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ABSTRACT:

Accurate assessment of the jugular venous pressure (JVP) and right atrial pressure

(RAP) has relied on the same bedside examination method since 1930. While this

technique provides a rough estimate of right sided pressures, it is limited by poor

sensitivity and overall diagnostic inaccuracy. The internal jugular vein (IJV) is difficult to

visualize in many patients and relies on an incorrect assumption that the right atrium lies

5 centimeters below the sternum. Point-of-care ultrasound (POCUS) offers an

alternative method for more precisely estimating JVP and RAP. We propose a novel

method of measuring the right atrial depth (RAD) using a sonographic measurement of

the depth of the posterior left ventricular outflow tract as a surrogate landmark to the

center of the right atrium when viewed in the parasternal long axis view. This is

combined with determination if JVD was present at the supraclavicular point. Sensitivity,

specificity, PPV, NPV of JVD at the supraclavicular point was 70%, 76%, 59%, 91%

respectively. These values were confounded by the lack of standardization of zero

reference landmarks (ZRLs) used during the right heart catheterizations. When the RAD

measurement was adjusted to account for measurement error the sensitivity of JVD at

supraclavicular point for elevated RAP improved to 90% with negative predictive value

of 96%. This may offer a rapid and reliable method for ruling out elevated RAP and

increase objectivity in our volume status assessment.
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Background

The evaluation of neck veins to assess for elevated pressures dates back to Sir Thomas

Lewis in 1930.1 It involves visually identifying the internal jugular venous pulsations on

the lateral neck and then measuring the distance from this point down to the sternum.

This distance in centimeters is then added to the estimated distance from the sternum

down to the center of the right atrium, classically assumed to be 5 centimeters.2 This

JVP is viewed as a surrogate for right atrial pressure (RAP) which is itself used as a

surrogate for pulmonary capillary wedge pressure and overall volume status, making

accurate JVP estimation crucial to our clinical assessment. However, there are many

limitations to the current method that result in poor sensitivity and low overall diagnostic

accuracy.2–8

The first is the lack of certainty offered by visual inspection of the neck veins to

determine if the jugular venous pulsation is present above the clavicle or not. The

jugular venous pulsation may not be detected for multiple reasons including: 1) the

jugular pulsations are obscured below the clavicle due to normal or low JVP, 2) The

jugular pulsations reside above the mandible due to very elevated JVP, 3) Patient’s

body habitus or neck girth prevents visualization, or 4) clinician error.

The other major limitation to our classic JVP exam is the assumption that the right

atrium lies 5 centimeters below the sternum. This originated from a 1946 study in which

this right atrial depth (RAD) was estimated from a supine chest x-ray.9 More recent

studies based on CT scan measurements suggest the RAD is in fact quite variable

depending on the patient’s age, smoking status, AP diameter of the chest, and the

angle of the head of the bed. Seth et al found the median distance from the anterior

chest wall to the center of the right atrium to be 8.5 centimeters at 30 degrees and 9.9

centimeters are 45 degrees, with individual variation from 5 to 15 centimeters.10 Kovacs

et al found the distance from the anterior thoracic surface to the mid right atrium to be 9

centimeters on average, with the right atrium located 5 centimeters below the sternum
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only 29% of the time.11 Ultimately these limitations result in clinical uncertainty and the

need for invasive right heart catheterization (RHC).

Point-of-care ultrasound (POCUS) has the potential to overcome these limitations. It

has proven to be an accurate way to visualize the IJV and detect the meniscus, even in

cases when visual inspection fails.12–14 Two studies have attempted to estimate JVP and

RAP using POCUS, both underestimating the actual RAP.12,15 We hypothesize this is

due to the reliance on the 5 cm RAD assumption, and that for accurate estimation of

JVP, the RAD must be measured in each patient. This was evidenced by Xing et al16

that showed a near-perfect correlation between ultrasound estimation and CVP.

However, their methods were complex and not applicable to a physical exam at the

patient’s bedside. We have developed a simple and novel method for estimating RAD

that may allow for more accurate JVP and RAP estimation during the physical

examination.

Methods

Patients undergoing RHCs were recruited for this study if they were 21 years old or over

and required RHC for any purpose. Patients were excluded from the study based on the

following: 1) Right internal jugular vein catheter present; 2) intubated; 3) congenital

heart disease history.

Ultrasound Examination

Within 2 hours before or after the RHC, the patient’s head of the bed was placed at 45

degrees. A Butterfly IQ+ probe was placed along the left sternal border and a cardiac

parasternal long axis view was acquired. The probe was positioned perpendicularly to

the chest wall in order to measure the distance from the chest wall down to where the

non-coronary cusp of the aortic valve attaches to the posterior wall of the left ventricular

outflow tract (LVOT) (Figure 1).
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This landmark was chosen as a surrogate because it sits in the same approximate

coronal plane as the center of the right atrium and is easily detectable with a patient

supine. This distance was recorded as the RAD.

The probe was then gently placed just superior to the clavicle at the supraclavicular

point. In the transverse view, the IJV was visualized. A clip of the IJV at this point was
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recorded. IJV shape, degree of collapsibility, or presence of jugular venous distention

(JVD) was determined. JVD was considered present at the supraclavicular point if the

vein was distended with minimal or absent jugular venous pulsations. If the vein was

distended but collapsed completely, or near completely, then JVD was deemed not

present.

The estimated RAP value was calculated in two discrete ways depending on if there

was JVD present at the supraclavicular point or not. If JVD was present at the

supraclavicular point, then with the ultrasound probe remaining in the transverse plane,

it was slid cranially to identify the jugular venous collapse point where the venous walls

collapse completely. The probe was then rotated 90 degrees into the longitudinal plane

to confirm this point. This is the meniscus of the blood column that corresponds to the

jugular venous pulse (Figure 2). We will call it the ‘Wine Bottle Sign,’ due to the previous

description of its resemblance to the top of a wine bottle in the longitudinal plane.17 The

vertical distance from this point down to the sternum was then measured in centimeters

using a ruler. This value was then added to the RAD in cm to estimate RAP.
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If JVD was absent at the supraclavicular point and the vein was completely collapsing,

then jugular venous pulsations were deemed present and JVD absent. In order to

estimate the pressure in this case, the ultrasound probe remained at the supraclavicular

point, maintaining a transverse view of the IJV. The head of the bed was then lowered to

30 degrees. The IJV was assessed for partial or full engorgement. If the vein does not

engorge to a greater degree than at the 45-degree position, then the head of the bed is

dropped further to zero degrees, and the presence of partial or full engorgement was

recorded. If the vein engorged at 30 degrees, then the estimated RAP in cm H2O was

RAD x 0.75. If the IJV engorged at zero degrees, then the RAP was estimated to be
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RAD x 0.5. If the vein still did not engorge at zero degrees, then the RAP was estimated

to be RAD x 0.25. The estimated pressure in cm H2O was then converted to mmHg by

multiplying by 0.735.

Study Outcomes

The study included a qualitative and quantitative estimate of RAP. The primary aim of

the qualitative phase was to determine if JVD at the supraclavicular point would predict

elevated right atrial pressures greater than or equal to the RAD. The aims of the

quantitative phase were to calculate an estimated RAP and to assess its association

with the actual RAP from RHC.

Statistical Analysis

The results of the qualitative phase were summarized as a 2x2 table using RAD as a

reference for actual RAP; that table was further used to yield sensitivity (proportion of

patients with RAP ≥ RAD among those with JVD at supraclavicular point), specificity

(proportion of patients with RAP < RAD among those without JVD), positive predictive

value (proportion of patients with JVD at supraclavicular point among those with RAP ≥

RAD), and negative predictive value (proportion of patients without JVD at

supraclavicular point among those with RAP < RAD). We also ran a round of sensitivity

analysis using the RAD minus 1 mmHg instead of the original RAD value, to account for

variation in RHC zeroing techniques and potential inaccuracy of this cutoff

measurement. That way, patients with actual RAP measured less than the original RAD

by a value of no more than 1 mmHg would also be considered as predicted high RAP.

The outcome of the quantitative phase was high RAP defined as actual RAP ≥ 9

mmHg.18 The overall accuracy of prediction of high RAP by estimated RAP was

assessed using the area under the ROC curve (AUC). Wilcoxon non-parametric test

was used to compare estimated RAP values between patients with and without high

RAP. Estimated RAP was also summarized by the tertiles of actual RAP distribution
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using median and inter-quartile range (IQR), and correlation of actual RAP with

estimated RAP was calculated.

All analyses were run using SAS 9.4 (SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA). All patients

provided informed consent for participation in the study. The study was approved by the

Inova Institutional Review Board. All measurements were taken and entered into the

research database while blinded to the results of the RHC. After the RHC was

completed, the actual RAP, RV systolic pressure, RV diastolic pressure, pulmonary

capillary wedge pressure, and pulmonary artery pressures were recorded.

Results

Fifty-five patients were prospectively enrolled, but two were later excluded due to the

inability to visualize the posterior LVOT in the parasternal long axis view due to the

presence of breast implants. In addition, two patients were scheduled for both left and

right heart catheterization but underwent left heart catheterization only. Therefore, 51

patients were included in the final analysis.

Patient characteristics are summarized in Table 1. The average age was 68 years. The

sample was 63% male, 37% female. The mean BMI was 29.5.  The average right atrial

depth was 10.16 cm with a range from 8.0-13.1 cm. Overall, 57% (29 subjects) had

RAP > 5mmHg and 27% (14 subjects) had RAP ≥ 10 mmHg. In addition, 56% had a

normal ejection fraction, 35% had a reduced ejection fraction, 6% had a severely

reduced ejection fraction.

TABLE 1: Baseline Characteristics
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In the qualitative phase of the study, we found that 10/51 patients had a vein distention

at supraclavicular point (Table 2). Of those, 7 had actual RAP measured above the

RAD, resulting in the sensitivity value of 70%, accompanied by specificity of 76%, PPV

59%, NPV 91% (Table 2). However, of the three patients who had JVD at the

supraclavicular point but RAP was less than RAD, two had it within the cutoff error

margin of 1 mmHg (8.1 mmHg vs. 8 mmHg, 7.4 mmHg vs. 7 mmHg). Therefore, in a

round of sensitivity analysis with a modified RAD, sensitivity increased to 90% with NPV

of 96% (Table 2).
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For the quantitative phase of the study, the distribution of estimated RAP values by the

tertiles of actual RAP is shown in Figure 3. The correlation of estimated RAP with actual

RAP was +0.68 (p<0.0001). The difference in estimated RAP values between patients

with and without high actual RAP (≥9 mmHg) was significant: mean (SD) 7.9 (4.3) vs.

4.7 (2.4), p=0.0041. Finally, RAP estimate was predictive of high actual RAP with AUC

of 0.76 (p<0.0001) while the Youden’s criterion (estimated RAP > 4 mmHg) returned

sensitivity of 87%, specificity 56%, PPV 45%, and NPV 91%.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted October 17, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.14.21264891doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.14.21264891


Istrail et al

Discussion

The main findings of this study are that a simple bedside ultrasound technique has the

potential to effectively rule out elevated RAP regardless of a patient’s body habitus.

Clinically this information is essential at the bedside for determining a need for diuretics,

especially in patients whose clinical exam is limited by their neck size, BMI, or other

factors.
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Other studies have already shown that visualizing the jugular vein with ultrasound is

reliable and feasible in every patient; however, these studies still rely on the

5-centimeter assumption for right atrial depth which may explain their underestimation

of actual RAP. This is likely due to the fact that the RAD is on average much deeper

than 5 centimeters and may change with the angle of the head of the bed. In our study -

using the non-coronary cusp attachment to the posterior LVOT as a proxy, the average

distance to the right atrium at the 45-degree position was 10.16 cm, which is similar to

the 9 centimeters in Kovacs et al11 and 9.9 cm at 45 degrees in Seth et al10 which both

relied on measurements from CT. Accurate assessment of RAP within 0.2 cm has

already been demonstrated with ultrasound when the right atrial depth is measured in

each patient. Though the method used by Xang et al16 is not practical for a physical

exam, this strategy has been shown to be extremely accurate.

This study also gleaned insight into the difficulties of using a RHC as the gold standard

measurement since it is subject to its own variation. There are various proposed zero

reference levels (ZRLs) used to zero the catheter at the start of a RHC: 5 centimeters

below the sternum, ⅓ the thoracic diameter, mid-thoracic level, and 10 cm above the

table.11 The resulting pressure measurements can be significantly altered depending on

which one is chosen. Using CT scan measurements, Kovacs et al showed that 98% of

ZRLs at ⅓ the thoracic diameter were located somewhere in the right atrium, while only

21% of those at 5 centimeters below the sternal angle were, and only 3.6% of ZRLs 10

cm above the table were. This could change the resulting pressure by as much as 15.4

mmHg in the obese patients included in this study. Different ZRLs would have changed

the diagnosis of pulmonary hypertension in 21% of cases and led to a change of

pulmonary arterial wedge pressure class in 31% of cases. Similarly, when the catheter

is zeroed in the cath lab, it is often performed once the patient is fully draped making the

precise identification of the ZRL more difficult. It is therefore challenging to compare the

accuracy of this new method using the posterior wall of the LVOT as a landmark without

controlling for which ZRL was used. This likely caused some of the discrepancies
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between this method and the actual RAP from the RHC, as it involved RHC data

obtained by multiple different cardiologists without standardized ZRLs among them.

Out of the subjects in which this method proved incorrect, one had discordant values of

right atrial pressure and right ventricular end diastolic pressure, which in the absence of

mitral stenosis should be roughly equal. If RVEDP was used in place of RAP the

qualitative prediction would be correct. One patient was incorrectly categorized as

having JVD present due to the fact that the IJV was extremely dilated, yet completely

collapsed with inspiration. In two patients who had severe tricuspid regurgitation, our

technique underestimated RAP by 2-3 mmHg. Some RAP tracings had significant

respiratory variation which may have altered the mean values, and some

interventionalists asked the patient to exhale and hold their breath before each

measurement while some did not. Also, given the large between-person variation in

RAD, it is unclear if comparing this method which estimates the RAD in each patient is

comparable to a ZRL that is a standard distance in every patient regardless of their

individual right atrial depth. With any new technique, the proficiency of the operator

improves as the study proceeds. This is evident by the fact that out of the last 25

patients, the qualitative prediction of RAP was correct 22 times.

This study was subject to several limitations. It was a single center study using a

convenience sample of patients in need of right heart catheterization for any reason. It

consisted of both outpatients and inpatients and no particular pathologies apart from

congenital heart disease were excluded however this may have biased the results. The

study sample was also skewed towards normal right atrial pressures. Since patients are

often diuresed significantly prior to their RHC, only 10 of the 51 subjects had elevated

pressures which may have affected the sensitivity and specificity analysis.

Conclusion
In conclusion, this novel method for estimating JVP and RAP may offer a reliable way to

rule out high right atrial pressure and could allow for more precise right atrial pressure

estimation during physical examination.
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