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Abstract: The level of pulse amplitude (PA) change in arterial digital pulse plethysmography (A-PPG)
that should be used to diagnose thoracic outlet syndrome (TOS) is debated. We hypothesized that a
modification of the Roos test (by moving the arms forward, mimicking a prayer position (“Pra”))
releasing an eventual compression that occurs in the surrender/candlestick position (“Ca”) would
facilitate interpretation of A-PPG results. In 52 subjects, we determined the optimal PA change
from rest to predict compression at imaging (ultrasonography +/— angiography) with receiver
operating characteristics (ROC). “Pra”-PA was set as 100%, and PA was expressed in normalized
amplitude (NA) units. Imaging found arterial compression in 23 upper limbs. The area under ROC
was 0.765 £ 0.065 (p < 0.0001), resulting in a 91.4% sensitivity and a 60.9% specificity for an increase
of fewer than 3 NA from rest during “Ca”, while results were 17.4% and 98.8%, respectively, for
the 75% PA decrease previously proposed in the literature. A-PPG during a “Ca+Pra” test provides
demonstrable proof of inflow impairment and increases the sensitivity of A-PPG for the detection of
arterial compression as determined by imaging. The absence of an increase in PA during the “Ca”
phase of the “Ca+Pra” maneuver should be considered indicative of arterial inflow impairment.

Keywords: thoracic outlet syndrome; transcutaneous oximetry; photoplethysmography; pathophysi-
ology; ischemia; arterial inflow

1. Introduction

Thoracic outlet syndrome (TOS) is difficult to diagnose [1-5]. Among the various atti-
tudinal stress tests used in patients with suspected TOS, the Roos test, originally described
in the 1960s, also called EAST (“elevated arm stress test” or “extended arm stress test”) or
the 90° EAR (abduction external rotation) test, is largely used. In patients with suspected
TOS, ultrasonography (US) enables the manual recording of arterial inflow during the
Roos test [6,7]. US allows for the detection of the level of compression and the presence of
eventual complications (aneurysms, thrombosis), but it is a hand-hold technique, requires
trained operators, and can only be performed on one side at a time. Arterial digital pulse
plethysmography (A-PPG) allows recordable and observer-independent measurements
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and has been proposed in TOS diagnosis [8,9]. Nevertheless, no consensus has been reached
on the normal limit in defining inflow impairment [8-12]. Gergoudis and Barnes defined
an abnormal A-PPG response as a >75% reduction in digital pulse amplitude [13]; Geven
et al. defined the loss of pulsatility as a remaining amplitude <5% of the resting value [9],
while Adam considered any dampened or reduced waveform as abnormal [14].

Arm elevation induces a physiological increase in A-PPG pulse amplitude (PA) in
normal subjects [9,15,16]. Therefore, it would be expected that any decrease or even an
impaired increase in A-PPG during the Roos test performed in the sitting or standing
position is an abnormal response in patients with suspected TOS. Nevertheless, to date it
has been impossible to determine whether the increase in PA has reached its maximum
while arms are elevated in the surrender/candlestick (“Ca”) position or whether it is
blunted by a certain degree of arterial compression. In brief, we believe that the major
reason why no consensus exists about what should be considered an abnormal A-PPG
response during the Roos test is because: first, A-PPG is a semi-quantitative tool, and
second, the individual response resulting from arm elevation but without a 90° abduction
and external rotation is unknown.

We hypothesized that, after the “Ca” position, keeping arms elevated but with elbows
and hands in front of the patient as in a prayer position (“Pra”) would reveal normal inflow
during arm elevation with A-PPG. Indeed, if PA increases from “Ca” to “Pra”, this suggests
that the PA increase was not optimal in “Ca” because arterial compression impaired inflow.
To test these hypotheses, we performed a prospective interventional study recording PA
with A-PPG at the finger level in patients with suspected TOS and in a group of apparently
asymptomatic healthy volunteers. Our aim was to define the optimal cut-off point to be
used for A-PPG in detecting an arterial compression during the “Ca+Pra” maneuver.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Experimental Design

We recruited 31 patients that were referred to our laboratory for the investigation of
symptoms suggestive of the presence of TOS, and 21 normal asymptomatic (apparently
healthy) subjects. After oral and written explanation of the protocol, individual written
informed consent was required for inclusion. We recorded age, sex, weight, height, and
systolic and diastolic arm pressure on both sides. Patients self-completed the “disability of
the arm and shoulder” 38-item questionnaire (DASH). The DASH score was calculated if
at least 90% of the answers to the first 30 questions were available. Ultrasound results (and
potential arterial radiological imaging in patients) were retrieved from the patient’s file,
and ultrasound imaging was performed per the protocol in healthy subjects. All healthy
subjects had an ultrasound investigation performed by an independent physician before
the PPG recording. Results were recorded as positive or negative for the presence of arterial
unilateral or bilateral compression during positional maneuvers arm by arm on either
ultrasound imaging or arteriography. Patients unable to understand the information for
linguistic or cognitive reasons, as well as patients under 18 years of age, were not included
in the analysis. The protocol was performed blinded to the results of the investigations
performed during the routine visit to the patients.

2.2. Attitudinal Maneuvers

The Roos test is largely used in the evaluation of patients with suspected TOS. It
has been previously shown that arm elevation results in a physiological increase in pulse
amplitude (PA) in normal subjects [15,16]. Therefore, we performed a candlestick-prayer
(“Ca+Pra”) maneuver: a modified version of the Roos test during which the surren-
der/candlestick position used for the Roos tests (“Ca”) is maintained for 30 s (without
opening and closing of hands to avoid movement artifacts on A-PPG recordings). After
30 s, there was a change to the prayer position (“Pra”), without lowering the hands and
with elbows in front of the patient, which was maintained for 15 s. In the “Pra” position,
the elbow and hands are at the same level relative to the heart level as for the “Ca” po-
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sition. The purpose of the “Pra” position is to open the costoclavicular angle and attain
arm elevation without vascular compression. Its specific goal in the present study was to
confirm whether pulse amplitude in the “Ca” position was, or was not, normally increased.
If not, pulse amplitude would remain unchanged between the “Ca” and “Pra” positions,
while it would increase during the “Pra” position if amplification with arm elevation was
moderately impaired during the “Ca” position, as presented in Figure 1. After 45 s, the
upper limbs were lowered.
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the Candlestick-Prayer (“Ca+Pra”) maneuver and of expected
changes in arterial digital pulse-plethysmography (A-PPG) pulse amplitude from the SpO2 soft
clip (upper left image) during the different phases. With arm elevation, A-PPG pulse amplitude
is expected to increase as a function of the change in hand elevation relative to the heart level.
Therefore, pulse amplitude is expected to be the same in the candlestick and prayer position in
normal subjects. A decrease in pulse amplitude with arm elevation is assumed to result from a severe
arterial attitudinal compression (occlusion or sub-occlusion). Finally, in the case of partial (mild
to moderate) compression, the amplitude observed during the candlestick position is expected to
remain lower than that observed in the prayer position.

2.3. Photoplethysmography Recordings

We performed the arterial pulse photoplethysmography (A-PPG) on the second finger
of both hands using adult finger soft-tip SpO2 sensors (Sino-K, Shenzhen, CN) on a
50 Hz basis. The recording was started at least 30 s before the start of the provocative
maneuver and stopped at least one minute after the end of the provocative maneuver. Each
recording enables the detection of the A-PPG signal during each cardiac cycle. Arterial
pulse amplitude (PA) was determined as the difference between the maximal and minimal
A-PPG value over all 1.5 s intervals.

Moving averaging on pulse amplitude was applied over each series of 10 consecutive
points. A transient artifact peak was systematically observed at upper limb elevation and
lowering. Then, PA at rest and PA during the “Ca” position were calculated between 20 and
5 s before, and between 5 and 20 s after, the maneuver was started to avoid the movement
artifact influencing recorded results. Since arm elevation results in a physiological increase
in PA in normal subjects [15,16], we normalized PA as a percentage of the PA observed
during the “Pra” position (between 35 and 40 s) after the beginning of the provocative
maneuver. For the comparison with DROP results, PA changes (PAc) were expressed as
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the difference between PA during the “Ca” position and PA observed at rest, and were
expressed in normalized amplitude (NA) units.

2.4. Statistical Analysis

Kolmogorov-Smirnov tests were used to test the distribution of variables, and results
are presented as mean +/ — standard deviation (SD) for parametric, or median (25°/75°
centiles) for non-parametric, continuous variables. Analysis of variance (ANOVA) was
used to compare the effect of the “Ca-Pra” maneuver on A-PPG in the healthy volunteers
and in the patients with suspected TOS. We used the receiver operating characteristics
(ROC) and area under curve (AUC) technique to determine the performance of A-PPG
in detecting the presence or absence of a positive imaging (ultrasound or angiography).
Thereafter, we calculated the sensitivity, specificity, and negative and positive predictive
values, as well as the accuracy (with a binomial exact calculation of a 95% confidence
interval) of each criterion in predicting the presence of a compression on ultrasound
or radiological imaging. Lastly, we compared the performance of our results to those
obtained using the normal limits proposed by Gergoudis (>75% reduction in PA) or by
Geven (>95% reduction of PPG amplitude). All statistical analyses were performed using
SPSS (IBM SPSS statistics V15.0, Chicago, IL, USA) and the EasyROC online calculator
(http:/ /www.biosoft.hacettepe.edu.tr/ accessed on 1 March 2021) [17]. A comparison
of the ROC curve was performed according to the method proposed by Hanley and
McNeil [18]. We estimated that 20% of arterial compression would be observed and
expected the AUC for A-PPG to be at least 0.700. A minimal number of 90 observations
was required for a type I error of 5% and 80% power. For all tests, a two-tailed p < 0.05 was
used to indicate statistical significance.

3. Results

Between March 2018 and December 2020, we recruited 52 subjects. We studied
31 different patients (13 males, 18 females). Patients were 41.3 &+ 11.9 years old, with
weights of 71.5 £ 12.7 kg and heights of 169 + 9 cm. Systolic and diastolic pressures
were 131 & 14 mmHg and 80 + 9 mmHg on the right side and 131 + 17 mmHg and 84 £
12 mmHg on the left side, with no patient showing a difference in arm pressure of more
than 20 mmHg. All but two of the patients were right-handed. The DASH score of the
subjects was 28 £ 21% with four missing scores. Nine were off work, six of whom because
of their upper limb pain. Eleven patients had right unilateral, five left unilateral, and six
bilateral pain or discomfort. Ten took pain killers on a regular basis because of pain or
discomfort. Positional tests during their medical routine visit reproduced usual symptoms
in all but five of the patients. In 15 of the patients with suspected TOS, ultrasound or
angiographic investigations confirmed the presence of arterial compression on one or both
sides (20 arms), as shown in Figure 2.

The 21 young healthy subjects (10 males, 11 females) were 27.0 & 2.9 years old, with
weights of 63.3 + 10.6 kg and heights of 172 + 9 cm. Systolic and diastolic pressures
were 114 + 8 mmHg and 75 £ 7 mmHg on the right side and 112 &+ 10 mmHg and 73 +
7 mmHg on the left side, with no patient showing a difference in arm pressure of more than
20 mmHg. All healthy subjects were asymptomatic by history, but one had a unilateral and
one had a bilateral positive ultrasound result, and those two patients developed symptoms
of forearm fatigue and discomfort during the attitudinal tests.

A typical example of a patient with unilateral right arterial compression during arm
elevation is shown in Figure 3.

As shown in Figure 4, absolute values were slightly, but not significantly, lower in
subjects with suspected TOS than in the healthy subjects both at rest and during the
candlestick maneuver. Nevertheless, no difference was observed between the two groups
in values found at the “Pra” phase of the test.
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Figure 2. Distribution of studied subjects and results from ultrasound (+/- angiography in patients
with suspected thoracic outlet syndrome: TOS) imaging. A positive result (+) is the presence of
arterial compression on either ultrasound or angiography. “N” is number of observations.
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Figure 3. Example of an arterial digital pulse plethysmography (A-PPG) recording during the
candlestick-prayer maneuver with unilateral pain on the right side and fatigability at arm elevation.
Left panels represent a focus starting 10 s preceding the start of the maneuver and ending 10 s after
return to the resting position on the right (black line) and left (grey line) sides. As shown, moving the
arm results in ample signal artifacts. Here, pulsatility was lost 10 s after arm elevation and restored
with increased amplitude during the prayer phase on the right arm, while the response on the left
side was an increase from baseline during both candlestick and prayer attitude. The middle panel is
the analysis of pulse amplitude throughout the period of recording (AU: from before normalization
to the amplitude observed during the prayer phase). In the right panel are the angiographic results
for the patient.
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Figure 4. Box plots of values in arbitrary units observed at rest during the candlestick (“Ca”) and
prayer (“Pra”) phases of the “Ca+Pra” maneuver in patients with suspected TOS (light grey) and
in the healthy subjects (dark grey). No difference between groups was observed, but changes were
significant between each position within each group. Circles are outlier values.

Imaging (ultrasound or angiography) showed the presence of a compression in 20 of
the 62 upper limbs studied in patients with suspected TOS but in only 3 of the 42 upper
limbs in the healthy subjects. Therefore, the prevalence of positive imaging was 22.1%
among the 104 studied upper limbs. Using the results of ultrasound and angiography to
characterize the presence of a compression with ROC analysis, the area under the ROC
curve observed for the different ways of expressing the results are shown in Table 1.

As shown in Figure 5, the optimal cut-off point determined from the ROC curve was
an absolute increase of fewer than 3 NA from rest.
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Figure 5. Receiver operating characteristics curve (left panel) and distance from the 100%/100% sen-
sitivity /specificity angle (right panel) for the prediction of the presence of an arterial compression at
imaging (ultrasound +/— angiography) for the 104 upper limbs using the change in pulse amplitude
whereby the 100 normalized amplitude (NA) is the amplitude observed during the prayer phase of
the candlestick-prayer maneuver. As shown, the optimal cut-off point is a pulse amplitude increase
of 3 NA.
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Table 1. Area under the receiver operating characteristics (ROC) curve (AUC) to determine the presence of a compression at

imaging. AUC values are not significantly different between the three methods.

Area under Significance of Asymptotic 95%CI Asymptotic 95%CI
ROC Curve the AUC Lower Limit Upper Limit
Absolute change from rest (AU) 0.715 £ 0.066 0.002 0.585 0.845
Percentage change from rest (%) 0.733 £ 0.071 0.001 0.616 0.851
Pulse amplitude change (NA) 0.765 + 0.065 0.000 0.637 0.891

Using this cut-off point resulted in a 91.4% (83.0/96.5) sensitivity, 60.9% (38.5/80.3)
specificity, 89.2% (76.8/95.5) positive predictive value, and 66.7% (48.0/84.0) negative
predictive value in predicting a positive result at imaging. As a comparison, the sensitivity,
specificity, positive predictive value, negative predictive value, and accuracy were: 0.0%
(0.0/14.5), 98.8% (93.2/100.0), 0.0% (0.0/97.5), and 77.7% (68.4/85.3) for the criteria pro-
posed by Geven, and were 17.4% (5.0/38.8), 98.8% (93.3/100.0), 80.0% (28.4/99.5), and
80.8% (73.1/88.6) for the criteria proposed by Gergoudis, respectively.

4. Discussion

Diagnosing TOS is difficult [19], and many instances of TOS include intricate signs
of arterial and neurogenic compression [4,20], which explains the significant interest in
improving arterial investigations in patients with suspected TOS [20,21]. The routine
clinical approaches to attitudinal arterial compression are manual pulse palpation or sub-
clavicular auscultation during the dynamic maneuvers. These are obviously simple, of low
cost and accurate, but not recordable. An electronic stethoscope could allow continuous
recordings of the sub-clavicular bruit related to sub-clavicular compression but, to the
best of our knowledge, this has never been proposed. Ultrasound allows recordings and
remains relatively simple [22,23]. Nevertheless, it is a manual technique, and it can only
measure one side at a time. Arterial pulse amplitude (PA) estimation by digital A-PPG
allows bilateral recordings and is an attractive tool in the context of TOS [9]. Previous
authors have used the A-PPG technique that allows objective and simultaneous recording
of pulse throughout the provocative test [9,12]. Raising the arm above heart level increased
the systolic amplitude of the finger pulse amplitude with A-PPG by 56 to 70% in normal
subjects, but with wide variability [16,24]. These changes likely result from changes in
transmural pressure because they disappear when transmural pressure is maintained
constant [25]. On the contrary, attitudinal sub-occlusion or occlusion of the sub-clavicular
artery is expected to result in decreased finger A-PPG amplitude [9,13]. Consequently,
normal and occlusive results have an opposite effect on the A-PPG signal. Nevertheless,
at the individual level, because A-PPG is a semi-quantitative technique and lacking the
expected normal PA, it remains unclear to what extent a PA change of the A-PPG signal is
indicative of an abnormal response.

We believe that the “Pra” position is an innovative way of quantifying the expected
normal PA amplification and of defining whether the PA change observed during the “Ca”
position used for the Roos test was normal or not. Contrary to previous authors [9,13],
we observed that even a moderate increase in PA (when expressed in NA values) can be
indicative of an abnormal hemodynamic response, with PA in the “Ca” position being
much lower than in the “Pra” position in these cases. Indeed, in the absence of arterial
compression, PA should remain unchanged between the “Ca” and the “Pra” positions,
since the level of the hand compared to heart level is unchanged. Therefore, an increase
in the PA observed between the “Ca” and the “Pra” positions likely reflects a blunted
response in “Ca” resulting from an arterial compression. There is particular interest in the
“Pra” position after the candlestick position and the present study confirm that an impaired
increase (< 3 NA, that corresponds almost to the absence of a PA increase from rest) in PA
is of diagnostic interest. This corroborates the results proposed by Adam et al. [14], because
we have provided objective proof of the expected amplification at the individual level.
Obviously, the criterion proposed by Geven et al. [9] was inappropriate when applied to
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our population, with the difference between maximal and minimal PPG signal over 1.5 s
never being less than 5% of the difference observed at rest. We believe that this is a result
of a relatively high signal to noise ratio and could be of technical origin. It is important
to note that the “Ca+Pra” maneuver requires the patient to be standing or sitting, while
previous use of A-PPG was sometimes performed in the lying position [12]. The sensitivity
of A-PPG was four times higher with our analysis than that with the criterion proposed
by Gergoudis. This was apparently associated with an important decrease in the positive
predictive value. Nevertheless, the number of positive results with the Gergoudis criterion
is very small and the precision in the determination of the positive predictive value is
low (95% CI: 28.4/99.5%). Furthermore, from a clinical perspective, we believe that it is
important to select those patients that would require invasive imaging better and that
sensitivity is therefore the most important index. Due to the small number of subjects, the
ROC curve obtained from normalized values, although providing the larger AUC, did
not reach a significant difference from the area resulting from the other methods (absolute
changes or percent changes in non-normalized values). Analysis from a larger population
is required.

Another point of interest is that values tended to be lower on average at rest and
during the candlestick position in patients with suspected TOS compared to the healthy
subjects. It is possible that this difference results from the difference in age between the two
groups. Another explanation could be due to a chronic compression of the neurovascular
bundle when the arms are in the resting position in patients with suspected TOS. We
doubt that this is the explanation because no difference was found between arms with
positive imaging and normal arms. Nevertheless, this hypothesis remains to be tested, and
an increase in PA in patients with suspected TOS during a Cyriax release test [26] could
provide evidence for this hypothesis.

There are limitations to the present work.

Firstly, we report and compare our results to angiography in only some of the patients
with suspected TOS. Indeed, radiological imaging is lacking in most of our patients. Surgery
in our experience is only proposed after active rehabilitation has failed to improve the
symptoms and was unsuccessful to deal with the complaints of the patients. Angiography
is only used as a pre-surgical test, and many patients with TOS do not undergo surgery.
Finally, the question remains whether or not a comparison of the clinical tests performed in
the standing position can be compared properly to radiological images that are performed
in patients that are lying down, since it was previously shown that arteriography in the
supine position underestimates the prevalence and severity of attitudinal compression
compared to images performed in the sitting position [27].

Secondly, many other tests (Adson, Eden, Allen, Wright tests, etc.) have been proposed.
Whether or not A-PPG recordings during other maneuvers would provide similar results
remains to be investigated.

Thirdly, compression of the neural or vascular structures may occur at various levels
as they pass through narrow passageways to the arm, including the inter-scalene triangle,
the costoclavicular space, the sub-coracoid space (pectoralis minor compression), or in
front of the humeral head. Compression may also result from the presence of abnormal
bands, tumors, cervical ribs, and bone prominence following healing of fractures. These
different entities may not be affected the same way by the prayer position. Future studies
are required to analyze the response to the Ca+Pra maneuver in perspective of the level(s)
and nature of arterial compression(s).

Fourthly, symptoms were not systematically associated with the presence of inflow
impairment in our group of patients with suspected TOS, underlying the importance of the
holistic approach in the diagnosis of TOS and the need for objective proof of the presence
of ischemia in defining the arterial origin of TOS [19].

Finally, it could be suggested that other techniques, such as strain gauge plethysmog-
raphy and laser Doppler, might provide more quantitative or more reliable results. This
is possible, but A-PPG, is a low-cost and readily accessible tool. Nevertheless, technical
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improvements are required to reduce the A-PPG artifacts induced by the movements when
changing from one position to another.

5. Conclusions

From a physiological perspective, the “Ca+Pra” maneuver appears to be an interesting
modification of the Roos test (elevated arm stress test), and of major interest for A-PPG
recordings. It enables an improved quantitative analysis of A-PPG results, facilitates the
interpretation of A-PPG results in TOS, and improves the sensitivity of A-PPG in predicting
positive imaging. In practice, attitudinal arterial compression during TOS can result in
either incomplete (stenosis) or complete (occlusion) compression of the sub-clavicular
artery, and then in different degrees of inflow impairment.

This ability to quantify inflow impairment with A-PPG during the “Ca+Pra” maneuver
might also be of critical clinical interest in comparing the level of inflow impairment with A-
PPG to the degree of ischemia which can be estimated by transcutaneous oximetry [19,28].
This point is important because evidence of ischemia associated with symptoms is required
to define the arterial origin of TOS [19].

In the future, it is likely that A-PPG will not replace other tests that can be used
on patients with suspected TOS. Specifically, US shall remain a first-line investigation.
Nevertheless, many discrepancies have been found between different technical approaches
in patients with suspected TOS [29]. Therefore, we believe that the ability of A-PPG
during a “Ca+Pra” maneuver to provide objective measurable, standardized, and observer-
independent recording of inflow impairment could add to the holistic approach of TOS
diagnosis. Whether or not it improves the diagnostic algorithm of patients with suspected
TOS will need to be tested in the future.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, P.A. and S.H.; methodology, P.A. and P.S.; formal analysis,
P.A., M.F, and PS,; investigation, ].H., PR., ET.,, M.D., M.E,, PA,, and S.H.; writing—original draft
preparation, P.A ; writing—review and editing, ].H., PR., ET.,, M.D., M.E,, PS., and S.H.; supervision,
P.A; funding acquisition, PA. and M.E All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Angers Loire metropole, who partly funded the project
through the MPIA (Maturation de Projets Innovants en Anjou) grant reference 2019SKIPA.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional Review Board of Ile de France VII (protocol
STOUT and 15 March 2018). It was promoted by Angers university hospital and recorded on Clinical
trial.gov under reference NCT03355274 before the first inclusion.

Informed Consent Statement: Written informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in
the study to participate to, and publish the results of, the study.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author. The data are not publicly available due to confidential medical information in
the database source secured by a hospital database system.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Marine Mauboussin, Patrick Vandeputte, Alice Baudrillart,
and Stephanie Marechal-Giraud for technical and administrative support.

Conflicts of Interest: P.A. has benefited from technical support from the Radiometer, Perimed, and
Medicap companies and has had contracts for services with the ORTEC and PROFUSA companies
with no direct relationship with the present project. The other authors have no conflict of interests.

1. Illig, K.A. Neurogenic thoracic outlet syndrome: Bringing order to chaos. J. Vasc. Surg. 2018, 68, 939-940. [CrossRef]
2. Burt, B.M. Thoracic outlet syndrome for thoracic surgeons. J. Thorac. Cardiovasc. Surg. 2018, 156, 1318-1323.el. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]

3. Kaplan, J.; Kanwal, A. Thoracic Outlet Syndrome; StatPearls: Treasure Island, FL, USA, 2020.


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2018.04.030
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtcvs.2018.02.096
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29628349

Diagnostics 2021, 11, 1128 10 of 10

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Ferrante, M. A ; Ferrante, N.D. The thoracic outlet syndromes: Part 1. Overview of the thoracic outlet syndromes and review of
true neurogenic thoracic outlet syndrome. Muscle Nerve 2017, 55, 782-793. [CrossRef]

Ferrante, M.A.; Ferrante, N.D. The thoracic outlet syndromes: Part 2. The arterial, venous, neurovascular, and disputed thoracic
outlet syndromes. Muscle Nerve 2017, 56, 663—673. [CrossRef]

Longley, D.G.; Yedlicka, ].W.; Molina, E.J.; Schwabacher, S.; Hunter, D.W.; Letourneau, J.G. Thoracic outlet syndrome: Evaluation
of the subclavian vessels by color duplex sonography. AJR Am. ]. Roentgenol. 1992, 158, 623-630. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Povlsen, S.; Povlsen, B. Diagnosing Thoracic Outlet Syndrome: Current Approaches and Future Directions. Diagnostics 2018, 8, 21.
[CrossRef]

Sallstrom, J.; Thulesius, O. Non-invasive investigation of vascular compression in patients with thoracic outlet syndrome. Clin.
Physiol. 1982, 2, 117-125. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Geven, L.I; Smit, A.J.; Ebels, T. Vascular thoracic outlet syndrome. Longer posterior rib stump causes poor outcome. Eur. J.
Cardio-Thorac. Surg. 2006, 30, 232-236. [CrossRef]

Chen, H.; Doornbos, N.; Williams, K.; Criado, E. Physiologic variations in venous and arterial hemodynamics in response to
postural changes at the thoracic outlet in normal volunteers. Ann. Vasc. Surg. 2014, 28, 1583-1588. [CrossRef]

Lai, D.T.; Walsh, J.; Harris, J.P.; May, J. Predicting outcomes in thoracic outlet syndrome. Med. J. Aust. 1995, 162, 345-347.
[CrossRef]

Colon, E.; Westdorp, R. Vascular compression in the thoracic outlet. Age dependent normative values in noninvasive testing. J.
Cardiovasc. Surg. (Torino) 1988, 29, 166-171.

Gergoudis, R.; Barnes, R.W. Thoracic outlet arterial compression: Prevalence in normal persons. Angiology 1980, 31, 538-541.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Adam, G.; Wang, K.; Demaree, C.J.; Jiang, J.S.; Cheung, M.; Bechara, C.E; Lin, PH. A Prospective Evaluation of Duplex
Ultrasound for Thoracic Outlet Syndrome in High-Performance Musicians Playing Bowed String Instruments. Diagnostics 2018, 8,
11. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hickey, M.; Phillips, J.P.; Kyriacou, P.A. The effect of vascular changes on the photoplethysmographic signal at different hand
elevations. Physiol. Meas. 2015, 36, 425-440. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hickey, M.; Phillips, J.P.; Kyriacou, P.A. Investigation of peripheral photoplethysmographic morphology changes induced during
a hand-elevation study. J. Clin. Monit. Comput. 2016, 30, 727-736. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Goksuluk, D.; Korkmaz, S.; Zararsiz, G.; Karaagaoglu, A.E. EasyROC: An interactive web-tool for ROC curve analysis using R
language environment. R J. 2016, 8, 213-230. [CrossRef]

Hanley, ].A.; McNeil, B.J. A method of comparing the areas under receiver operating characteristic curves derived from the same
cases. Radiology 1983, 148, 839-843. [CrossRef]

Illig, K.A.; Donahue, D.; Duncan, A.; Freischlag, J.; Gelabert, H.; Johansen, K ; Jordan, S.; Sanders, R.; Thompson, R. Reporting
standards of the Society for Vascular Surgery for thoracic outlet syndrome. J. Vasc. Surg. 2016, 64, e23—e35. [CrossRef]

Likes, K.; Rochlin, D.H; Call, D.; Freischlag, ].A. Coexistence of arterial compression in patients with neurogenic thoracic outlet
syndrome. JAMA Surg. 2014, 149, 1240-1243. [CrossRef]

Molina, J.E.; D’Cunha, J. The vascular component in neurogenic-arterial thoracic outlet syndrome. Int. J. Angiol. 2008, 17, 83-87.
[CrossRef]

Nord, K.M.; Kapoor, P; Fisher, J.; Thomas, G.; Sundaram, A.; Scott, K.; Kothari, M.J. False positive rate of thoracic outlet syndrome
diagnostic maneuvers. Electromyogr. Clin. Neurophysiol. 2008, 48, 67-74. [PubMed]

Sobey, A.V.; Grewal, R.P,; Hutchison, K.J.; Urschel, ].D. Investigation of nonspecific neurogenic thoracic outlet syndrome. J.
Cardiovasc. Surg. (Torino) 1993, 34, 343-345.

Suzuki, J.; Maeda, J.; Takemiya, T. Analysis of microvascular responses in the finger to changes in arm position during cold water
stimulation. Jpn. J. Physiol. 1994, 44, 181-191. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Jagomagi, K.; Raamat, R.; Talts, J.; Ragun, U.; Lansimies, E.; Jurvelin, J. Recording of dynamic arterial compliance changes during
hand elevation. Clin. Physiol. Funct. Imaging 2005, 25, 350-356. [CrossRef]

Hixson, K.M.; Horris, H.B.; McLeod, T.C.V.; Bacon, C.E.W. The Diagnostic Accuracy of Clinical Diagnostic Tests for Thoracic
Outlet Syndrome. J. Sport Rehabil. 2017, 26, 459-465. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cornelis, F.; Zuazo, I.; Bonnefoy, O.; Abric, B.; Borocco, A.; Strainchamps, P.; Tauzin, C.; Faure, D.; Minniti, A.; Ledoyer, G.; et al.
Diagnosis of thoracic outlet syndrome. Value of angiography in the sitting position. J. Radiol. 2008, 89, 47-52. [CrossRef]

Henni, S.; Hersant, J.; Ammi, M.; Mortaki, EE.; Picquet, J.; Feuilloy, M.; Abraham, P. Microvascular Response to the Roos Test Has
Excellent Feasibility and Good Reliability in Patients with Suspected Thoracic Outlet Syndrome. Front. Physiol. 2019, 10, 136.
[CrossRef]

Abraham, P; Hersant, ].; Ramondou, P.; Thouveny, F; Feuilloy, M.; Picquet, J.; Henni, S. Comparison of transcutaneous oximetry
with symptoms and arteriography in thoracic outlet syndrome. Clin. Hemorheol. Microcirc. 2020, 75, 107-119. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1002/mus.25536
http://doi.org/10.1002/mus.25535
http://doi.org/10.2214/ajr.158.3.1739007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1739007
http://doi.org/10.3390/diagnostics8010021
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-097X.1982.tb00014.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6211328
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejcts.2006.04.018
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.avsg.2014.05.003
http://doi.org/10.5694/j.1326-5377.1995.tb139934.x
http://doi.org/10.1177/000331978003100805
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7436043
http://doi.org/10.3390/diagnostics8010011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29370085
http://doi.org/10.1088/0967-3334/36/3/425
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25652182
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10877-015-9761-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26318315
http://doi.org/10.32614/RJ-2016-042
http://doi.org/10.1148/radiology.148.3.6878708
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2016.04.039
http://doi.org/10.1001/jamasurg.2014.280
http://doi.org/10.1055/s-0031-1278286
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18435210
http://doi.org/10.2170/jjphysiol.44.181
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7967220
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-097X.2005.00636.x
http://doi.org/10.1123/jsr.2016-0051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27632823
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0221-0363(08)70369-X
http://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2019.00136
http://doi.org/10.3233/CH-190751

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Experimental Design 
	Attitudinal Maneuvers 
	Photoplethysmography Recordings 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

