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BE] HB /014 N # 7 (intravascular ultrasound, IVUS) 8 5 56 4Rk 3 Bk 7 Il 45 %2 %8 (small vessel
coronary artery disease,SVD) 24 ¥ 3R % (drug-coated balloons, DCB) i Ilf K v FHRL R . F55&  [FEPE 43 #F 2020 4E 6
H—2022 4 6 A 7RG B B R 2% 55 B2 B A B 1 AS e B0 B0 R 284 i), o IVUS 48 S 41 (IVUS 41) 142
il . B e R B ik 3 $ (coronary angiography, CAG) #§ T 41 (CAG 41) 142 ], H& TVUS f# gl CAG A DCB
IBIT SVD AY R % B i W AR R S5 R KGR FF . &R IVUS /N —F & S R K15 5] S 3 A L REW L CAG #
BEOE AR A Y 345 M5 B, 45 R R, TVUS 4% CAG 41, i 4b B BR 48 B 42 8 K [(2.38 £ 0.25) mm wvs.
(2.25+0.34)mm, P<C0. 05], W 4" 5 T 78 43, B 200 2% Ax g 28 R AR [(13.18 £6.40) % ws. (16.74£6.55) %, P<<
0.05],DCB B4 # K [(2.46 +0.25) mm ovs. (2.24 % 0.33) mm, P<C0.05], K & ¥ K [(24.09 & 4.84) mm vs.
(21.6744.08) mm, P<C0. 05, i W TR AT P45 P ¥ AR [ (8.22£10.66) % wvs. (16.39413.66) % ,P<C0.05], it
IVUS 16 % DCB {A97 SVD %4l CAG 15 F B A T U 09515 % R RECR
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Clinical application of intravascular ultrasound-guided drug-coated balloons
in small-vessel coronary artery disease
LIU Yu-long, ZHANG Yang, LI Yu, CHEN Xue-ning, WANG Ya-ling”
(Department of Cardiovascular Medicine s Luquan Branch of the Second Hospital of
Hebei Medical Universitys Shijiazhuang 050200, China)

[Abstract] Objective To analyze the clinical application effect of intravascular ultrasound
(IVUS)-guided drug-coated balloons (DCB) in the treatment of small-vessel coronary artery
disease (SVD). Methods A retrospective analysis was conducted on 284 patients with unstable
angina hospitalized at the Second Hospital of Hebei Medical University from June 2020 to June
2022. Patients were divided into two groups: the IVUS-guided group (IVUS group, n=142) and
the coronary angiography (CAG)-guided group (CAG group, n=142). Immediate and long-term
imaging outcomes and clinical events of DCB treatment for SVD between IVUS and simple CAG
evaluation were compared. Results IVUS, as a high-resolution imaging technique, provided
more detailed vascular structural information than CAG. The IVUS group demonstrated larger
pre-treatment balloon diameter [ (2.38 =0.25) mm wvs. (2.25=+0.34) mm, P<(0.05], more
sufficient pre-dilation, including lower immediate residual stenosis [ (13.18+6.40) % ws. (16.74+
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6.55) %, P<C0.05], larger DCB diameter [ (2.46+0.25) mm ws. (2.24+0.33) mm, P<C0.05],
longer DCB length [(24.094+4.84) mm wvs. (21.67+4.08) mm, P<C0.05], and reduced long-

term residual stenosis [ (8.22+10.66) % wvs. (16.39+13.66) %, P<C0.05]. Conclusion

IVUS-

guided DCB for the treatment of SVD yields superior imaging and clinical outcomes compared

with CAG guidance alone.
[Key words]

SR By Ik A A Al e O B Gl 0o ) & 42 BR A
A EZAET R, AT, OIS A AR YT
AR YT O 1 2T B, B 25 e S AR
U RN L SR PN PR 2R Y ) Ok T Y, 3R
HK L, 25 YBRFE (drug-coated balloons, DCB) B /E K
— PN NRIT AR TR0 B E S . — 2l
IRAFSFE R B . DCB X i 97 56 4R 20 Jikos 42 & A7 R 42
A I % B A (intravascular ultrasound.,
IVUS) J& — P i 2 i 48 AR F AR L i 4 75 R
3B OALE N AR A5 4R A 1 4 RE 00 T Al R B B A
W7 B e M B L VP A I A8 AR AR T SR A S
PRI AR A o o H A e R Bl K 2H 22 DA Y A A i
RKFEE M IR T &k 3h bk & # (coronary
angiography . CAG) (AN B, ZIiAFsE LW, 5B
4y CAG M H . CAG G TVUS 45 3 24 S IR 3h
kA~ A 3B Y7 (percutaneous coronary intervention,
PCDAREA R SF 1Y S E R TAR, AT WY 1 o438 8 &
WYY, R g Bk i 4 B (small vessel
coronary artery disease, SVD) il % % | PCI &
P B SVD JE— AN E 2 0 AL R, 58 KO I
EEAFR I AT CH . DCB 7E SVD Hr i) Jiz
R AZ R F AEAE AR SN il A EL A 1 A
SEHRAE, Al CAG 16 S~ R E EZBIRE =
WL Vi 558 5 o AT B 220 B J 3 TS R RE A2 B — E 1Y
o, RIAWE IR HEAT T FR G Y 8] JBURN 43 B oF b3
IVUS 8 3M H 4l CAG 8 5 DCB iRJF SVD H 1
AR Rl RBCR .

1 AR5 H K

1.1 — %R BB 3B 2020 4F 6 H—2022 4F
6 F 7E b BE R R o B B AT B 0 A B B0 4
R, IVUSHESHAVUS 4D A 142 Fil &,
Hali CAG 8 S (CAG DA 142 Bl E . A
FrifE: &2 CAG IE 52 £F & /b i & (I 3 A 12 <
3.0 mm)DCB #f AF81E" . HEBR bR : DR H DCB
IRIT LR A s @ AE ST BHf i A0 LR BE 5
Q™ HE AN AL s D ARG YT HT 8 DCB I3 BB AR
Joi T BEAE A SZHR s © % s 5 ) ol S 2 AT 37

angina;unstable; coronary vessels; ultrasonography; drug-coated balloons

AWETE LI ER R 5 Z E AR PR B
Ll (fE H5 . 2021-R375) .
12 Ak
121 FPARGRE TG AT B B Ik R 5
T 25 T A ] DR AR | A2 A it % 55050 A B RSB AT 1L/
M UG ST I35 B 4 1) & (B) =] PEAR 300 mg B A%
i 180 mg S A MLA T 300 mg) , BLAh, FA i
Jok 5 BF % 100 U/kg, DL 4E ¢ 36 46 & 1 B e >
250 s, FARTER A /N FFE S 3 AR 4R A
PEVEFE . M CAG 4508, W 2 LT 3 > br ofE Bt
NI T K /Y b 25 . O By 5K 5 IR 3 ik
TIMI ML 43 9% 3 2. @ o i g FR A 1 e )2 5 © 3R AR
PAE<30% . RGN EZERIZE (S pg/mm®) 24
YERPE F 45 (eQuent Please™ , B.Braun Melsungen
AG ., Berlin, Germany) ¥ 2 ¥ fiy 126 % Il 45 B , Ff Ik
CAG 85, BT A 3 28 26 DCB 1A Y7 J5 1 W8 5% i ] 2
"~ 10 min, 10 min Ji& ., WR R AP <<30% H G IM
UL BRI P e S22 2 AR T AR 5 U b RO AR A S
AR5 2k SE AR BUBL IR 6~12 D H
122 CAG R R ATEE A ML SE A 23 BT 2R R AT
BALJEMBETIR CAG 45231, IH G R S8
fR AR HEAT I HE o DN B — di 22 AL 1R 3R A e /N I L
42 (minimal lumen diameter, MLD) fll A& B2 & |
123 REFFMEG I bk sh kw2, 78
IVUS # #5 15if 75 2 1) 56 IR 3 ik o 7 55 6 52 ol
0.2mg, 8 J5 HH IVUS ( Optimistic, Boston
Scientific, USA,40 MH2z) Lk 0.5 mm/s [ 3 & K A5
AT AR MU . HCHE T #3508 5 v s 1 A L MILD A
S/ N IS T AR T e R 2 KR A R e TAE RS
H 3R IF i 2 AR E S SIS AR A T B R 5
F 3h € i £l ol F o e, TVUS EHR 5 B
F AR e 32 B O E W % 2 (American College of
Cardiology» ACC) Hl BR ¥/ E #5 =% 23 5 4R 3y ik
IVUS K 46 #4740 Bt v i e )2 02 46
IVUS e J2 1 TR BE 338 0 SR e
1.3 ImRE R LBV $#52 DCB 4 g R
) TR ]2 SRR AT R VT LA T % DCB iR 7
12 A H JE U LS it 5 R i i 2 | 3 9 AR A Il is
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Y1452 DCB M B R HEARG 3~6 A &4
CAG,

1.4 itk W SPSS 25.0 i ik o i
BdE . A 8045 R F Shapiro-Wilk 1F 2% 1 4 36 H)
[R5 A SN TN = R P 4l o2 R e = M E A
K HIMSEREAR ¢ K50 s ANAF A 1A 00 A0 19 3 i %R
DL L BOR DY 4367 £ R BE L MOQR) 3R » LR BCR
Mann-Whitney U %, 8% B L3R 1V
B, P<<0.05 NERAGITFENL,

2.1 2 A —fgwe Rt 2 At AR L RE A
IR AR L A2 U F HE UL 43 BT (left ventricular ejection
fraction, LVEF) % 7Z% ML B 42 i 28 I < 5 LW
IMAE AL 2 F XL FEE L (P>0.05), §
CAG 41t 3. TVUS 41 H 80 8057 35 A8 A= 320 725 11
S LU AR R 38 e LS A8 1 L 48R X AT L B 5
I A 22 R A T L (P<<0.05), W& 1,

F1 2HERFMLE

Table 1 Comparison of baseline characteristics between the two groups
(n=142)
- S AE I il PR 9 [SHIINES 12 R 1ML % LVEF
%, %) (x£s5,%) %, %) %, %) %, %) %, %) (x£s5,%)

IVUS 4 97(51.1) 55.9+10.25 54(54.0) 76(54.7) 54(55.1) 65(46.8) 58.81+10.22
CAG 4 93(48.9) 56.8249.16 46(46.0) 63(45.3) 44(44.9) 74(53.2) 58.70+£9.47
X2/t 1A 0.254 0.777 0.988 2.381 1.558 1.141 0.213

P {H 0.614 0.438 0.320 0.123 0.212 0.285 0.832

15 A2 I H AR 9 78 I K B T 5% B 1 1 [ s 78 1L Rk (I8, V)

(x+s5.mm) (r+s5.mm) +5,H) BT AR SRR =R

1VUS 2 2.64+0.23 16.744+7.73 54+2.50 81(57.0) 35(24.6) 26(18.3)
CAG 4 2.52+0.44 16.2543.45 0+2.30 68(47.9) 54(38.0) 20(14.1)
X2/t 0.511 1.538 2.990 5.973

P {i 0.609 0.124 0.003 0.050

o1 96 A8 I 45 B AL (B E L V)

I 3 /2 8 ié 3l ik A ek AR 2y ik X £ 3 1 2% J W 3 LEOEEL

IVUS 4 31(21.8) 21(14.8) 18(12.7) 25(17.6) 21(14.8) 21(14.8) 5(3.5)
CAGH 29(20.4) 19(13.4) 22(15.5) 27(19.0) 17(12.0) 23(16.2) 5(3.5)
X/ {8 1.156

P {H 0.979

2.2 2HWALEA DCB He#g A B 4
RERHE, 2 B R ERE Y 5K R S Fpi s Bk
TR E] 25 B e i s L (P >>0.05), 5 CAG 4 It

LIVUS H o BR3¢ 52 5% K. DCB ik # K F
K. ESRE R, ZRAES %2 L (P<0.05), W
*2,

x2 2AHAFHAEER DCB LI

Table 2 Comparison of predilation and DCB data between the two groups

(n=142,x £s)

a1 fﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁiﬂi _ DCB $§ 45
ROEERE AR (mm)  ROSERBEY TR IE ) (atm) RS BRAEY SR I ] (o) DCB & J# (mm) DCB B4 (mm)
IVUS 4 2.3840.25 7.1741.88 13.8743.77 24.09+4.84 2.4640.25
CAG 4 2.25740.34 7.1340.93 13.374:3.38 21.674.08 2.2440.33
t {8 3.635 0.187 1.178 4.563 6.252
P18 <<0.001 0.852 0.240 <<0.001 <<0.001

1 atm=101.325 kPa

23 2HAARJFENZIIZE KRR L 2 AT A
JJR o RV AP LR E R G i B X
(P>0.05), 2 4144 2 ] C #Ie)Z,CAG 411 C
AU AR A A SR 2 B, TVUS B C Bk
JEMTANRCPEAR A S AL 1 B, 1 90 1l 0 R 52 52 ), W 4%
JE AR RPEAASCHE . RIGRIVZ] 2 5Bk A= 4/

T 30%0,.CAG HBERPARKT IVUS H. %A
GiitegE (P <C0.05), WL 3,

2.4 BEVIZER 24 MACE bR ERER IS
R L (P>0.05), BT CAG AR RPAE
TIVUS 4, 25 A5 5 L (P<<0.05), WLk 4,
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Table 3 Comparison of immediate postoperative dissection and residual stenosis between the two groups

(n=142)
a1 HE Gy B, %) AR L
TkJZ A B C (& £s,%) (% %)
IvVuUs # 40(28.2) 71(50.0) 29(20.4) 2(1.0) 13.18£6.40 1€0.7)
CAG 4 36(25.4) 71(50.0) 33(23.2) 2(1.0) 16.7446.55 2(1.4)
X2/t {8 0.469 6.590 0.337
P g 0.926 <<0.001 0.562
F4 2HEBHERILE
Table 4 Comparison of follow-up results between the two groups
(n=142)
4151 \ LR S AL e B DT TR A B (5. %)
Ak o AR SE HE P 72 1M 32 T A LML SETS
1VUS 41 0¢0.0) 2(1.4) 0€0.0) 8.22+10.66
CAG 41 1¢0.7) 3(2.1D 0€0.0) 16.39+13.66
X2/t {8 1.602 5.612
P1{H 0.449 <<0.001
s i @ PG5 SRS [A) I, A B 5 v A 1007 e 2R L 2 LA

ARSI T IVUS FlEaph CAG $55F
it 1] DCB YT SVD M AR J5 B Z1 R J5 B 15 52 18 2
KGR F . H B R TVUS M4 45 285058 5
JR 1 o A IR B R AR R LA fk DCB /Y B 42
VAR V0 . AR B N SR 2E I B LA
e R A 5 S 2 o436 el O JR 3 TR 001, 2021
A& L 2 K A 1 BB FE R L TVUS #5410 11 a
Feffe g,

IVUS #§ 5 HA M H 00 O AL BBk %
PR T 5K 5T 78 4%, AR S5 B 20 5% 4% B 28 SR A1
@DCB £ AR K, KR K, 57 58 50 H 418 1
2008 556 A8 A KB Lk s AR R s ) TS s O B
B art 5k A b 7 R FE TR

K IVUS 15 S 19 PCTREWS 5 AR AR F A R
O LA = PE Y R A L X BRI T TVUS A] DR i
TEAR ) = eI 545 B A B T SRS o b IV Al il 7 L B
PRS0 g ol AR 45 R R L IVUS 48
T CAG $5 319 DCB 1% J5 191 45 S 2 A S0f & 4
1. AESZE, IVUS 20 x5 4 6 AP Al 3 B0, 3 58
a3 5 B R R, BRI IR FH R R T AR 1Y T Ak B Bk
P2 WAL PR 5545 AR S B 200 5% Ay e A R AR, fedfE:
fR 995 A8 T ok o £ T LLBE AR DCB A J5 158 4% =5
S ML 8 BR A B A Al L B R A )
U TRAL A, B0 22 TVUS 3P4 1Y L T 4L 31 5
T el 28 BRRE () PR ELAR TR

1B T R AR 10 Ak R A0 7 SAE B S T A

FZHAR, AR RE R, HEE KERZ
A EL B 35 H C R R L bR R BAR. 2 R LS
e X, BT s . A BUR B B 225
BRI AT I ARG 2 A mtT L C R e )2 )
WG ATH N, WA R K e 2 R Y B
Bt R A A G DN — o R A I 2 T LU 2
T b U 2 L A B T R AR I B P e A 0 L R
C #J UL by e )2, T Rl 2 S 80 U 32 B, 3fF — 25
FG T . PR RO LA AL AR 2 A E
b B AR C DL b e 2 kAR 0 i SR A
ATRES AR PP sk R A 5.2 B FE R R
349 2 T o BR A /N T SR

A S B 22 R e 301 Bt 7 45 SR B A B 2 B A
JE BET A 2 K A 4R % L TVUS 20 10 5% 43 B 725 L B
BAL. S5 CAGU A B EEZS UL IVUS ST
FIRIT AR X B T IVUS U T3 K
B VERKK R DCB, X i 25 ¥ 68 0% T A 2 3
6 PR A0 L O T o 4 b 7 36 AR L [R] IE TV US
AT LR T o G 1 ) DB e R AR R R AHE S 2 W Bk
A0 f5f7 Y ] sF 3 1 38 32 PR XUBS: , XA T A I K
WS . DAEWESE SR, 76 /0 i IR A e IR 3l ko
A, DCB G Y7 Y PCT B T RLAF YRR,
Sl ok IVUS X9 A8 JF 17 4 1 PE Al A Bk £ 0
A3 Y AL B ER 92 )2 DCB, M i i 4k DCB (4 f85 A
ORI AT R A R A

IVUS 5l — Bl i 40 B i B 5 S 50K L g
gt CAG #2& {6 0 1 40 (0 1f & P 38 25 4 15 L,
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