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Tablel. Correlation coefficient of ICA of model

Actual size  Double size

Meraesg“iroend Item model (MRFD  model (MRFD
vs CFD) vs CFS)
Velocity 0.429 0.671
C1 Systolic WSS 0.211 0.516
Systolic SWSSG 0. 022 0.217
Velocity 0. 469 0. 835
C2 Systolic WSS 0. 387 0. 506
Systolic SWSSG 0. 301 0. 462
Velocity 0. 744 0. 863
C3 Systolic WSS 0. 652 0.778
Systolic SWSSG 0. 563 0. 464
Velocity 0.748 0. 741
C4 Systolic WSS 0.726 0. 696
Systolic SWSSG 0. 309 0.349
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