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Abstract: (1) Background: To determine which factors are associated with the volume of monosodium
urate (MSU) crystal deposition quantified by dual-energy computed tomography (DECT) in
urate-lowering therapy (ULT)-naive gout patients. (2) Methods: In this multicenter cross-sectional
study, DECT scans of knees and feet/ankles were prospectively obtained from ULT-naive gout
patients. Demographic, clinical (including gout history and comorbidities), and biological data were
collected, and their association with DECT MSU crystal volume was analyzed using bivariate and
multivariate analyses. A second bivariate analysis was performed by splitting the dataset depending
on an arbitrary threshold of DECT MSU volume (1 cm®). (3) Results: A total of 91 patients were
included. In the bivariate analysis, age (p = 0.03), gout duration (p = 0.003), subcutaneous tophi
(p = 0.004), hypertension (p = 0.02), diabetes mellitus (p = 0.05), and chronic heart failure (p = 0.03)
were associated with the total DECT volume of MSU crystal deposition. In the multivariate analysis,
factors associated with DECT MSU volumes >1 cm® were gout duration (odds ratio (OR) for each
10-year increase 3.15 (1.60; 7.63)), diabetes mellitus (OR 4.75 (1.58; 15.63)), and chronic heart failure
(OR 7.82 (2.29; 31.38)). (4) Conclusion: Specific comorbidities, particularly chronic heart failure and
diabetes mellitus, are more strongly associated with increased MSU crystal deposition in knees and
feet/ankles than gout duration, regardless of serum urate level.
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1. Introduction

Gout causes recurrent flares and chronic gouty arthritis induced by monosodium urate (MSU)
crystal deposition secondary to long-standing hyperuricemia [1,2]. The extent of MSU crystal deposition
in gout patients appears to determine disease activity [3], and tophaceous gout is associated with an
increased mortality risk [4]. Several factors, in particular cardiovascular comorbidities, have been
associated with extensive MSU deposition in the subset of tophaceous gout patients, who represent
only 10% to 20% of the gout patient population overall [4,5].

Dual-energy computed tomography (DECT) is an increasingly available imaging technique that
allows for a more rapid, detailed, and accurate assessment of the burden of MSU crystal deposition
than clinical evaluation of subcutaneous tophi, by providing direct quantification and mapping of MSU
volume in soft tissues [6,7]. DECT is currently mainly limited by spatial resolution (minimum ~250 um
in-plane) and certain typical artifacts, which are, however, easily recognized and dealt with [8,9].
While MSU crystal formation is enhanced by certain factors in vitro, such as pH, temperature, and other
ion concentrations [10], it is currently unknown whether specific comorbidities and clinical features
are associated with increased MSU deposition in vivo. Furthermore, no study has yet evaluated the
MSU crystal volume in urate-lowering therapy (ULT)-naive patients.

Therefore, the aim of our study was to determine which factors are associated with the volume of
MSU crystal deposition quantified by DECT of the knees and feet/ankles in ULT-naive gout patients.

2. Experimental Section

In this multicenter cross-sectional study, DECT scans of the knees and feet/ankles were
prospectively obtained from February 2016 to November 2019 in patients diagnosed with gout
according to the 2015 ACR/EULAR gout classification criteria [11] and who were ULT-naive, in Lille
Catholic University Hospitals, Dijon University Hospital, and Bichat-Paris University Hospital (France).
The study was approved by the institutional review board of Lille Catholic University Hospitals
(protocol 2016-04-16).

Consecutive patients seen during their first medical consultations in one of three French tertiary
centers with a diagnosis of gout [12] and no recollection of having taken ULTs previously were enrolled
to undergo DECT scans for evaluation and quantification of their MSU crystal volume. Demographic,
clinical (including gout history and comorbidities), and biological data were collected during this first
clinical visit. Serum urate levels [12] were measured in the inter-critical period [13]. Measuring lipid
levels was not mandatory as per study design. The following comorbidities were considered present if
a prior diagnosis had been established by their treating physician: hypertension, diabetes mellitus,
chronic heart failure, urolithiasis, stroke, myocardial infarction.

DECT scans of the knees and feet/ankles were performed using single-source DECT systems
(Somatom Definition Edge; Siemens Healthineers, Erlangen, Germany; or Toshiba Aquilion One
Genesis, Canon Medical, Tokyo, Japan). Details of the standardized DECT protocols and excellent
reliability of the automated post-processing and quantification of MSU crystal volumes deposited in
the knees and feet/ankles, with manual removal of typical artifacts by experienced musculoskeletal
radiologists, are described elsewhere [8,9,14]. In all three different centers, DECT images were
reconstructed at a section thickness/interval of approximately 0.6/0.3 mm, yielding almost isotropic
voxels of approximately 0.6 X 0.6 x 0.6 mm. DECT volume measurements were performed routinely
using the default gout post-processing algorithms from each CT vendor.

Statistical analyses were performed using R software (version 3.4.2, R Foundation for Statistical
Computing, Vienna, Austria). Means + standard deviations (SD), supplemented with medians
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(interquartile ranges) where appropriate, and percentages were used to describe clinical and biological
patient characteristics. No imputations were performed for missing data. The association between
DECT MSU volumes and all other quantitative data were first evaluated using Spearman’s correlation
coefficient, while qualitative data were assessed with the Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney test. A multivariate
analysis was then applied to search for factors affecting MSU volumes using multiple linear regression
models integrating variables with p-values < 0.2 in bivariate analysis. As residuals were not normally
distributed, adjusted R-squared was used for the reduced model, and 95% confidence intervals (CI) of
coefficients were assessed by bootstrapping.

In addition, a second bivariate analysis was performed by splitting the dataset depending on
an arbitrary threshold of DECT MSU volume (1 cm?), which was considered clinically relevant for
predicting the risk of gout flares [3]. Student’s t or Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney tests and Chi-squared or
Fisher’s exact tests were used, where appropriate. A second multivariate analysis using binary logistic
regression models was built with variables exhibiting p < 0.2 in the bivariate analysis. The cut-off of
p < 0.2 was specifically chosen to avoid missing variables, which could become statistically significant
when adjusted on the other factors in the multivariate analysis (rather than taking variables with p < 0.05
in bivariate analysis). The step-by-step backward method, based on the Akaike information criterion,
was selected for the reduced model. Validation and reduced model performance were assessed using
the area under the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve. The best-discriminating cut-off value
(Youden index) was derived from the ROC curve. The significance level was set at p < 0.05.

3. Results

3.1. Patient Characteristics

A total of 125 ULT-naive gout patients were included in this cohort, of whom 91 patients underwent
both DECT scans of the knees and feet/ankles (Figure 1).

125 ULT-naive gout patients scheduled for
DECT scans of their knees and feet/ankles

Unavailable/low quality knee DECT scans (n = 22)

+ Beam hardening artifacts due to metal implants (n = 12)
* Motion artifacts (n = 1)

* Errorin DECT scan acquisition parameters (n = 1)

+ DECT scans not performed (n = 8)

Unavailable/low quality knee DECT scans (n = 12)

+ Beam hardening artifacts due to metal implants (n=1)
+ Motion artifacts (n = 2)

+ Errorin DECT scan acquisition parameters (n=1)

+ DECT scans not performed (n = 8)

91 ULT-naive gout patients with knees and
feet/ankles DECT scans available for analysis

Figure 1. Study flow chart. ULT: urate lowering therapy; DECT: dual-energy computed tomography.

Table 1 reports the clinical and biological features of patients from the study population included
in the analysis (n = 91).
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Table 1. Patient characteristics.

Patients (n = 91)

Mean + SD Complete Data
(Median (Interquartile Range))
Demographics
Age (years) 65.3 +15.7 91
Gout duration (years) (; ?OiS,gSZ) 91
Male gender 76 (83.5%) 91
BMI (kg/m?) 29.2 +5.1 90
Disease history
Number of flares 22422 90
(in last six months) (2(1;2)
Tophi 18 (20%) 90
Urolithiasis 13 (14.3%) 91
Comorbidities
Hypertension 63 (70%) 90
Stroke 4 (4.5%) 89
Myocardial infarction 16 (18%) 89
Diabetes mellitus 26 (29.2%) 89
Chronic heart failure 18 (20.2%) 89
Ongoing drugs
Diuretics 27 (30.3%) 89
Anti-inflammatory drugs 4 (4.4%) 90
Lipid-lowering drugs 35 (41.7%) 84
Laboratory results
Serum urate level (mg/dL) 9.1 +2.2(88(77;99)) 88
eGFR (mL/min/1.73 m?) 70.7 £ 27.0 89
Triglycerides level (mg/dL) a 6%)9(71 I_r 1/3;9) 6) 54
Cholesterol level (mg/dL) 179 £ 55 56
LDL level (mg/dL) 100 + 39 54
HDL level (mg/dL) 43 +12 54

40f10

BMI: body mass index; eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration rate (CKD-EPI); DECT: dual-energy computed

tomography; MSU: monosodium urate; LDL: low-density lipoproteins; HDL: high-density lipoproteins.

The DECT volume of MSU crystal deposition in the knees and feet/ankles was 3.5 + 11.5 cm?
(0.54 (0.16; 2.26) cm?3). The DECT volume of MSU crystal deposition was significantly higher in the
feet/ankles (2.2 + 8.6 cm® (0.32 (0.08; 1.45) cm?3)) than in the knees (1.3 + 3.9 cm® (0.13 (0.03; 0.57) cm?))
(p = 0.006), and these volumes were moderately correlated (v = 0.53 (0.34; 0.67)). Patients with early
gout (less than two years from gout onset) presented with average DECT MSU volumes of 0.55 + 0.81
and 0.36 + 0.69 cm? in the feet/ankles and knees, respectively, compared with 4.0 + 12.7 (p = 0.02) and
1.9 + 4.7 cm3 (p = 0.12) when gout lasted for more than two years.

3.2. Association Between Factors and the Total DECT Volume of MSU Crystal Deposition in the Knees
and Feet/Ankles

After the bivariate analysis, several specific factors were significantly associated with the total
DECT volume of MSU crystal deposition in the knees and feet/ankles: age (p = 0.03), gout duration
(p = 0.003), presence of subcutaneous tophi (p = 0.004), hypertension (p = 0.02), diabetes mellitus
(p = 0.05), and chronic heart failure (CHF) (p = 0.03) (Tables 2 and 3).
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Table 2. Bivariate analysis of quantitative variables associated with monosodium urate crystal DECT
volume at the knees and feet/ankles.

Spearman Correlation

Variable N Coefficient 95% CI p-Value
Age 91 0.22 (0.01; 0.42) 0.03
Gout duration 91 0.31 (0.10; 0.51) 0.003
Number of flares (in last six months) 90 0.19 (—0.03; 0.38) 0.08
eGFR 89 —-0.14 (—0.34; 0.08) 0.19
Serum urate level 88 0.07 (—0.14; 0.26) 0.52
BMI 90 -0.10 (-0.32;0.12) 0.37
Triglycerides level 53 0.04 (-0.26; 0.32) 0.77
Cholesterol level 56 —-0.06 (—0.31; 0.20) 0.68
LDL level 54 —-0.09 (-0.37; 0.20) 0.51
HDL level 54 0.06 (-0.21; 0.32) 0.66

BMI: body mass index; eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration rate (CKD-EPI); CI: confidence interval. Bold: significant
p-values (p < 0.05).

Table 3. Bivariate analysis of qualitative variables associated with monosodium urate crystal DECT
volume at the knees and feet/ankles.

Median MSU Crystal DECT
? N Volume (cm?) (Q1; Q3) p-Value

Female 15 0.87 (0.18; 2.41)
Gender Male 76 0.45 (0.15; 2.08) 0.70
Ongoing anti-inflammatory No 86 0.56 (0.16; 2.24) 0.48

drugs Yes 4 1.9 (0.29; 8.63) ’
. 72 43 (0.12; 1.

Subcutaneous tophi i (; 18 g 62 Eg.ﬂf 622; 0.004

sy No 78 0.56 (0.16; 2.24)
Urolithiasis Yes 13 0.3 (0.07; 2.28) 056

. No 27 0.38 (0.10; 0.62)

H t

ypertension Yes 63 1.01 (0.18; 2.66) 0.02

No 85 0.59 (0.16; 2.28)
Stroke Yes 4 0.16 (0.12; 0.18) 0.06
Myocardial infarction i Os Zg gég Eg;g’ 4114918 0.15

41 (0.09; 2.11
Diabetes mellitus i (; SZ (1) 09 Eg (2)3 2 63; 0.05
Ongoing lipid-lowering No 49 0.54 (0.13; 2.28) 0.57

drugs Yes 35 0.36 (0.14; 2.11) ’

N 71 0.42 (0.12; 1.96
Chronic heart failure Ye?s 18 204 EO 702 95; 0.03

o No 62 0.45 (0.16; 2.26)
Ongoing diuretics Yes 27 1.79 (0.13; 2.26) 0.89

. <2 years 37 0.25 (0.10; 0.70)
Gout duration >2years 54 1.01 (0.22; 3.00) 0.007

. <60 30 1.21 (0.19; 2.48
eGFR (mL/min/1.73 m?) 60 59 0.44 20.12. 1.99; 0.51

eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration rate (CKD-EPI); DECT: dual-energy computed tomography;
MSU: monosodium urate. Bold: significant p-values (p < 0.05).

The following factors were ultimately included in the reduced model: age (coefficient —0.15
(—0.36; 0.05)), gout duration (coefficient 0.36 (0.02; 0.97)), number of gout flares in last six months
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(coefficient 0.86 (—0.43; 3.45)), presence of subcutaneous tophi (coefficient 7.3 (-0.21; 16.93), and CHF
(coefficient 7.13 (-2.32; 16.36)) (Table 4).

Table 4. Multivariate analysis (linear regression model) of factors explaining monosodium urate crystal
DECT volume at the knees and feet/ankles.

Factor Original Coefficient Standard Error 95% CI
Age -0.15 0.08 (-0.36; 0.05)
Gout duration 0.36 0.13 (0.02; 0.97)
Number of flares (in last six months) 0.86 0.51 (—0.43; 3.45)
Subcutaneous tophi 7.30 3.02 (—0.21; 16.93)
Chronic heart failure 7.13 2.99 (—2.32; 16.36)

Adjusted R%2=021;F=5.¢; p = 0.0002; Standard deviation of residuals: 10.41; CI: confidence interval.

The following factors were not retained by automatic selection in the reduced model (and did
not demonstrate a significant association with MSU crystal DECT volume in multivariate analysis):
eGFR, hypertension, history of myocardial infarction, and diabetes mellitus. This model explained
only 21% of the variance of MSU crystal deposition, with a residual SD of 10.41 cm3. The only variable
significantly associated with MSU DECT volume was gout duration (Spearman correlation coefficient
0.36 (0.02; 0.97)), while subcutaneous tophi and CHF, despite high correlation coefficients, did not
reach statistical significance as their 95% confidence intervals included 0.

3.3. Factors Associated with the Total DECT Volume of MSU Crystal Deposition >1 cm? in the Knees
and Feet/Ankles

After the bivariate analysis, the following factors were significantly associated with MSU DECT
volume >1 cm? in the knees and feet/ankles: age (p = 0.006), gout duration (p = 0.002), presence of
subcutaneous tophi (p = 0.02), hypertension (p < 0.001), and CHF (p = 0.005) (Table 5).

Table 5. Factors associated in bivariate analysis with monosodium urate (MSU) crystal volumes >1 cm?
as quantified by dual-energy computed tomography (DECT) of the knees and feet/ankles (n = 91).

MSU Volume <1cm?®  MSU Volume >1 cm?

(n = 55) (n = 36) p-Value
Age (years) 61.4 +16.8 712 +11.7 0.006
Gout duration (years) 49+ 6.6 11.2+12.1 0.002
Gout duration >2 years 26 (47.3%) 28 (77.8%) 0.007
Male gender 47 (85.5%) 29 (80.6%) 0.74
BMI (kg/m?) 293 +4.6 29+58 0.38
Number of flares (in last six months) 21+23 23+21 0.35
Tophi 6 (11.1%) 12 (33.3%) 0.021
MSU DECT volume (cm?3) 0.27 £ 0.25 84+17.2 <0.0001
Anti-inflammatory drugs 2 (3.7%) 2 (5.6%) 1
Serum urate level (mg/dL) 89+19 95+25 0.50
eGFR > 60 (mL/min/1.73 m2) 39 (72.2%) 20 (57.1%) 0.21
Urolithiasis 8 (14.5%) 5 (13.9%) 1
Hypertension 30 (55.6%) 33 (91.7%) 0.0006
Stroke 4 (7.5%) 0 (0%) 0.14
Myocardial infarction 7 (13.2%) 9 (25%) 0.25
Diabetes mellitus 12 (22.6%) 14 (38.9%) 0.16
Chronic heart failure 5 (9.4%) 13 (36.1%) 0.005
Diuretics 12 (22.6%) 15 (41.7%) 0.09
Lipid-lowering drugs 20 (40%) 15 (44.1%) 0.88
Triglycerides level (mg/dL) 224 + 448 154 + 59 0.86
Cholesterol level (mg/dL) 184 + 65 172 + 36 0.71
LDL level (mg/dL) 103 + 41 96 + 35 0.50
HDL level (mg/dL) 43 +11 44 +15 0.84

BMI: body mass index; eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration rate (CKD-EPI); LDL: low-density lipoproteins;
HDL: high-density lipoproteins. Bold: significant p-values (p < 0.05).



J. Clin. Med. 2020, 9, 1295 7 of 10

Variables ultimately included in the reduced model and significantly associated with MSU DECT
volumes >1 cm? were: gout duration (OR for each 10-year increase in disease duration 3.15 (1.60; 7.63)),
diabetes mellitus (OR 4.75 (1.58; 15.63)), and CHF (OR 7.82 (2.29; 31.38)) (Table 6).

Table 6. Factors included in the “reduced” multiple linear regression model and associated
with dual-energy computed tomography (DECT) volumes of monosodium urate (MSU) crystal
deposition >1 cm?.

Model Coefficient OR 95% CI p-Value
Gout symptom duration 1.15 3.15 (1.60; 7.63) 0.004
(per 10-year increase)
Diabetes mellitus 1.56 4.75 (1.58; 15.63) 0.007
Chronic heart failure 2.06 7.82 (2.29; 31.38) 0.002

OR: Odds ratio; CI: confidence interval, MSU: monosodium urate.

Hypertension could not be included in this model because too few patients with high MSU
volumes did not have hypertension (<10%), while subcutaneous tophi were not retained by the
automatic statistical selection. The model performance was good, with an AUC of 0.816 (Figure 2).
The best-case scenario of the model predicted a volume of MSU crystal deposition >1cm? at the knees
and feet/ankles with a sensitivity of 68.6% (95% CI (54.3; 82.9)) and a specificity of 78.9% (95% CI
(67.3; 88.5)).

< -
o |
o
0
= °
£
& AUC: 0.816
-
g
N -
o
o
=g
T T T T T T
10 08 06 0.4 02 0.0
Specificity

Figure 2. ROC curve of the model explaining DECT volumes of monosodium urate crystal >1 cm? at
the knees and feet/ankles.

4. Discussion

This cross-sectional multicenter DECT study provides the first in-depth assessment of the
relationship between several associated factors occurring during the natural history of ULT-naive
gout patients and the volume of MSU crystal deposition quantified by DECT. The study suggests that
several specific comorbidities, in particular CHF, diabetes mellitus, and hypertension, may play a
predominant role in the extent of MSU crystal deposition in the knees and feet/ankles comparable to
prolonged gout duration, regardless of serum urate level.

In our study, gout duration was not as important as expected to explain MSU crystallization
in vivo. Subcutaneous tophi were expectedly associated with MSU crystal DECT volumes as palpable
tophi mirror per se substantial MSU deposition in soft tissues. We found that tophaceous gout
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patients exhibited, on average, an almost 7-fold higher MSU DECT volume than non-tophaceous
gout patients in multiple linear regression models (Table 4). Patient age and gout duration were
expected to play important roles in the formation of the MSU crystal burden. The few studies that have
investigated MSU deposition with DECT in subjects not receiving ULT focused only on asymptomatic
hyperuricemia [15,16]. These studies reported that increasing age, and therefore likely hyperuricemia
duration, was associated with silent MSU crystal deposition. However, this association, although being
the only significant variable in both models, was not as strong as the presence of specific comorbid
conditions in our study, suggesting that other coexisting factors than time alone are involved in the
crystallization rate of the MSU burden. To illustrate this point, in the logistic regression model, patients
with CHF had the same odds of having MSU crystal deposition >1 cm? as patients with more than
20-year gout duration. In addition, serum urate levels had a poor correlation with MSU crystal DECT
volumes in our study. This finding was surprising given that patients with subcutaneous tophi were
reported to have higher serum urate levels than non-tophaceous gout patients [17]. This could suggest
that as long as serum urate levels are above urate saturation levels, the kinetics of MSU crystallization
are guided by comorbidities and time, except for patients with large macroscopic deposition in whom
higher serum urate levels could play an additional role. This suggests that specific comorbidities
are contributors to increased soft-tissue MSU deposition, regardless of serum urate level. Several
comorbidities such as diabetes mellitus, high blood pressure, and CHF are commonly associated with
hyperuricemia and gout [1,18]. In our study, these coexisting conditions were strongly associated
with MSU crystal DECT volume, regardless of serum urate level, thereby suggesting an additional
role in promoting MSU crystallization than that of hyperuricemia alone. Part of the explanation
for why CHEF is associated with higher MSU deposits could be the reduced velocity of peripheral
blood flow, which could facilitate the crystallization process [19,20]. Sodium retention occurring
during CHF could also contribute since sodium reduces urate solubility, which could also be itself
associated with hypertension [10]. Conversely, while hypertension and endothelial dysfunction have
been related to asymptomatic hyperuricemia itself, particularly in the higher quartiles of serum urate
levels, and considering the increasing evidence of vascular MSU deposition in gout patients, MSU
crystal formation and deposition could be the missing link between hyperuricemia and cardiovascular
diseases in gout [21-23]. On the other hand, the association between gout and diabetes mellitus is
known, as gout patients are at higher risk of developing diabetes [24]. However, the relationship
between the two diseases is still unclear, and the strong association between MSU crystal volume
and diabetes in our study suggests that MSU crystals may play a role, possibly through continuous
crystal-induced inflammation. The poor performance of multiple linear regression models, which
could explain only 21% of the variance of DECT volumes of MSU crystal deposition, suggests that
additional causative factors have yet to be determined. Future research on genetics integrating DECT
assessment of MSU crystal deposition will hopefully help determine which are these still unknown
factors guiding MSU crystallization in vivo.

We acknowledge the following study limitations. First, the inherent limitation of a cross-sectional
methodology implies that this study demonstrates associations but not causality. The association
between CHF and MSU crystal DECT volume can illustrate both an increased crystallization process in
the course of CHF, but also an increased incidence of CHF in patients with high MSU crystal volumes.
Future prospective studies are therefore needed to determine more confidently the direction of the
potential causal relationship between comorbidities and crystal deposition volume. Second, lipid
levels are missing for a substantial number of patients, and the study may be underpowered to assess
dyslipidemia as a potential other associated factor. Third, the choice of a volume of 1 cm? as the
threshold for clinically meaningful deposition relies on its predictive value for gout flares and may be
considered arbitrary [3], and other volumes may be more relevant when considering comorbidities, but
no other volumes have been suggested to be more relevant so far. This threshold did, however, separate
the cohort well, into two even patient groups. Fourth, hypertension was considered to be associated
with high DECT volumes of MSU crystal deposition, although the variable was not included in the
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multivariate models. The reason why it could not be included in these models is that hypertension was
almost systematically present in patients with >1 cm? of MSU crystal deposits, supporting the notion
that this association truly exists, although the force of the relationship could not be assessed. Finally,
MSU crystal volume measurements could vary to some extent depending on the type of DECT scanner,
and post-processing protocol used. To our knowledge, comparative studies on the diagnostic accuracy
of different DECT scanners in gout are not yet available, but MSU volumes are not expected to vary
significantly if certain conditions are met. Moreover, for all DECT scanners involved in this study, we
have used standardized protocols with default gout dual-energy post-processing algorithms, which
have been used and reported in several publications with these two DECT manufacturers (Siemens
Healthineers and Canon Medical) so far.

Given the important role played by the MSU crystal burden in the causal relationship between
gout and its comorbidities, this study should encourage the identification of patients with high MSU
crystal deposits, who are at higher risk of gout flares and mortality from cardiovascular diseases [4].
This study suggests that the MSU crystal volume may be the missing link in the relationship between
gout and cardiovascular diseases.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, T.P. and J.-F.B.; methodology, L.N.; validation, T.P,, J.-E.B., P.O., EB.
and P.R.; formal analysis, T.P., L.N. J.-E.B.; investigation, E.H., V.D., AR, S.O.,].L., TP. and J.-EB.; data curation,
L.N.; writing—original draft preparation, T.P.; writing—review and editing, T.P,, EB., PR, P.O., AR., S.0. and
J.-EB. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Conflicts of Interest: Tristan Pascart received honorary from Ipsen-Menarini, honorary and research grants
from Novartis and research grants from Horizon Pharma. Pascal Richette received honorary from Grunenthal,
Astra-Zeneca, Ipsen-Menarini and Savient. Fabio Becce received consulting fees from Horizon Therapeutics.
All other authors have no conflict of interest to disclose.

References

1.  Pascart, T.; Liote, FE Gout: State of the art after a decade of developments. Rheumatology (Oxford) 2019,
58,27-44. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Dalbeth, N.; Merriman, T.R.; Stamp, L.K. Gout. Lancet 2016, 388, 2039-2052. [CrossRef]

3. Pascart, T; Grandjean, A.; Capon, B.; Legrand, ]J.; Namane, N.; Ducoulombier, V.; Motte, M.;
Vandecandelaere, M.; Luraschi, H.; Godart, C.; et al. Monosodium urate burden assessed with dual-energy
computed tomography predicts the risk of flares in gout: A 12-month observational study: MSU burden and
risk of gout flare. Arthritis Res. Ther. 2018, 20, 210. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4, Perez-Ruiz, F.,; Martinez-Indart, L.; Carmona, L.; Herrero-Beites, A.M.; Pijoan, ].I.; Krishnan, E. Tophaceous
gout and high level of hyperuricaemia are both associated with increased risk of mortality in patients with
gout. Ann. Rheum. Dis. 2014, 73, 177-182. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Liote, F.; Lancrenon, S.; Lanz, S.; Guggenbuhl, P.; Lambert, C.; Saraux, A.; Chiarelli, P.; Delva, C.; Aubert, ].P;
Ea, H.K. GOSPEL: Prospective survey of gout in France. Part I: Design and patient characteristics (n = 1003).
Joint Bone Spine 2012, 79, 464-470. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6.  Choi, HK,; Burns, L.C.; Shojania, K.; Koenig, N.; Reid, G.; Abufayyah, M.; Law, G.; Kydd, A.S.; Ouellette, H.;
Nicolaou, S. Dual energy CT in gout: A prospective validation study. Ann. Rheum. Dis. 2012, 71, 1466-1471.
[CrossRef]

7. FHilippou, G.; Pascart, T.; lagnocco, A. Utility of Ultrasound and Dual Energy CT in Crystal Disease Diagnosis
and Management. Curr. Rheumatol. Rep. 2020, 22, 15.

8.  Pascart, T.; Grandjean, A.; Norberciak, L.; Ducoulombier, V.; Motte, M.; Luraschi, H.; Vandecandelaere, M.;
Godart, C.; Houvenagel, E.; Namane, N.; et al. Ultrasonography and dual-energy computed tomography
provide different quantification of urate burden in gout: Results from a cross-sectional study. Arthritis Res. Ther.
2017, 19, 171. [CrossRef]

9.  Mallinson, PI; Coupal, T.; Reisinger, C.; Chou, H.; Munk, P.L.; Nicolaou, S.; Ouellette, H. Artifacts in
dual-energy CT gout protocol: A review of 50 suspected cases with an artifact identification guide. AJR Am.
J. Roentgenol. 2014, 203, W103-W109. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/rheumatology/key002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29547895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)00346-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13075-018-1714-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30223875
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2012-202421
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23313809
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbspin.2011.12.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22281230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2011-200976
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13075-017-1381-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.2214/AJR.13.11396

J. Clin. Med. 2020, 9, 1295 10 of 10

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Chhana, A.; Lee, G.; Dalbeth, N. Factors influencing the crystallization of monosodium urate: A systematic
literature review. BMC Musculoskelet. Disord. 2015, 16, 296. [CrossRef]

Neogi, T.; Jansen, T.L.; Dalbeth, N.; Franse, ].; Schumacher, H.R.; Berendsen, D.; Brown, M.; Choi, H.;
Edwards, N.L.; Janssens, H.J.EM.; et al. 2015 Gout classification criteria: An American College of
Rheumatology/European League Against Rheumatism collaborative initiative. Ann. Rheum. Dis. 2015,
74,1789-1798. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bursill, D.; Taylor, W.J.; Terkeltaub, R.; Abhishek, A.; So, A.K.; Vargas-Santos, A.B.; Gaffo, A.L.; Rosenthal, A.;
Tausche, A.; Reginato, A.; et al. Gout, Hyperuricaemia and Crystal-Associated Disease Network (G-CAN)
consensus statement regarding labels and definitions of disease states of gout. Ann. Rheum. Dis. 2019,
78,1592-1600. [CrossRef]

Urano, W.; Yamanaka, H.; Tsutani, H.; Nakajima, H.; Matsuda, Y.; Taniguchi, A.; Hara, M.; Kamatani, N.
The inflammatory process in the mechanism of decreased serum uric acid concentrations during acute gouty
arthritis. J. Rheumatol. 2002, 29, 1950-1953. [PubMed]

Kiefer, T.; Diekhoff, T.; Hermann, S.; Stroux, A.; Mews, J.; Blobel, J.; Hamm, B.; Hermann, K.G. Single source
dual-energy computed tomography in the diagnosis of gout: Diagnostic reliability in comparison to digital
radiography and conventional computed tomography of the feet. Eur. ]. Radiol. 2016, 85, 1829-1834.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Dalbeth, N.; House, M.E.; Aati, O.; Tan, P.; Franklin, C.; Horne, A.; Gamble, G.D.; Stamp, L.K.; Doyle, A.].;
McQueen, EM. Affiliations Urate crystal deposition in asymptomatic hyperuricaemia and symptomatic gout:
A dual energy CT study. Ann. Rheum. Dis. 2015, 74, 908-911. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wang, P; Smith, S.E.; Garg, R.; Lu, F.; Wohlfahrt, A.; Campos, A.; Vanni, K; Yu, Z.; Solomon, D.H.; Kim, S.C.
Identification of monosodium urate crystal deposits in patients with asymptomatic hyperuricemia using
dual-energy CT. RMD Open 2018, 4, e000593. [CrossRef]

Stamp, L.K,; Zhu, X.; Dalbeth, N.; Jordan, S.; Edwards, N.L.; Taylor, W. Serum urate as a soluble biomarker in
chronic gout-evidence that serum urate fulfills the OMERACT validation criteria for soluble biomarkers.
Semin. Arthritis Rheum. 2011, 40, 483-500. [CrossRef]

Richette, P.; Clerson, P,; Perissin, L.; Flipo, R.-M.; Bardin, T. Revisiting comorbidities in gout: A cluster
analysis. Ann. Rheum. Dis. 2015, 74, 142-147. [CrossRef]

Metra, M.; Teerlink, J.R. Heart failure. Lancet 2017, 390, 1981-1995. [CrossRef]

Drexler, H. Changes in the peripheral circulation in heart failure. Curr. Opin. Cardiol. 1995, 10, 268-273.
[CrossRef]

Cicero, A.F; Salvi, P; D’Addato, S.; Rosticci, M.; Borghi, C. Association between serum uric acid, hypertension,
vascular stiffness and subclinical atherosclerosis: Data from the Brisighella Heart Study. J. Hypertens. 2014,
32, 57-64. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Klauser, A.S.; Halpern, E.J.; Strobl, S.; Gruber, J.; Feuchtner, G.; Bellmann-Weiler, R.; Weiss, G.; Stofferin, H.;
Jaschke, W.R. Dual-Energy Computed Tomography Detection of Cardiovascular Monosodium Urate Deposits
in Patients With Gout. JAMA Cardiol. 2019. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bardin, T.; Richette, P. Impact of comorbidities on gout and hyperuricaemia: An update on prevalence and
treatment options. BMC Med. 2017, 15, 123. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Rho, YH,; Lu, N.; Peloquin, C.E.; Man, A.; Zhu, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Choi, H.K. Independent impact of gout on
the risk of diabetes mellitus among women and men: A population-based, BMI-matched cohort study.
Ann. Rheum. Dis. 2016, 75, 91-95. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

® © 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12891-015-0762-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2015-208237
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26359487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2019-215933
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12233891
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2016.08.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27666624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2014-206397
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25637002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/rmdopen-2017-000593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.semarthrit.2010.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2013-203779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)31071-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00001573-199505000-00006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/HJH.0b013e328365b916
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24309486
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamacardio.2019.3201
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31509156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12916-017-0890-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28669352
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/annrheumdis-2014-205827
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25277955
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Experimental Section 
	Results 
	Patient Characteristics 
	Association Between Factors and the Total DECT Volume of MSU Crystal Deposition in the Knees and Feet/Ankles 
	Factors Associated with the Total DECT Volume of MSU Crystal Deposition 1 cm3 in the Knees and Feet/Ankles 

	Discussion 
	References

