n = 34

Age (years) 22.2 (6.0) 23.8 (6.7) 22.4 (6.1) 0.561

Height (cm) 179.4 (10.3) 174.7 (6.0)a 180.0 (7.0) 0.016

Weight (kg) 73.8 (9.9) 73.3 (8.6) 75.1 (9.3) 0.716

BSA (m2) 1.9 (0.2) 1.9 (0.1) 1.9 (0.1) 0.202

Training regimen (h/week) 18.2 (8.5) 19.2 (9.5) 0.668

Duration of training (years) 8.4 (4.2) 8.5 (4.7) 0.913

VO2max (mL/kg/min) 56.6 (8.7) 56.6 (8.2) 0.965

Median (IQR) Median (IQR) Median (IQR)

Female n = 7 n = 7 n = 7

Age (years) 18.0 (5.0) 19.0 (6.0) 18.0 (5.0) 0.666

Height (cm) 165.5 (19.4) 164.0 (6.0)a,b 166.8 (10.0) 0.437

Weight (kg) 52.8 (15.6) 66.0 (9.5) 56.7 (25.2) 0.102

BSA (m2) 1.6 (0.3) 1.7 (0.1) 1.6 (0.2) 0.185

Training regimen (h/week) 8.5 (15.0) 15.0 (16.0) 0.199

Duration of training (years) 12.0 (2.0) 8.0 (5.0) 0.079

VO2max (mL/kg/min) 47.6 (10.1) 51.2 (10.0) 0.155

BAV, bicuspid aortic valve; BSA, body surface area; TAV, tricuspid aortic valve; VO2max, maximal oxygen uptake.
aP < 0.05 vs. TAV elite athletes.
bP < 0.05 vs. BAV elite athletes.
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without raphe was observed in 14.7% of males. All BAV female ath-
letes were Type 1 and showed presence of a raphe. Aortic valve re-
gurgitation was the only functional abnormality detected through
Doppler echocardiography in BAV athletes (22 males and 5 females)
and was less frequent (64.6%) compared with the non-athlete BAV
population (83.9%). As seen in Table 3, no significant difference was

observed between the two BAV groups regarding aortic regurgitation
severity in both males (P = 0.084) and females (P = 0.229). Functional
valve abnormalities were not identified in TAV elite athletes.

Aortic diameter
According to the Tukey post hoc test, the size of the proximal ascend-
ing aorta was significantly larger for both BAV groups (elite athletes
and non-athletes) compared with the TAV healthy elite athletes, (F
(2,120) = 7.74, P = 0.001). This analysis also revealed significant differ-
ences in the sinus of Valsalva (F (2,120) = 4.07, P = 0.019) and in the
sinotubular junction (F (2,120) = 3.22, P = 0.044) between BAV elite
athletes and the TAV group, and there were no differences at the
aortic annulus level, where diameters were similar across groups (F
(2,120) = 2.93, P = 0.057). No significant differences were found in
the aortic root and proximal ascending aorta sizes between BAV ath-
letes and BAV non-athletes in either sex (Table 4). Nevertheless,
non-statistical significant differences were observed at the aortic an-
nulus (P = 0.106) and at the sinuses of Valsalva (P = 0.053) between
BAV elite athletes and BAV non-athletes. Further, Cohen’s effect size
values for aortic annulus (d = 0.44), sinus of Valsalva (d = 0.44), sino-
tubular junction (d = 0.16), and proximal ascending aorta (d = 0.13)
suggested that athletic activities have low to moderate clinical signifi-
cance for the aortic diameters of BAV elite athletes.

Regarding BAV athletes, 12 males (35.3%) and 2 females (28.6%)
had enlarged aortas (raw diameters >_2 SD from the reference values

....................................................................................................................................................................................................................

Table 2 Echocardiographic characteristics of male and female elite athletes and BAV non-athletes

BAV elite athletes BAV non-athletes TAV elite athletes P-value

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Male n = 34 n = 34 n = 34

Left ventricle end-diastolic dimensions (mm) 55.4 (6.5) 51.0 (7.2)a,b 54.8 (5.2) 0.011

Ventricular septum (mm) 9.8 (1.3) 10.0 (1.8) 9.6 (1.0) 0.420

Posterior free wall (mm) 9.4 (1.0) 9.4 (2.2) 9.2 (0.9) 0.793

Anteroposterior left atrium dimensions (mm) 31.8 (5.4)a 32.6 (6.1) 35.5 (5.5) 0.023

Superior-inferior left atrium (mm) 49.8 (7.6) 43.7 (6.3)a,b 51.7 (6.5) <0.001

Superior-inferior right atrium (mm) 53.5 (5.0) 43.6 (5.4)a,b 53.1 (6.6) <0.001

Left ventricle ejection fraction (%) 60.6 (6.8) 62.2 (5.7) 60.3 (6.0) 0.428

E wave (cm/s) 89.4 (18.0) 89.8 (20.0) 83.5 (15.7) 0.267

A wave (cm/s) 48.6 (11.6) 55.4 (21.0)a 41.3 (6.5) 0.001

Median (IQR) Median (IQR) Median (IQR)

Female n = 7 n = 7 n = 7

Left ventricle end-diastolic dimensions (mm) 49.4 (8.0) 41.0 (9.7) 46.5 (5.0) 0.103

Ventricular septum (mm) 8.7 (1.8) 8.3 (3.6) 7.6 (2.2) 0.690

Posterior free wall (mm) 8.5 (2.4) 9.0 (3.0) 7.3 (1.8) 0.974

Anteroposterior left atrium dimensions (mm) 27.4 (3.1) 26.0 (8.8) 33.2 (5.8) 0.099

Superior-inferior left atrium (mm) 46.0 (8.8) 47.8 (9.5) 48.3 (7.2) 0.074

Superior-inferior right atrium (mm) 43.4 (7.4) 40.0 (13.6) 47.0 (10.2) 0.117

Left ventricle ejection fraction (%) 69.0 (11.0) 61.0 (6.0) 61.0 (13.0) 0.190

E wave (cm/s) 76.8 (24.4) 93.0 (57.8) 97.6 (25.2) 0.062

A wave (cm/s) 52.3 (40.1) 71 (53.95) 39.5 (19.3) 0.175

BAV, bicuspid aortic valve; TAV, tricuspid aortic valve.
aP < 0.05 vs. TAV elite athletes.
bP < 0.05 vs. BAV elite athletes.

.................................................................................................

Table 3 Aortic valve regurgitation in BAV elite ath-
letes and BAV non-athletes

BAV elite

athletes

BAV

Non-athletes

P-value

Aortic Valve

Regurgitation

n (%) n (%)

Male

Absence 12 (35.3) 5 (14.7) 0.084

Mild 13 (38.2) 18 (44.1)

Moderate 8 (23.5) 6 (17.6)

Severe 1 (2.9) 5 (14.7)

Female

Absence 2 (28.6) 5 (71.4) 0.229

Mild 4 (57.1) 2 (28.6)

Moderate

Severe 1 (14.3)

BAV, bicuspid aortic valve.
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.for elite athletes).9 In five cases (12.2%), the aorta was enlarged at the
aortic annulus, 10 (24.4%) at the sinuses of Valsalva, 6 (14.6%) at the
sinotubular junction, and 11 (26.8%) at the proximal ascending aorta.
Meanwhile, in the BAV non-athlete population, similar frequencies
were found: 12 males and 3 females had diameters over these refer-
ence values. Specifically, three subjects (7.3%) showed enlargement
at the aortic annulus, six (14.6%) at the sinuses of Valsalva, nine
(22.0%) at the sinotubular junction, and 12 (29.3%) at the proximal
ascending aorta.

When analysing, the aortic diameters of BAV elite athletes
adjusted to body surface area, 15 males (44.1%) and 4 females
(57.1%) had enlarged aortas (Z scores >_2 from the reference val-
ues for elite athletes according to Mitchell’s sports classification
based on dynamic components and/or >_ 40 mm aortas in men/>_
36 mm aortas in women). Supplementary data online, Table S2
shows these results.

Follow-up
Over a period of 7.0 ± 4.7 years of high-performance exercise train-
ing, the annual growth rate of the aortic root was as follows: aortic
annulus 0.04 ± 0.24 mm/year, sinuses of Valsalva 0.11 ± 0.59 mm/year,
sinotubular junction 0.14±0.38 mm/year, and proximal ascending
aorta 0.21±0.44 mm/year (Table 5). Only the proximal ascending
aorta showed a statistically significant increase in diameter during
follow-up, with mild clinical significance and high inter-individual vari-
ability for all aortic planes (Figure 3). There was no major change
regarding aortic regurgitation, and none of the BAV athletes pre-
sented cardiovascular complications during follow-up.

Out of all 16 BAV elite athletes followed, 8 (50%) had Z scores >_2
and/or >_40 mm (men)/>_36 mm (women) at baseline. Four (25%) of
them had Z scores >_3.5 and 2 (12.5%) of them had >_42 mm (men)/
>_39 mm aortas (women). None of them were excluded from train-
ing or competition. From these 16 BAV elite athletes, 11 (68.8%)

....................................................................................................................................................................................................................

Table 4 Raw and corrected values of aortic root in BAV elite athletes, BAV non-athletes, and TAV elite athletes

BAV elite athletes BAV non-athletes TAV elite athletes P-value

Aortic diameter

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Total n = 41 n = 41 n = 41

Aortic annulus (mm) 26.5 (5.0) 24.9 (3.7) 24.4 (4.0) 0.074

Sinuses of Valsalva (mm) 34.1 (6.1) 31.6 (5.3) 30.8 (5.1)a 0.020

Sinotubular junction (mm) 28.4 (5.9) 27.5 (5.0) 25.6 (4.4)a 0.043

Proximal ascending aorta (mm) 31.1 (8.1) 29.9 (5.2) 26.1 (4.2)a,b 0.001

Aortic annulus/BSA (mm/m2) 14.1 (2.3) 13.3 (2.0) 12.8 (1.6)a 0.007

Sinuses of Valsalva/BSA (mm/m2) 18.2 (2.7) 17.1 (2.6) 16.8 (3.9) 0.091

Sinotubular junction/BSA (mm/m2) 15.1 (2.6) 14.9 (2.8) 13.5 (1.8)a,b 0.004

Proximal ascending aorta/BSA (mm/m2) 16.6 (3.6) 16.3 (2.8) 13.8 (1.8)a,b <0.001

Male n = 34 n = 34 n = 34

Aortic annulus (mm) 27.0 (5.2) 25.9 (4.3) 25.2 (3.6) 0.155

Sinuses of Valsalva (mm) 34.7 (6.1) 33.0 (5.4) 31.9 (4.6) 0.066

Sinotubular junction (mm) 28.9 (6.1) 27.8 (5.2) 26.5 (4.2) 0.174

Proximal ascending aorta (mm) 31.6 (8.7) 29.6 (6.5) 26.8 (4.0)a,b 0.006

Aortic annulus/BSA (mm/m2) 14.1 (2.4) 13.5 (2.1) 12.9 (1.6) 0.055

Sinuses of Valsalva/BSA (mm/m2) 18.1 (2.8) 17.4 (2.7) 16.4 (2.0)a 0.024

Sinotubular junction/BSA (mm/m2) 15.0 (2.7) 15.0 (2.8) 13.7 (2.0)a,b 0.043

Proximal ascending aorta/BSA (mm/m2) 16.4 (3.9) 16.4 (2.7) 13.8 (1.9)a,b <0.001

Median (IQR) Median (IQR) Median (IQR)

Female n = 7 n = 7 n = 7

Aortic annulus (mm) 23.4 (5.1) 21.7 (2.0) 19.1 (6.1) 0.196

Sinuses of Valsalva (mm) 28.6 (10.0) 27.0 (8.0) 24.2 (6.1) 0.144

Sinotubular junction (mm) 25.2 (6.2) 26.0 (4.6) 20.9 (4.0)b 0.029

Proximal ascending aorta (mm) 27.6 (7.2) 28.0 (7.0) 21.5 (4.0)b 0.035

Aortic annulus/BSA (mm/m2) 14.1 (2.5) 12.4 (1.7)a 12.2 (4.4)a 0.036

Sinuses of Valsalva/BSA (mm/m2) 19.4 (2.8) 15.6 (4.3) 15.5 (2.9) 0.057

Sinotubular junction/BSA (mm/m2) 15.6 (1.7) 13.3 (3.4) 12.8 (1.3)a 0.008

Proximal ascending aorta/BSA (mm/m2) 17.8 (2.0) 14.7 (5.9) 12.9 (1.4)a 0.017

BAV, bicuspid aortic valve; BSA, body surface area; TAV, tricuspid aortic valve.
aP < 0.05 vs. BAV elite athlete.
bP < 0.05 vs. BAV non-athlete.

Bicuspid aortic valve behaviour in elite athletes 777
D

ow
nloaded from

 https://academ
ic.oup.com

/ehjcim
aging/article-abstract/20/7/772/5305047 by G

uilford C
ollege user on 21 July 2019

https://academic.oup.com/ehjcimaging/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ehjci/jez001#supplementary-data
https://academic.oup.com/ehjcimaging/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ehjci/jez001#supplementary-data


..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

were engaged in high dynamic cardiovascular exercise training
(Mitchell’s sports classification Type C). Out of these athletes
exposed to high dynamic cardiovascular training regimes, five (45.5%)
had a dilated aorta based on guidelines criteria (>_2 and/or >_40 mm
aortas in men/>_36 mm aortas in women). In addition, those same 5
(45.4%) athletes had a dilated aorta at the end of the follow-up
period. No other elite athlete presented a dilated aorta at the end of
the follow-up (Supplementary data online, Tables S2 and S3).

A clinical follow-up was performed in 39 of 41 BAV elite athletes
at the end of this study. The remaining two BAV elite athletes could
not be located for the follow-up. The median total follow-up dur-
ation from baseline echocardiogram was 10.6 years (range 3–21).
This broad range of time for the follow-up is explained by two

factors. First, for some athletes there was a broad variability regarding
the time of retirement from high-level sport competition and thus
not continuing their follow-up in our centre. And second, due to the
nature of the study design, some BAV athletes underwent their first
evaluation in September 2015, before the end of the recruiting
period of the study. All 39 BAV elite athletes followed were alive and
none of them had suffered an aortic dissection by the end of the clin-
ical follow-up (October 2018).

Discussion

This is the first study describing the characteristics and behaviour of
BAV among elite athletes. We established that the prevalence of
BAV in elite athletes (0.8%) is similar to that of the general population
(0.5–2%).18 We further demonstrate that the proximal ascending
aorta, sinus of Valsalva, and sinotubular junction were larger in both
BAV groups (elite athletes and non-athletes) compared to TAV
healthy elite athletes. No significant differences in aortic root size
were found between BAV elite athletes and a matched population
consisting of BAV non-athletes. Regarding the clinical course of BAV
elite athletes, aortic valve regurgitation showed a non-significant in-
crease, and the proximal ascending aorta was the only diameter that
increased significantly during the professional careers of these ath-
letes, although we cannot rule out that a similar course may be
observed in BAV non-athletes. The present study highlights the rele-
vance of echocardiography in BAV elite athletes, mainly because of
the high inter-individual variability depicted on aortic diameters dur-
ing the evaluations.

Type 1 BAV (right-left BAV) was the most common phenotype
evidenced by transthoracic echocardiography in athletes of both
sexes, mirroring previous descriptions in the general population,14

and aortic valve regurgitation was the only functional abnormality
detected through Doppler ultrasound scans. Furthermore, none of
the BAV athletes developed severe aortic regurgitation; this

Figure 3 Aortic root and proximal ascending aorta: annual
growth rate in BAV elite athletes. AoA: aortic annulus; AoPxA:
proximal ascending aorta; AoSJ: sinotubular junction; AoSV: sinuses
of Valsalva; BAV: bicuspid aortic valve.*P = 0.018 between first con-
trol and last control.

......................... ........................

....................................................................................................................................................................................................................

Table 5 Follow-up of BAV elite athletes

BAV elite athletes (n 5 16) First control Last control P-value

7.0 (4.7) years; range 3–15 years

Aortic diameter Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Aortic annulus (mm) 26.5 (4.0) 26.8 (3.7) 0.352

Sinuses of Valsalva (mm) 34.3 (5.0) 35.5 (5.4) 0.098

Sinotubular junction (mm) 28.3 (3.8) 29.1 (4.2) 0.075

Proximal ascending aorta (mm) 30.7 (6.0) 32.2 (7.0) 0.018

Aortic annulus/BSA (mm/m2) 14.3 (2.1) 14.1 (1.9) 0.462

Sinuses of Valsalva/BSA (mm/m2) 18.6 (2.7) 18.7 (3.1) 0.620

Sinotubular junction/BSA (mm/m2) 15.8 (2.5) 15.4 (2.5) 0.048

Proximal ascending aorta/BSA (mm/m2) 16.6 (3.6) 17.1 (4.2) 0.174

Aortic valve regurgitation n (%) n (%)

Absence 6 (37.5) 4 (25.0) 0.083

Mild 7 (43.8) 8 (50.0)

Moderate 3 (18.8) 4 (25.0)

Severe

BAV, bicuspid aortic valve.
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..condition could be detrimental to athletic performance because it
has been related with progressive left ventricle dilation and exercise
intolerance.7

Among the possible complications of BAV, aortic dissection or
rupture poses the most pressing challenge for clinical management of
elite athletes with bicuspid aorthopathy.3 Classically, aortic enlarge-
ment has been classified as a risk factor for dissection, and therapeutic
interventions are indicated primarily on the aortic diameter. As
described in previous studies,1,19 we found larger aortic diameters in
both BAV groups in comparison to TAV controls, which may suggest
underlying tissue disarrangement of the aortic root in the BAV popu-
lation in combination with possible non-laminar flow. The only ex-
ception was the aortic annulus, possibly due to the fibrous nature of
this location.9 All measurements in absolute terms in BAV athletes
were larger compared with BAV non-athletes but those differences
were not significant in our study. On the other hand, a non-significant
tendency of higher diameters was observed in the aortic annulus and
the sinuses of Valsalva between BAV athletes and BAV non-athletes.
These results do not discard that high training regimes might be
involved in larger aortic diameter at both levels and further studies
are needed to confirm these results or to explore a possible clinical
impact.

Current eligibility guidelines for competitive athletes suggest that
the increase in blood pressure that takes place during intense physical
exertion could raise the tension of the aortic wall, thus placing sub-
jects with bicuspid aorthopathy at a greater risk for dilation and rup-
ture. Likewise, athletes with BAV and mild-to-moderately dilated
aorta are recommended to compete only in sports of low and mod-
erate cardiovascular demands (recommendation Class IIb with evi-
dence Level C).7 Nonetheless, available research in support of this
theory is very limited20 and, contrary to these beliefs, our data sug-
gest that exercise training per se does not influence the size of the
aorta. First, we did not find significant differences in the size of the
aortic root between BAV elite athletes and BAV non-athletes, in con-
junction to a small effect size; this suggests that athletic activities have
a low clinical implication with regard to the aortic diameter of BAV
elite athletes. Secondly, the mean and median aortic dimensions of
male and female BAV elite athletes, respectively, were still within the
limits established for healthy elite athletes and the general popula-
tion.9 Thirdly, 34% of all BAV elite athletes presented values over
these limits (diameters >_2 SD), which is similar to the frequency
observed in BAV non-athletes (36.7%). Moreover, in our cohort of
BAV athletes, 58.5% of them were involved in sports with a high dy-
namic component (Type C according to our modified Mitchell sports
classification). Finally, aortic growth rates experienced by BAV elite
athletes during follow-up were minimal. Although elite athletes usual-
ly train from 2 h to 7 h per day, the hemodynamic conditions gener-
ated by this exertion do not seem to accelerate aortic dilation during
their professional sports careers. In a similar study, Detaint et al.21

described slightly greater annual growth rates for the aortic root in
353 non-athletic subjects in comparison to the present study. One
explanation might be the age difference among both samples
(48 ± 15 years vs. 21.59± 5.80 years). It has been shown in the past a
direct relationship between aortic dilation and age, which may explain
the slight differences on aortic annual growth rates from both
studies.15

It is worth noting that aortic diameter and/or growth rate may not
be the best clinical tools to predict aortic dissection or rupture; in-
deed, distinct BAV phenotypes and pathways involved in the process
of aortic wall disruption and repair have not yet been well character-
ized,14,15 and while catastrophic aortic events may never occur in
aortas over the threshold limit for dilation, these same events may
occur in aortas with normal diameters.2 In this study, no cardiovascu-
lar complications were detected among athletes with BAV, even in
those who underwent elective surgery, and therefore, we were un-
able to establish risk factors for aortic root dissection or rupture.

Aortic dilation is considered a pathological process that results
from aging and, fortunately, aortic dissection in the younger popula-
tion is extremely rare.22 However, we cannot disregard the possibil-
ity of a delayed effect of intense physical activity after the fourth
decade of life. Future studies should be performed to assess the evo-
lution of the aorta in BAV elite athletes after they discontinue their
high-intensity training regimes. One specific location to consider is
the proximal ascending aorta, in the current study; this was the only
location in which BAV athletes exhibited a significant increase during
follow-up. Similarly, a recent study performed in former national
football league players with TAV showed that the ascending aortic
dimensions of these players were significantly higher in comparison
to a non-elite group of athletes.23

Heart cavities were larger in both groups composed of elite ath-
letes in comparison to the non-athlete group, a finding that has been
extensively reported in the past.24 The only exception was the
smaller size of the anteroposterior left atrium dimension found in
those elite athletes with BAV in contrast to those with TAV, which
may be explained by the compression of a larger aortic root in the
left atrium.

Limitations
All the aortic measures were performed using the inner edge-to-
inner edge method as we have described previously.9 Current 2015
guidelines for the general population recommend measuring only
inner edge-to-inner edge for the aortic annulus, employing the lead-
ing edge-to-leading edge convention for all other aortic root meas-
urements. Regarding this concern, in elite athletes and young non-
athletes, the aortic wall layers are not calcified, there is no acoustic
blooming, and inner edge-to-inner edge measures are easily obtained.
Finally, in case of doubt or when any aortic dimension is over 40 mm,
confirmation by cardiac magnetic resonance imaging or cardiac com-
puted tomography was performed as recommended.2 Despite the
small number of BAV elite athletes, to our knowledge, this is the larg-
est study analysing the association of BAV with elite competition.
Future international multicentric studies based on larger populations
are needed to confirm these results. The follow-up period lasted
only until the conclusion of their elite athletic careers (7.0 ± 4.7
years), and future studies focusing on long-term evolution are needed
to fully describe the behaviour of BAV after retirement from profes-
sional competition. Regarding hemodynamic conditions, the use of a
3D, time-resolved, phase contrast cardiac magnetic resonance imag-
ing would be ideal to characterize flow and to quantify aortic wall
shear stress.14 Our study did not include genetic information and
only three of the BAV athletes referred family history of BAV aortop-
athy. This may limit the understanding of BAV heterogeneity in
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.valvular dysfunction and aorta dilation among athletes.15 Future stud-
ies are needed to improve individualized risk of aortic dilatation or
BAV dysfunction based on genetic factors, among others.15 Finally,
the variability of aortic diameters between some BAV subjects was
remarkable, and as stated by Longobardo et al.6 and recently by
Evangelista et al.,15 we should view BAV as a condition best charac-
terized as a clinical spectrum with different aetiologies, where a detail
analysis of valve morphotypes, cardiovascular risk factors, haemo-
dynamic conditions, and aortic dilation patterns may help to stratify
the risk of valvular dysfunction and aortic dilation.

Conclusion

The findings of this study support the notion that athletic activities
undertaken by BAV elite athletes may not trigger aortic enlargement
or aortic valve dysfunction during their athletic careers. Despite cur-
rent recommendations for competitive athletes with BAV and mild-
to-moderately dilated aorta to limit athletic activity to sports with
low and moderate cardiovascular demands, our results suggest that
high-intensity cardiovascular exercise may not be detrimental to
these individuals. Nevertheless, given the high inter-individual variabil-
ity seen in aortic diameters throughout the clinical course of this con-
dition, close echocardiographic follow-up should be mandatory for
BAV competitive athletes. Long-term outcomes will require regular
monitoring over time and the creation of a multicentre athlete
database.

Supplementary data

Supplementary data are available at European Heart Journal - Cardiovascular
Imaging online.

Acknowledgements
The authors thank Dr Marcelino Cortés for his assistance in identify-
ing non-athlete patients with BAV, and Mr Oliver Shaw for his help
in editing the manuscript.

Funding
The Sports Medicine Center of the Spanish National Sports Council is
supported by the Spanish Ministry of Education, Culture and Sports. The
CNIC is supported by the Ministry of Economy, Industry and
Competitiveness (MEIC) and the Pro CNIC Foundation and is a ‘Severo
Ochoa’ Center of Excellence (SEV-2015-0505).

Conflict of interest: none declared.

References
1. Stefani L, Galanti G, Toncelli L, Manetti P, Vono MC, Rizzo M et al. Bicuspid aor-

tic valve in competitive athletes. Br J Sports Med 2008;42:31–5.
2. Michelena HI, Della Corte A, Prakash SK, Milewicz DM, Evangelista A, Enriquez-

Sarano M. Bicuspid aortic valve aortopathy in adults: incidence, etiology, and clin-
ical significance. Int J Cardiol 2015;201:400–7.

3. Siu SC, Silversides CK. Bicuspid aortic valve disease. J Am Coll Cardiol 2010;55:
2789–800.

4. Davies RR, Kaple RK, Mandapati D, Gallo A, Botta DM Jr, Elefteriades JA et al.
Natural history of ascending aortic aneurysms in the setting of an unreplaced bi-
cuspid aortic valve. Ann Thorac Surg 2007;83:1338–44.

5. Tzemos N, Therrien J, Yip J, Thanassoulis G, Tremblay S, Jamorski M et al.
Outcomes in adults with bicuspid aortic valves. JAMA 2008;300:1317–25.

6. Longobardo L, Jain R, Carerj S, Zito C, Khandheria BK. Bicuspid aortic valve:
unlocking the morphogenetic puzzle. Am J Med 2016;129:796–805.

7. Braverman AC, Harris KM, Kovacs RJ, Maron BJ. Eligibility and disqualification
recommendations for competitive athletes with cardiovascular abnormalities:
task force 7: aortic diseases, including Marfan syndrome: a scientific statement
from the American Heart Association and American College of Cardiology. J Am
Coll Cardiol 2015;66:2398–405.

8. Maron BJ, Haas TS, Murphy CJ, Ahluwalia A, Rutten-Ramos S. Incidence and
causes of sudden death in U.S. college athletes. J Am Coll Cardiol 2014;63:
1636–43.

9. Boraita A, Heras ME, Morales F, Marina-Breysse M, Canda A, Rabadan M et al.
Reference values of aortic root in male and female white elite athletes according
to sport. Circ Cardiovas Imaging 2016;9:e005292.

10. Spataro A, Pelliccia A, Rizzo M, Biffi A, Masazza G, Pigozzi F. The natural course
of bicuspid aortic valve in athletes. Int J Sports Med 2008;29:81–5.

11. Galanti G, Stefani L, Toncelli L, Vono MC, Mercuri R, Maffulli N. Effects of sports
activity in athletes with bicuspid aortic valve and mild aortic regurgitation. Br J
Sports Med 2010;44:275–9.

12. Stefani L, Galanti G, Innocenti G, Mercuri R, Maffulli N. Exercise training in
athletes with bicuspid aortic valve does not result in increased dimensions and
impaired performance of the left ventricle. Cardiol Res Pract 2014;2014:
238694.

13. Lang RM, Badano LP, Mor-Avi V, Afilalo J, Armstrong A, Ernande L et al.
Recommendations for cardiac chamber quantification by echocardiography in
adults: an update from the American Society of Echocardiography and the
European Association of Cardiovascular Imaging. Eur Heart J Cardiovasc Imaging
2015;16:233–70.

14. Michelena HI, Prakash SK, Della Corte A, Bissell MM, Anavekar N, Mathieu P
et al. Bicuspid aortic valve: identifying knowledge gaps and rising to the challenge
from the International Bicuspid Aortic Valve Consortium (BAVCon). Circulation
2014;129:2691–704.

15. Evangelista A, Gallego P, Calvo-Iglesias F, Bermejo J, Robledo-Carmona J,
Sanchez V et al. Anatomical and clinical predictors of valve dysfunction and aortic
dilation in bicuspid aortic valve disease. Heart 2018;104:566–73.

16. Zoghbi W. Recommendations for evaluation of the severity of native valvular re-
gurgitation with two-dimensional and Doppler echocardiography. J Am Soc
Echocardiogr 2003;16:777–802.

17. Bonow RO, Cheitlin MD, Crawford MH, Douglas PS. Task Force 3: valvular heart
disease. J Am Coll Cardiol 2005;45:1334–40.

18. Abdulkareem N, Smelt J, Jahangiri M. Bicuspid aortic valve aortopathy: genetics,
pathophysiology and medical therapy. Interact Cardiovasc Thorac Surg 2013;17:
554–9.

19. Nistri S, Sorbo MD, Marin M, Palisi M, Scognamiglio R, Thiene G. Aortic root
dilatation in young men with normally functioning bicuspid aortic valves. Heart
1999;82:19–22.

20. Yim ES. Aortic root disease in athletes: aortic root dilation, anomalous coronary
artery, bicuspid aortic valve, and Marfan’s syndrome. Sports Med 2013;43:721–32.

21. Detaint D, Michelena HI, Nkomo VT, Vahanian A, Jondeau G, Sarano ME. Aortic
dilatation patterns and rates in adults with bicuspid aortic valves: a comparative
study with Marfan syndrome and degenerative aortopathy. Heart 2014;100:
126–34.

22. Zalzstein E, Hamilton R, Zucker N, Diamant S, Webb G. Aortic dissection in
children and young adults: diagnosis, patients at risk, and outcomes. Cardiol Young
2003;13:341–4.

23. Gentry JL 3rd, Carruthers D, Joshi PH, Maroules CD, Ayers CR, de Lemos JA
et al. Ascending aortic dimensions in former national football league athletes. Circ
Cardiovasc Imaging 2017;10:e006852.

24. Baggish AL, Wood MJ. Athlete’s heart and cardiovascular care of the athlete: sci-
entific and clinical update. Circulation 2011;123:2723–35.

780 A. Boraita et al.
D

ow
nloaded from

 https://academ
ic.oup.com

/ehjcim
aging/article-abstract/20/7/772/5305047 by G

uilford C
ollege user on 21 July 2019

https://academic.oup.com/ehjcimaging/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ehjci/jez001#supplementary-data

	jez001-TF1
	jez001-TF2
	jez001-TF3
	jez001-TF4
	jez001-TF5

