Experimental study on myocardium imaging by different doses of
self-made ultrasound contrast agent
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[Abstract] Objective To explore the ideal dose of self-made ultrasound contrast agent of surfactant fluorocarbon-filled for
myocardium imaging. Methods Seven open-chest canine models were established. Different doses of self-made contrast a-
gent were used for myocardium imaging and the assessment of quantity and quality were applied for the imaging. Results

When the trigger intermission was 1 8 cardiac cycle, the contrast agent in the myocardium tissue was saturation state and
the myocardium imaging was the best. With the increase of the diluted times, the effect of myocardium imaging became sig-
nificantly weaken and the acoustic density of anterior wall, posterior wall myocardium and cardiac chamber also decreased.
Conclusion The different effect of myocardium imaging was produced by the different doses of contrast agent. The ideal

dose of self-made contrast agent was in 20 fold diluted saline.
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