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FE M R E O REBRIBE T L L CREMEEIIRIEREM 2 S v . FES D
BEFEOHESRIC X VR TFRIEIXEL CETCL 3 8HEIERINTVW S, FF
IEEIRICAE U % calcified nodule XM WNICZE 3 2 ALK TH b . KiC
2o LIS DRI & 72 % [1], Calcified nodule @ 777E 13 HAE D 57 B R BRI
JRART DFRICIA  BREk T LT 2 232, 3] MATAET o T Ic B L Ttz s
TR,

X b, AE ORI LB MM OB O RERN 2 2R ECH 2 25, Z DR
BEDOFRITHEL 5 % slow flow IR IZEE L AIEDO —>TH b, IR TFERIR
KFCTH % [4-7], Slow flow IR % [fj < 72 D ICHENMARGE T N A4 2R MRS | 7 ¥
A ZDERABELE I N[8-12]. % D T v X LB T2 L b O F M Z ET
INTw R PHEAMEZRE T iRW[13-16],

4. TEERERNEHT calcified nodule % 5 EEIAZ DR E L CTr— X —
TL— 2 —% AIALBEZHI Y BT 5 20T LT b, SNAKDIHL A
AR TR EN TRV, HARTIIPERKEEE & L~ 5 056 B R B o
BRIC IS NAE S R A 2 3 2 B 230 < | IS PR o R 2 oD A 7 A SR
% & O TOMRETD calcified nodule %1 5 WA DIRFETT L slow flow R % T

Bi5iEicH L WA 2 0 2 2 WIREME DS & 5,



Z DOHFZED B calcified nodule % 4 5 EBEIKHZ I L Tr — X — 7L —
2—OFMIC L 2R THRA KT 2 2L (1), A LBBEO R c
FrcBaEoE» ST EAALLFEZEICHT T 2 iHEDBRIC slow flow IR % FBi
ICD 7 5 IR T2 a2 2 & (9T 2) 1 X b, I O BB DR T

BRERET 200K RABT L TH B,

e 1
I N I T O AR EIRR IS T2 -2 =T L — X —DBEREMET L
T mRy YT 4 ATy F v 7o E R R e

[77i%]
2016 4F 1 H2>5 2018 4F 12 H & T Y ek Tt BRI BRI BT % ftiA T < 4L
E NS IR R AL (LLT calcified nodule) % [Al/E & L7 BB F 2R &
L7, MBS IRE T calcified nodule 13 PRl ORRICER L 72, 1) &N
Peicsei 3 2R CTH 2 2 &, 2) 22 L =88R INICH AL FET 5 2 &
3) RIMERBAHAITH 2 2 &, 4) REMR A KRN 72 B 1A IRAL 23 AR
T528, DULERBERTH 5,
wEHEHEIL, 1) EEIREERICPEEZU Lo AL %D 5%, 2) calcified

nodule % & LILARE I L TAT v PEEMTON TV BEIRZE, 3) IMENE



BB EBBEOHIZ TITON TV ARE, & Lz, BRAEHEX, D) dEEik
FORFIC 2 SR IRAL A 72 VW BRSO A DRZE, 2) AT v P IRZ. 3) TEBIR-Y A
NRYT 7 MRZE, 4) IENEERRE RGO T w ik willio MEE 7R 56,
5 77 u—uYRT 7L —a v RINEREMI # 7 — 7 4 (Diamond Back)
fEARZS, & L7z, 20 BT WL %Er—x— 7L — 2 —fEH#1314]) &
H—X—7L—2 =3RRI F)~m3107, Ric, 1 X1 Fexvyevigx

aT=yFVIaofkiTe, ERO 2 TR REHARAEIEE P A 0.2 R & {8

I

ALERKTE2REL, f#{BEr -2 —7 L — 2 — RG22 ) & %% a —
K — 7L — & —IEFEIRE(42 )~ T IHT 24T - 7o, TEEHMEE iR 1 4F
LINDEIMIC X 2 EATMEMTHREMOGE L Lz, HHEKR FZIEBEN v
TrbRLNZbDTH DL, ZOWMFRIIBENMIERE S TR I N, H A X
RCHLI-DA V77— Favey M3y =7 CEEE L,

(&
Z DWIFE T ldcalcified nodule | & NEEHE IR A T ORGRICIG U T, Type 1.
2, 3. 4, 5IcHHE L 72 (K1), Type Lid Lo D calcified nodule % @ %l ic
KRIEEAPAL LD b D Type 213001 D calcified nodule % D 5Hilic
JECRIEHAE IR (= 180° )& 19 b . Type 3idfR-L1 @ calcified nodule T

AN WRIEM A L (< 180° ) &S b D, Type 413 E D calcified nodule



TR 5 b D, Type 5IIHHEET % 2 1MiEfE 9 calcified nodule, & EFEL 7=,

B1. 1% NS T I 31T 5 calcified nodules) 48

Type 1 Type 2 Type 3 Type 4 Type 5

I RSO, b L < I3@EImEIc 3 2 BYRES AT T w50
L L7, PEIRMEIZHDALcA 6.5%LA B U IIMEIRRICH 2 Yk i &
TWw3bDE L7z, REREFEIRIL X7 —15220 mg/dIX E, LDL=
L AT B =140 mmHglA E, b L < 3IEEREEOEYEER LI T
52HDE L7z, BB IHERRERIANEE & (eGFR) 2260 ml/min/1.73m*k
e Lz Z2LT7F=v 2077V ATHIELTEY, eGFR =194 X
Cr—1.094 X age—0.287 (337£). eGFR =194 X Cr—1.094 X age—0.287 X
0.739 (Z1R) . (LN EAE |2 B O DB AE. & U < X FRIEEE O FATEE A &

2bDE L7z, AMOUATEZE I fourth universal definition of myocardial



infarctionlCfiE WEFEK L 72[17], Dlfi~—H—D FEF/ (FuR=vT*ID L&,
BbLABZLTF=vFF—2O ERERETHIER I b ERO2EU Lo B
F)) iz, DI MR, OAEZEIC R L 72 \WST-TZAL % 22 D BRI 44
Tl L7z, WEIREEREE (I TIMI thrombus grade 2LA ED b D & L7-, EE
R BIRE 7% (quantitative coronary angiography AN QCA) 34774 v
DQ Angio XA 7.3(MEDIS Imagins Systems, Leiden, Netherlands) # ffifi L <&t
W7z, MENEEERE O E &R 72 UL EPERIEETN (X Criteria of the
American College of Cardiology’s Clinical Expert Consensus Document on IVUS
ICHE > TIT o 72[18], —iEtE Dslow flowH R -2 .0 AFEZE, EBIRZE L 70
EDOAEPHED FHI L 7z, ERTHHOMEREIZ 7 LT F= v FF - DO IEHE LR

D2ELAED B EEFRL 72,

Gt A BUL P MR 2 D L X% TR L7zo 2 7 30U —ZHUTE(%)
T/~ & 1 Fisher [EEE CTHHL L 72, @HAEUTERIS A L T 4Lid Studentt
BEcHER L, JEIEH A CHNiE, Mann-Whitney U #E CHIEE L 72, 1 %f 1
TuRy T4 RAT 2y F VN 2 HOTERRTF BT 5720, el
FEEILHE P 0.2 Kii 272 AN o, 2otk |ifE., IBEREE, Hi5E

Bro OAREZEREBIE, fo B R #E A AE BRI AN 2 5 & L 72 R RR



— R — R X = — ., KBRSV — v os v e v 2R, ZEEBINRICALE 3
% calcified nodule, FEBIARA HEHZ . ¥IHH TIMI flow grade 3. QCA iICE 1 %
B/NIERE, QCA LB T 2WARZHEST 27.0DEKL LTz, v v FVID
BRICiX, ~ v F v 7 OFEFHE 0.25 DIFICIER R 2 7 /A OFEHE(R 7 % 5 L
72b DL L PRIIBK Y RO 4 <V b 7 ) —ih#i13 Kaplan-Meier i T L,
log-rank BABRCTHMT L7z, X HITHNR 1 LA D REIMIC X 2 BEAFIMAE AT
fircBdL T3 2D Cox " —FETAEHOTHIT L7z, 71 Tld, v—
g —7 L =2~ ST LARLLAIEZEOBEARZE., WAR(10mm &) %, €
T2 TR =% =71 —2—{F[], Type5 @ calcified nodule, #§%Z & (10mm
)%, EFA3TIIE—2—7L—2— (. MENBESERE OIS ik
(Imm? %), AR (10mm ) % Z N2 WA L L7z, PAED 0.05 Kl % ¢
SHEEM L L7, #EHoHTIE SPSS 23.0/windows(Chicago, Illinois, USA) G

277,

2016 4F 1 H 25 2018 4 12 H % T D [H)IC 4 sk CREB R BRI Al 2 ftifT &
N7z 2,362 JHE D b AEF 204 WL (T3 Plom — 2 — 7L — 2 — i FfE,

131 fflom —%—71L—2 =R AT ICE TN, TRV T 4R



a7y F VIO O%., Gk — X — 7L — X —(HFHE 42§ & G o —
2—7VL—x2—JEFRE 20T n bt Kiffsen 7o —F v — F 2K
2 1T,

X2 fFEl1o7a—F % — b

12 B2 R FE BT LA 2 1T
201651 A 4 520185128 (n=2,362)

|, | BBRER TEL L LIZBERR, /52557 b
RE. 27~ FAREZE (n=1,608)

ARNBERER THhEELULRRILZRH SHE (n=759)

Diamond back{ERF (n = 15)

calcified nodulefEHES (n = 474)

2T FIEZBEH (n =35)
ERNBERIREFER 56 (n =26)

| Calcified Nodule & &G T52Z5(n = 204) |
|

1
] 1
| A—%—7 L —2—3#ERHF @ =131) | VS. |l:l—:?—7’|«—';‘l—t§ﬁﬁ!¥(n=73)|
BRAR 1.

Propensity score matching
1:1 for

A—&—7L—%&— | W2 2.

HEEQN—4-—T7L—%—| yg | AREO—4—-T7 L —
FEfERRE(n = 42) 2 —(EFAREn = 42)

TRRY YT ARAT 2y TV TN 2 BERIOEIKE R 2 BEOMKE R
R 1 IR T, mEEFEEFETIZNEZhe — &2 — 7L —x —JEfHREIC
FPOTHRICHRAREL Y D 7ah o7 (87.8 % vs. 97.3 %, P {ii=0.036; 80.9 %
vs. 91.8 %, P {=0.043), v —x% — 7L — & —JEiFREIIHARE L W D EEICS

¢ STEMI OEMIRZE L 7o T 72 23(21.4 % vs. 1.4 %, P fili<0.001). Fa#E4% 1



ML T2 E A N7 A5 72(9.5 % vs. 2.4 %, P = 0.49), EEEHHIZo —%
— 7L =2 —IEFHBHETCARTH -72(50.0 £ 14.7 % vs. 56.5 =+
=0.001), —Wy=—2 A —H—lFu—x— 7L — 2 —JEE AT CHEICHM &
NT 7 h - 72(3.1 % vs. 34.2 %, P iti<0.001),

Rl TuRvyTF 4 RaATeyFVITOWEIED 2 BB ORKER

14.7 %, P &

HIRERE TRV T4 RATyF VI
Non-RA # RA # P& Non-RA RA ## P&
(n=131) (n="73) (n=42) (n=42)
FHE, X 73.1+10.0 734492 0.72 71.2+10.0 73.6+9.0 0.15
LM —no.(%) 28 (21.4) 24 (32.9) 0.093 11 (26.2) 12 (28.6) 1.00
Body mass index, 244+6.0 232+34 0.22
23.7 4.6 (n=130) 232+38 0.35
kg/m2
& £ - no.(%) 115 (87.8) 71 (97.3) 0.036 40 (95.2) 41 (97.6) 1.00
BEE & EIE- no.(%) 106 (80.9) 67 (91.8) 0.043 36 (85.7) 37 (88.1) 1.00
HEPRIF— no.(%) 67 (51.1) 39 (53.4) 0.76 21 (50.0) 23 (54.8) 0.83
eGFR < 39.2+30.8 43.9+29.0 0.40
46 (63.0) 84 (64.1) 0.88
60mL/min/1.73m?
EHT—n0.(%) 27 (20.6) 22 (30.1) 0.17 14 (33.3) 13 (31.0) 1.00
R M ERE- 17/40 (42.5) 17/40 (42.5) 1.00
37/120 (30.8) 26/70 (37.1) 0.43
n0.(%)
DB EE R T 41(31.3) 14 (19.2) 12 (28.6) 11 (26.2) 1.00
0.071
n0.(%)
(OB BE - 6 (14.3) 5(11.9) 1.00
13 (9.9) 7 (9.6) 1.00
n0.(%)
P 11 B 2B B~ 11 (26.2) 10 (23.8) 1.00
29 (22.1) 18 (24.7) 0.73
n0.(%)
EEHIEK, % 50.0+ 14.8 (n = 128) 56.5+14.7 (n=72) 0.001 543+13.9 54.8+13.6 0.83
A BEE - no.(%) 7/129 (5.4) 7172 (9.7) 0.26 3(7.1) 3(7.1) 1.00
B A BRI R At 0.49
<0.001
DR
ST ER A EHiEEE 28 (21.4) 1(1.4) 4(9.5) 124)



~10.(%)
FE ST ERBLLEHIE
- no.(%)
FER TR R
n0.(%)
—BFHR—Z A —H
— {8 n0.(%)
KEIR/SIL— /8
£ SR n0.(%)
FHOVBREENEE F
Fi-n0.(%)

38 (29.0)

65 (49.6)

4(3.1)

10 (7.6)

3(2.3)

16 (19.3)

56 (76.7)

25(34.2)

11 (15.1)

1(1.4)

11 (26.2)
27 (64.3)
4(9.5)
<0.001
3(7.1)
0.15
0 (0.0)
1.00

11 (26.2)

30 (71.4)

4(9.5)

3(7.1)

0 (0.0)

N/A

R2TRTuRv T4 2aT7<y TV 7 oWaited 2 FEH O BFRRETIILE iR

HLIMENBEEREOHKEZ R T, ¥ TIMI flowgrade v —X —71L — X

—IHEHCHREICARTH o 72 (P fE=0.004), & PIEEHBE T D calcified

nodule I 7o RV T4 RaT <~y FVIONHITIE 2 BEITERA LI

7= 23,

%‘__I;‘L.i

R 2 TuRVITF4RATYF vV IoHHIED 2 BB OBENMEGRERE

BB CRIIADNTR N,

MENBERREDKE
IR TURYYTF 4 RATRYF VI
Non-RA ## RA B P& Non-RA ## RA B P fE
(n=131) (n=173) (n=42) (n=42)
MBS R
calcified nodule JHZE (7 i& 0.15 0.12
LEHINR - no.(%) 37 (282) 23 (31.5) 15 (35.7) 6 (14.3)
A EBHINR- no.(%) 6 (4.6) 5(6.8) 2 (4.8) 4(9.5)

10



FERT T ATH%—no.(%) 70 (53.4) 42 (57.5) 24 (57.1) 30 (71.4)

R HERL- no.(%) 18 (13.7) 3(4.1) 1(2.4) 2 (4.8)
A EHRZE— no.(%) 7(5.3) 9(12.3) 0.10 2(4.8) 4(9.5) 0.68
M- no.(%) 14 (10.7) 2(2.7) 0.056 1 (2.4) 2 (4.8) 1.00
#1191 TIMI grade 0.004 0.31
grade 0 - no. (%) 15 (11.5) 0(0.0) 3(7.1) 0(0.0)
grade 1 - no. (%) 8(6.1) 2(3.6) 3(7.1) 1(2.4)
grade 2 - no. (%) 35(26.7) 19 (26.0) 9(21.4) 11 (26.2)
grade 3 - no. (%) 73 (55.7) 52(71.2) 27 (64.3) 30 (71.4)

A7 v+ HIER QCA R

ZHIME L, mm 25+0.7 26+06 027 26+0.6 26+0.6 0.89
B/NMAE L, mm 0.7+04 0904 0.005 0.8+0.3 0.8+0.3 0.59
JHZ R, mm 19.4+14.4 23.0+£146 0052  263+196 225+153 053
27V + BEROIMEHES RREER

22 AL HEPEAR AR, mm? 14.1+42 147+48 0.42 143+39 145+48  0.85
S Z2 118 PRSI RS, mm? 26+0.9 3.0+ 1.1 0.008 29+12 3.1+1.0 0.52
42 7" 7 — 7 THIfE, mm? 11.5+3.9 11.7+43 0.71 114435 114+44 0.98
M NBZHIRE CD Calcified Nodule 74E <0.001 0.18
Type 1 —no. (%) 49 (37.4) 32 (43.8) 20 (47.6) 18 (42.9)
Type 2 —no. (%) 14 (10.7) 14 (19.2) 2(4.8) 8 (19.0)
Type 3 —no. (%) 21 (16.0) 14 (19.2) 8 (19.0) 8 (19.0)

Type 4 — no. (%) 13 (9.9) 11 (15.1) 7(16.7) 7(16.7)

Type 5 —no. (%) 34 (26.0) 2(27) 5(11.9) 1(2.4)

QCA = quantitative coronary angiographic analysis, TIMI = Thrombolysis in Myocardial

infarction

K3 T Turv T RareyF v IoiEitko 2 BEoBES - ol

BiEwa L MENBSTEREDORMREZ RT, N —ViRawvwLide —&—

7L — & — i 1% o et #h iR ik 82413 351C calcified nodule I 4E U T w7228,

11



calcified nodule HIRICBZHITAE L T o7, QCA TO R 7 v P FHERE/N

I

MERIIE -2 =7 L -2 —JEHECARICNE o2, HBRIAER

AFH NG Do T, SVEIERMERIREIZFERD 2 FRECHEERTS Y,

KAICH D L) CMENBERIRE calcified nodule @ 5 #FHTHEWITR L1

ol

£ 3. TuRvyyTFLRATYFVIOFHIERD 2 FHEOBEP - hoMMEE

FRE L IENETBRE DR

HRIRZE TURYIF 4 RATyF VI
Non-RA # RA B P fil Non-RA#  RA# P fill
(n=131) (n="73) (n=42) (n=42)
HifEER S v — v o fSE <0.001 0.048
2IaAVTIAT VRS L—  46(35.1) 31(42.5) 14 833.3) 19 (45.2)
¥ —no. (%)
JVaAVTIAT VAN —  28(214) 1(1.4) 8 (19.0) 1(2.4)
¥ —no. (%)
23T Y VIS0 —Y —no. 25(19.1) 27 (37.0) 12 (28.6) 17 (40.5)
(%)
HYFA4YIAA—Y —no.  0(0.0) 1(1.4) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
(%)
2 fEEM Eoosv— fHR - 32(244) 13(17.8) 8 (19.0) 5(11.9)
no. (%)
AR SV — v 2%, mm 2424031 2.66 +0.28 <0.001 2.52+0.30 2.67+028  0.037
RHEBRAN L — VIREE S, atm - 16.4+4.1 172+38 0.21 165+42 173+40 036
BILIR SV — {#H - no. (%) 87 (66.4) 46 (63.0) 0.65 21 (50.0) 16 (38.1) 0.27
BILIE SV — V£, mm 3.46 +0.64 3.64+ 0.70 0.17 3.43+0.51 323+£057 025
BARBRA N — VIREE S atm 17.5+3.6 17.4+33 0.88 185+28 192+32 0.0
e — % — ~—DFE - 12+05 - - 12+05 -

12



HI =5 4 X

1.25-mm — no. (%) - 36 (49.3) - - 22 (52.4) -
1.5-mm — no. (%) - 37(50.7) - - 20 (47.6) -

RN —F A X - -
1.25-mm — no. (%) - 31 (42.5) - - 20 (47.6) -
1.5-mm — no. (%) - 31(42.5) - - 16 (38.1) -
1.75-mm — no. (%) - 3(4.1) - - 0(0.0) -
2.0-mm — no. (%) - 8 (11.0) - - 6 (14.3) -

YIS — 3 4 2RI - 0.56+0.14 - - 0.56+0.14 -

&S — A /BRI - 0.59+0.15 - - 0.59+0.14 -

calcified nodule ~DEEX 7 b il 0.085 0.58

SN —fF& 25 F—no. (%) 0 (0.0) 1(1.4) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

NTRXAREARAFTY b-no. (%)  3(23) 3(4.1) 2(4.8) 1(2.4)

£ E A E R Y v — 0 (0.0) 1(2.4)

Everolimus A Hf 2 7 v F  0(0.0) 1(1.4)

(Promus) —no. (%)

B AN FE ) - — 9(21.4) 5(11.9)

Everolimus A Hf 2 7 v F  30(22.9) 12 (16.4)

(Xience) — no. (%)

£ E A E R Y v — 11 (26.2) 8 (19.0)

Zotarolimus ¥ H 2 7 v+ 40(30.5) 13(17.8)

(Resolute) — no. (%)

A ER NI 7 G S B G 15 (35.7) 21 (50.0)

Everolimus A Hf 2 & v+ 48(36.6) 36 (49.3)

(Synergy) — no. (%)

AR IRIEAR Y = — Sirolimus 5(11.9) 6 (14.3)

WHL A 7 ¥ b (Ultimaster) — no. 10 (7.6) 7 (9.6)

(%)

A7 v ME, mm 2.74+0.37 2.91+042 0.008 2.85+0.37 284041 077

25 v bR, mm 26.5+8.0 28.5+9.0 0.071 26.4+8.0 27793 045

A& TIMI flow grade N/A N/A
grade 3 — no. (%) 131 (100) 73 (100) 42 (100) 42 (100)

A7 v + Bl QCA TR

ZHIME LS, mm 3.0+0.5 32+0.5 <0.001 3.1+06 3.1£0.5 0.46

B/MRZIME LS, mm 2.6+0.4 29+0.5 <0.001 2805 28+04 0.66

AT M E R 20£0.5 20£0.5 0.34 20+0.6 20404 0.82

13



(i NRZIE R — W1
B/NMRZEIE )

NN — VIR £ m— 2 — 7L —Z - BOMEBSTHREEER

27 v P B OB -  36(27.6) 26 (35.6) 0.27 15 (35.7) 14 (33.3) 1.00
no. (%)

AT v b EHiE O BN AEEE < 0.69 1.00
BZLRAL O

& —no. (%) 95 (72.5) 47 (64.4) 27 (64.3) 28 (66.7)

calcified nodule fi# — no. (%) 24 (18.3) 18 (24.7) 9 (21.4) 9 (21.4)

calcified nodule DXHIRIEH KL 8 (6.1) 6(8.2) 4 (9.5) 4(9.5)

no. (%)

calcified nodule % & calcified nodule 3 (2.3) 22.7) 1(2.4) 1(2.4)

DXIHHIFRTES KA —no. (%)
calcified nodule LA 77 — 7 1(0.8) 0. (0.0) 1(1.4) 0 (0.0)

~no. (%)

A7V BEEOMENETERERR

FE R I IS TRIRE, mm? 6.0+1.7 6.9+2.1 0.005  6.8+2.0 65+1.8 0.43
AEIMESMEmMBEE - B 34x17 3.9+1.8 0.15 3.9+2.1 34+16 0.18
RIS PRPE I RE), mm2

27 v MEAESERR —no. (%) 62 (47.3) 35 (47.9) 1.00 20 (47.6) 21 (50.0) 1.00
AT v FEMEEEAR —no. (%)  22/119 (18.5)  15/65(23.1)  0.45 7/38 (18.4)  9/38 (23.7) 0.78
calcified nodule #f 2 7~ FEEZR 70 (53.4) 49 (67.1) 0.075  23(54.8) 31(73.8) 0.11
R-no. (%)

calcified nodule FUSTD R T ¥ 74(56.5) 53 (72.6) 0.025  24(57.1) 31(73.8) 0.17

FEEBEARR —no. (%)

AT v b SRR no. (%) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) N/A 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) N/A

E=xiigna

—iE M slow flow BHER— no. (%) 11 (8.4) 10 (13.7) 0.24 2 (4.8) 5(11.9) 0.43

A7 v b E R EBARZE fL- no. 0(0.0) 0(0.0) N/A
0 (0.0) 1(1.4) 0.36

(%)

JERTER O A REZE - no. (%) 26 (19.8) 22.7) <0.001 5 (11.9) 2 (4.8) 0.43

QCA = quantitative coronary angiographic analysis, TIMI = Thrombolysis in Myocardial infarction
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TURY T 4 RATe v F VIR P il

Typel Type2 Type3 Type4 TypeS
AEMESMEmE 418+1.93 3.81+2.03 3.67+1.81 338+ 1.54 3.46 +1.06 0.75
(RA ), mm? (n=32) (n=14) (n=14) (n=11) (n=2)
AEMESMEmRE 333+144 3.4542.16 4.01+2.33 3.14+1.60 334+1.49 0.88
(RA ), mm? (n=49) (n=12) (n=21) (n=13) (n=34)

TuRyyF4RATvF VI

Typel Type2 Type3 Type4 TypeS
AEMESMEmE 418+1.93 3.81+2.03 3.67+1.81 338+ 1.54 3.46 +1.06 0.75
(RA ), mm? (n=32) (n=14) (n=14) (n=11) (n=2)
SYEHESMEmE 3.85+1.62 470 +0.32 4.82+3.42 2.94+1.80 3.62+1.28 0.66
(RA ), mm? (n=20) (n=2) (n=8) n=7) (n=3)

R4, TuRy 74 RAT=y TV I7HHEIHRD calcified nodule S35 D v —
Z—7VL—2—DFEIC L3 aEERNEREOKE

RA = rotational atherectomy.

X 3 Cld7uRvyT s RaT~yF v IoiRigkofiE 1 EUNOEIIC X
% BAT M AT FFEffr © Kaplan-Meier Hift 2R 9, &5 5 OFFTH EIMLIC X
HALME MATHEN A B R AN L AR I Nz,

3. 7m_vyT 4 RaT =y IV IONEi#EOMER LELNDOREIMIC X 258

(RRINNEHIIFRES =00
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(A). 7ARY T4 RAT Ty F > 7othal

Eifn i & 2 RENEMTHRE

0.8

Bl & 2 RIEMEMITHERE
EHEDLVWRALESE

Log Rank Pfii =

-@- RA group
P -k~ Non-RA group

0.82

T T
0 100 200 300

No. at risk 7x0—7 v 7HE
RA group 73 70 62 47
Non-RA group 131 115 102 84

400

B). 7ARYIF 4 RAT Y F IOtk

R & % RAEME MITHRHE

0.9

0.8

Rl i & 2 WAEME M THRA
EHELLVRNER

No. at risk
Matched RA
group
Matched
non-RA group

| Log Rank Pfi =0.81

-@— Matched RA group
=~ Matched non-RA group

42

42

100 200 300 400
7Z+0—7 v 7

40 38 27

36 32 27

KL5Z320FFTICBVWTCTa_RY T4 RaAT <y F VIO NEIHRDOSZE

& Cox " — FETMIC X 207 1 LN DREIMLIC X 2 BAEME MAT N 2

BT, B— X —TFL—X—ffHII ey T4 RaT v IV IONEIHZD

EDETFNMICEWTHlE 1 ELANDEIMIC X 2 B 7T HEEM < 1ZB81%

Lo 7z,

£S5 TuRvVTF4RATyF VIR OSER Cox " F—FET L I

X 2tk 1 SELAN O EIMIC X 2 BAEME M TEEN o S

TuXRyTTF 4 RAT =y FVIH

TRV T4 RATR YTV IR

HR 95% CI P fi HR 95% CI P {
EFN L.
n—x—71L—x—{fiH 0.733 0.265 -2.025 0.55 0.915 0.180 — 4.658 0.92
ST EABLLHHTESE O BTLRE 0.395 0.051-3.062 0.37 N/A N/A N/A
QCA ToRZE (10mm %) 1.177 0.897 — 1.544 0.42 1.217 0.825-1.795 0.32
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EFNL 2.

0—2—71L—x—{#H 0.747 0.267 - 2.094 0.58 0.868 0.172 -4.389 0.87
Calcified nodule Type 5 0.604 0.132-2.757 0.52 N/A N/A N/A
QCA ToRZEER (10mm %) 1.178 0.896 — 1.550 0.24 1.229 0.836 - 1.808 0.29
EFN 3.

0—x—71L—x—{#H 0.790 0.290 - 2.151 0.64 0.962 0.188 - 4.933 0.96
M S A DR SRR 1.069 0.968 - 1.181 0.19 1.080 0.916 - 1.272 0.36
(1 mm %)

QCA ToiZE (10mm %) 1.184 0.901 - 1.555 0.23 1.230 0.834 - 1.816 0.30

QCA = quantitative coronary angiographic analysis, HR = hazard ratio, CI = confidence

interval

Wz 2

L% AR S % P 7 AR B BRI AT 1 35 1 2 EAE LA 1 Bl b 2 L
ik

(7]

2012 4 1 A 7> 5 2015 4 12 A % T lc i ABe & 17 Atk OIS s % 3
# L7, 20T, BENEBNREHAMETHICBEMTHR Glow flow HK)
BELTZDEIDEMEE L, Slowflow IHR I A7 v F EEICH S —@EM o
T & BIEPE O MFHE T (= b 1 70 /e & 285 LT b Mis T otk

Wb D)EEDT, 7277 L, WIEIOTF A 2B AL — VEIERICEE S slow

flow BIRIZ, IME D& LI X 2 MFHE T & XA BWEETH 5 720, Sl
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Il slowflow HHRICED T & & L7z, T 72, slowflow HHR O FE LA
W< % % B&Ic 12 Thrombolysis in Myocardial Infarction (TIMI) frame grade
FHERALCHE L 72, @gsiitid, 1) ST EARAMOmEE, 2) ETHREIC
27 v M ER TN -EE, 3) 27 v 8B Ok CIlLE NS MR 5E
fTINTWREF, & L, RO, 1) MIMEERMDREFERER. 2) &
AP OIEIC X 2O REZE, 3) FrRMoEBIIRARAEIC X 2 .DARREZE, 4) =ArE
RAEEEFHEE. 5) N4 277 7 VoA OHEE, L Lz, O
TIINREH % slow flow HR %R0 728 % slow flow #f. slow flow %72 72 5>
> 72 ff % non-slow flow fif~771J 72, R 5= 1% slow flow £ & non-slow flow
THE S N, BAEKR PR E P HIRR FRIEEAAIAN T2 o0G0N7b DT
H5, COMRRMHALZAZTKRIN, BOAZMHTH 57204 v T 5 — 4

Favey bizy o7 cEie L,

[E#&
MERESMmEOTER. L L IxE X B YPERER I N T B LD L

L7=. BEPRJHE I HbAlc 28 6.5%LL b L < I3HERRRICN T 2 YpEE R I

FFHJ

TW3bDE L7z, REREEIRIL X7 0 —728 220 mg/dl ML F, LDL =
L A7 18— 140 mmHg ML b, L IR EEFEFEOEMIRES I T
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5D L7z, 7VTF=v2 )T 7V ALERMELTEY, eGFR=194 X
Cr—1.094 X age—0.287 (BPE). eGFR = 194 x Cr—1.094 X age—0.287 x
0.739 (Zxh), BHEREREE 13 eGFR60 ml/min/1.73m? K & EF L 7z, >3 v 7
ZIGEIAIMAE 90 mmHg K, d L < FIMEZ RO 72O MEFBHZES LI L F
228, DR ENEEZLEE T L L EEEL, AREREBREZE X, A7
BIIRCZERT T TR ZERIfER T i 75% A EopkaE, TEEFE T3 50% E otk
B LIEFRL Tz, 1B RPATRA LIFRMEEBINVEZ 1< B3 T 2 BT Mk
o7z 100%DERAEHZ T H Y | EBIRMIEIIT I 2> © O IR Z2 e B k=7
ICiRD b DTH 5, HENGER COIMEZ TMI thrombus grade = 2 LA L&
EFe L 7zo TIMI frame count |35EHE & 75 2 il BINRE N ICEE A EE S 5 £ C
DY A7 L — LB TEHE & 172, Myocardial blush grade (3 P DERICERR L 72,
0: myocardial blush b L < (&R GD A o 7w, 1 88 D myocardial blush
b L IEHIEY, 2: P D myocardial blush b L { I3iEIEYRZ25, | 3
1EH @ myocardial blush & L < 13&E5Z#RSs. 0-3 D grade (337 > L iZ Rl D
FEEEEEINE & LT OETH 5. FEOME 4 ~ v + (MACE) 13D EsE
LIEBOEIE OREZE. RIIC & 2 BERAMTHEMOEE L ER L 2, QCA
137 5 4 v @ Q Angio XA 7.3(MEDIS Imagins Systems, Leiden, Netherlands)
ZEH L CEHll T N7,
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TR D IE AR R, I AR, 7 7 — 7 A 3 IS P S R

TOMNTRIR S DS DN Tc, MEPNEE BARE O E B/ 72w UIE PR 3

Criteria of the American College of Cardiology’s Clinical Expert Consensus

Document on IVUS IZHE > T{T o 72 AT v FE/IMERIZME NBE KBRS T

I

DA7T v b EEOEEOEERAMERE E HELECTORLIMA T v MEREDLD

/

i,

(e T2 AT )

AR T BHERZE D LS IE% TR L7z, A7 Y —ZHITE (%) TR
X1 Pearson @ y 2 FWIE 7\ L 13 Fisher EEME CLHEL L 72, AR IE
BiorAn L T iy Student ¢ 8E THEL L | IEIEBI AR T H M iX Mann-Whitney
U BETHKRL 7z, #EEa Y A7 4 v 7 [Blla2HT 1T slow flow IHRICEH D 5%
MAEDNT 2720 fTbhiz, $ZEBa Y27 4 v 7RG IIHER D 2
74 v Z BT IC BT slow flow HIRICHEEICBEE 2R I 228 (P E
0.05 Kimi) Z & EITo7, RIEMEZFOERIIZEER Y X T 4 v 71
a2 5 1EBRIN L 720 P AE2S 0.05 Kiili 2 it A EM E L7z, Log-rank #R/E
FRERHMOBKARY P 2K T 20T bN, Halm ik SPSS
23.0/windows(Chicago, Illinois, USA) CTf7 - 7=,
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2012 4 1 A2 5 2015 4F 12 H ¥ T YFBEIC ABE L 7= AV DA ZERE 715 £
D 5B, HEF 339 4 (slow flow #£1Z 56 % . non-slow flow FE 1T 283 %) S #& 1Y
WS ORIGERE N (X4),

K4 52070 —F % — |

EHLDHEERSE
201241 B A\>20154 128 (n = 715)
N | JESTEREILEFHBE (n = 204)
S | ZRTFUNRIFE(n = 19)

| wxemsmmeen-2

|
|
- > | ammcssLmERn=3) |
|
|

N | AR D IRBER (n = 24)

> | EuBERET(REAn=19) |

—>| PO R R 2 A (n = 105) |

AFUNBBEESSTERRLHEESRE (n=339)

Non-Slow Flow# (n = 283) Slow Flow# (n = 56)

& 613 2 HER o BE IR 5 0 g 2 78 3, 65 1% non-slow flow £ C slow flow
BEI OV OEZRICEETH-7-(65.9 £ 1255 vs. 71.9 = 10.3 1%, P fii=0.002),

22 6. non-slow flow #f & slow flow #E D[] D B E R 5 O Lo

Non-slow flow # (n=283) Slow flow ff(n = 56) P {H

Eln, m% 65.9 £ 12.5 71.9 £ 10.3 0.002
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2Pk no. (%) 56/283 (19.8) 13/56 (18.8) 0.56
Body mass index, kg/m? 243 = 3.7 23.1 3.1 0.06
EIE- no. (%) 178/283 (62.9) 36/56 (64.3) 0.84
BER - no. (%) 114/283 (40.3) 18/56 (32.1) 0.25
JE'E #4 R no. (%) 169/280 (60.4) 34/56 (60.7) 0.96
HTE D BIAE- no. (%) 100/281 (35.6) 16/56 (28.6) 0.31
AR no. (%) 18/283 (6.4) 1/56 (1.8) 0.15
STEEEINR - A ¢ 2T EE- no. (%) 3/283 (1.1) 0/56 (0.0) 0.58
i .4 94 B BE - mo. (%) 16/283 (5.7) 5/56 (8.9) 0.25
A I 2 R B no. (%) 17/245 (6.9) 3/50 (6.0) 0.55
Killip 4% 0.52

1-no. (%) 147/283 (51.9) 29/56 (51.8)

2 - no. (%) 77/283 (27.2) 18/56 (32.1)

3-no. (%) 26/283 (9.2) 6/56 (18.8)

4 -no. (%) 33/283 (11.7) 3/56 (5.4)
BedhLififst - no. (%) 7/283 (2.5) 0/56 (0.0) 0.28
Skebes s 2 v 27 RiE-no. (%) 39/283 (13.8) 3/56 (5.4) 0.08
UL HERAINTE, mmHg 140 + 27 136 + 28 0.29
JEARIAINT, mmHg 84 £ 19 80 £ 17 0.08
AL, /min 82 + 23 79 £ 22 0.52
TEEHRHIE, % (n) 45.4 + 9.4 (231/283) 445 + 10.0 (45/56)  0.46
L 27 v —, mg/dl (n) 205 * 47 (259/283) 205 * 48 (51/56) 0.79
F AR, mg/dl (n) 139 + 109 (258/283) 117 + 66 (53/56) 0.29
~x7mr v Al % (n) 6.6 £ 1.5 (277/283) 6.2 £ 0.8 (54/56) 0.63
FILBREL, /ul 10,081 + 3,512 9,745 + 2,956 0.78
~xrary,g/d 14.1 £ 2.0 135+ 1.9 0.04
C RIGEA, mg/dl 1.74 + 3.93 (275/283) 1.83 + 3.89 0.47
Mz v 75 =v, mg/dl 1.08 £ 1.40 0.96 *+ 1.24 0.56
eGFR, ml/min/1.73m2 72.7 + 26.4 72.6 + 25.9 0.78

296.7 + 560.8
DEMR~7F F, pg/ml (n) 287.4 + 578.6 (251/283) 0.34
(51/56)

N BERs A RS
TVEFT VL v EREEREAESE - no. (%) 12/278 (4.3) 1/56 (1.8) 0.33
TVEFT VLV EREKETEE - no. (%) 81/278 (29.1) 12/56 (21.4) 0.24
BEWHE —no. (%) 26/278 (9.4) 3/56 (5.4) 0.25
FIFRIE - no. (%) 21/278 (7.6) 7/56 (12.5) 0.17
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ANy LEEGIEE - no. (%) 91/278 (32.7) 23/56 (41.1) 0.23

72D ¥ —no. (%) 39/281 (13.9) 5/56 (8.9) 0.32
FT /Y)Y v% —no. (%) 12/281 (4.3) 2/56 (3.6) 0.58
2 & F v —no. (%) 64/280 (22.9) 9/56 (16.1) 0.26
R LR T 38 — no. (%) 66/282 (23.4) 7/56 (12.5) 0.07
A v ZY Y —no. (%) 12/282 (4.3) 0/56 (0.0) 0.11

eGFR = estimated glomerular filtration rate.

X713 2 FEEOMENE S ERE ORI S 2 iz~ d, dBitds Lo
A D FLE X non-slow flow #FCTHEIC slow flow #F LV VA Ao N7
(21.2% vs. 39.3%, P {£=0.004), ## TIMI flow grade IZB L Tl non-slow flow
FEC slow flow BRICHRBEICRIFTH - 72 (P {E=0.001), low attenuation 7° 7
— 7 1% non-slow flow #£ T slow flow B X D d AEICH R AL N72(27.6% vs.
51.8%, P {fi<0.001), A7 v b£/ME L ILEEEIC non-slow flow # T slow flow

BEXOOERICED - 72(0.69£0.09 vs. 0.76 £0.11, P fi<0.001),

2 7. Non-slow flow #f & slow flow FE[E D M NHEZIHETE IC B 2R

Non-slow flow # (n = 283)  Slow flow # (n = 56) P f#
EBITER AR
T 0.50
FEREBARFEEE — no. (%) 4/283 (1.4) 0/56 (0.0)
LEEBIRAT A7 — no. (%) 157/283 (55.5) 30/56 (53.6)
JEEBIRIEfERE — no. (%) 24/283 (8.5) 6/56 (10.7)
HAEBIK —no. (%) 96/283 (33.9) 20/56 (35.7)
SELBIIR < A < ZHE —no. (%) 2/283(0.7) 0/56 (0.0)
HEDAEE BIRAE A2 2 0.54
1-no. (%) 142/283 (50.2) 24/56 (42.9)
2-no. (%) 90/283 (31.8) 19/56 (33.9)
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3 -no. (%)

51/283 (18.0)

13/56 (23.2)

M HERHIERZ — no. (%) 23/283 (8.1) 5/56 (8.9) 0.51
If# —no. (%) 60/283 (21.2) 22/56 (39.3) 0.004
ACEBIRZE -no. (%) 10/283 (3.5) 1/56 (1.8) 0.43
SYIBRARZE — no. (%) 103/283 (36.4) 26/56 (46.4) 0.16
¥4 TIMI flow grade <0.001
0 - no. (%) 121/283 (42.8) 26/56 (46.4)
1-no. (%) 36/283 (12.7) 17/56 (30.4)
2 - no. (%) 101/283 (35.7) 13/56 (23.2)
3-no. (%) 25/283 (8.8) 0/56 (0.0)
TIMI flow grade <0.001
Flow fi T4 — no. (%) 283/283 (100) 0/56 (0.0)
—it ¥k slow flow BI% - no. (%) 0/283 (0.0) 39/56 (69.6)
EILME slow flow BIZR - no. (%) 0/283 (0.0) 17/56 (30.4)
TIMI flow grade Z5{t @ 4 <0.001
A TIMI3— % TIMI 3 - no. (%) 25/283 (8.8) 0/56 (0.0)
P13 TIMI3— 4% TIMI 2> - no. (%) 0/283 (0.0) 0/56 (0.0)
A TIMI2=— 54 TIMI 3 - no. (%) 244/283 (86.2) 38/56 (67.9)
P TIMI2=— i TIMI 2= - no. (%) 14/283 (4.9) 18/56 (32.1)
QCARR
IR RS, mm (n) 2.50 + 0.64 2.52 + 0.67 (55/56) 0.87
P (diameter stenosis), % (n) 84.7 + 15.8 87.0 = 15.2 (55/56) 0.29
/DR, mm (n) 0.39 + 0.41 0.32 % 0.37 (55/56) 0.23
2R, mm (n) 14.84 + 8.85 15.56 % 5.94 (55/56) 0.06
M EEE BRI R
MmEY 7Y v 7 oM 0.40
Positive — no. (%) 92/283 (32.5) 23/56 (41.1)
Intermediate — no. (%) 179/283 (63.3) 30/56 (53.6)
Negative - no. (%) 12/283 (4.2) 3/56 (5.4)
low attenuation 7*5 — 2 #H —no. (%) 78/283 (27.6) 29/56 (51.8) <0.001
RIEAKAL= 270° H —no. (%) 18/283 (6.4) 2/56 (3.6) 0.33
75— 5 0.07

Hypo-echoic — no. (%)
Hyper non-calcification — no. (%)
Hyper calcification — no. (%)

Mixed — no. (%)

154/283 (54.4)
8/283 (2.8)
14/283 (4.9)

106/283 (37.5)

37/56 (66.1)
0/56 (0.0)
4/56 (7.1)

15/56 (26.8)




HERZE

MEER (PE - MNED, mm 4.44 * 0.73 441 + 0.88 0.55
SRR, mm2 17.72 * 5.88 19.05 * 7.28 0.41
1A% PRI RS, mm2 2.80 + 10.47 2.12 + 0.50 0.61
77 — 2 i, mm2 15.54 + 5.74 16.93 £ 7.19 0.36
AT v ME/EERENEE 0.69 * 0.09 0.76 + 0.11 <0.001
R T BRI AR O B D A
0 —%—7L—%—{fifl- no. (%) 7/283 (2.5) 0/56 (0.0) 0.25
IR H 1K1 - no. (%) 190/283 (67.1) 42/56 (75.0) 0.25
BIEIR S — V- no. (%) 96/283 (33.9) 20/56 (35.7) 0.80
KBRSV — v o8 ¥ v 2 - no. (%) 39/283 (13.8) 6/56 (10.7) 0.54
— I~ — Z A — F —{fiF- no. (%) 51/283 (18.0) 13/56 (23.2) 0.36
AT v b EE
RTAZNAT Y+ ORMHER - no. (%) 56/283 (19.8) 16/56 (28.6) 0.14
HFHENEH AT v P O REH - no. (%) 226/283 (79.9) 38/56 (67.9) 0.048
RTRXENAT Vb EHAER AT v T E-no. (%) 1/283 (0.4) 2/56 (3.6) 0.07
RBEZT ¥ FF(RT v b 4) 0.03
BT AYEE Y = —Everolimus IH 2 7 > } —no. (%) 158/283 (55.8) 22/56 (39.3)
AEARTALEF ) = —Zotarolimus & 2 7 >~ + — no. (%) 57/283 (20.1) 16/56 (28.6)
PEARSM AL ) <= —Biolimus A9 EH 27 > F — no. (%) 9/283 (3.2) 0/56 (0.0)
ARSI RIE A ) = —Sirolimus #H! 2 7~} —no. (%) 2/283 (0.7) 1/56 (1.8)
RTAZNAF Y} —no. (%) 57/283 (20.1) 17/56 (30.4)
27 v MME, mm 3.05 £ 0.49 3.30 £ 0.72 0.02
Him AT v MERE, atm 13£3 14 £4 0.18

QCA = qualitative comparative analysis, TIMI = Thrombolysis in Myocardial infarction,

* 27 v PNOBILIRDBRIC AV — v 2 L /2R, BIEEASLV— VB2 ATV b

LML,

K 8 I 2 HEDHKTFHEZ RS, RRZLT7 F=vFF—EHEHIHEL TIEE

I non-slow flow £ C slow flow #if X ¥ D HEICKA 5 72(2,231 £ 2,471 mg/dl
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vs. 2,676 = 2,356mg/dl, P {f=0.02), BEPMFET 1Z non-slow flow # T slow flow
BXobaERICYRD->72(25% vs. 8.9%, P i=0.02), #IETR.LIRIED 7 1
% L non-slow flow #£ T slow flow # X 0 b FEICD 72D o 72 (BIETE 5.3 % vs.

14.3%, P fii = 0.02; /LSS 1.8 % vs. 8.9 %, P fiEi=0.01),

7% 8. slow flow #f & non-slow flow #£[E] D FE R T 1 LL g

Non-slow flow Slow flow #f
P fi§
(n = 283) (n =56)
BAKZ L7 F=vFF—+, mg/dl (n) 2,231 + 2,471 2,676 £ 2,356 0.02
BAZLTF=vFF—+ MB, mg/dl (n) 214 + 253 (282/283) 279 + 261 0.02
Myocardial blush grade 2.6 £0.5 2.1+ 0.7 <0.001
CCU eI, HE 50+£29 5.3+ 3.0 0.43
BENFEL - no. (%) 67283 (2.5) 5/56 (8.9) 0.03
27 v MIKIE - no. (%) 2/283 (0.7) 0/56 (0.0) 0.70
1 LA ¥ A MACE - no. (%) 30/283 (10.6) 10/56 (17.9) 0.12
MACE &l

FIETE - no. (%) 15/283 (5.3) 8/56 (14.3) 0.02
DIEFE - no. (%) 5/283 (1.8) 5/56 (8.9) 0.01
FEBSEMEOAEZE - no. (%) 9/283 (3.2) 0/56 (0.0) 0.19
REC X 2 M ImTEEN - no. (%) 11/283 (3.9) 2/56 (3.6) 0.63
REMILIC X 2 B AT UL B 1A T Al (8 B2 (NSRBI AR AR AR, n (%) 9/283 (3.2) 2/56 (3.6) 0.57
REMILIC X 2 BT B AT PR GEBIAR < £ ~< 246), n (%) 2/283(0.7) 0/56 (0.0) 0.70

CCU = cardiac care unit, MACE = major adverse cardiac event

# 9 13 slow flow BHRICBAR T 2 A Ficif L THAR - LXB o VX7 4 v 7 fi#

Wi To =R %23, FE3( 5%, OR 1.04, 95%CI 1.01 -1.07, P f5=0.01), I

26



EMNHEE A L low attenuation 77 — 2 (OR 3.38, 95%CI 1.70 — 6.72, P {id
=0.001), &R 7 v MME/ARRIME 0.1 8%, OR 2.63 95%CI 1.84 - 3.77,
P fi<0.00) 3% Z @ u Y 2T 4 v 7 fFEHTIC BT slow flow BHHRDOFEAIC
B9 % Lin& 7z, —J7 CTHIHA TIMI flow grade 2(vs. TIMI flow grade 0, OR
0.44 95%CI 0.20 — 0.99, P fiE=0.046 ) iZ slow flow LR FEE LI T & 23R
TNz,

F 9.slow flow HRICBHT 2 A& - LB BT Y R T 4 v 7T

HER T Y AT 4 v 7 fRHT LA O I RT 4 v 7R

Puih T4 OR 95%CI P{# OR 959%CI P fi§i
i (1) 1.05 1.02-1.07 0.001 1.04  1.01-1.07 0.01
Body mass index 1.23 0.62-2.43 0.56

N 40 L 0.99 0.98-1.01 0.29

JEER M 0.99 0.97-1.01 0.18

[GIEE= 0.99 0.98-1.01 0.43

JeEER R 0.99  0.956-1.03 0.58

M BREL 1.00 1.00-1.00 0.50

~EZOEY 0.87 0.75-1.00 0.06

TAT I 1.09 0.76-1.6 0.66

eGFR 1.00 0.99-1.01 0.99

C RIGEH 1.01 0.94-1.08 0.88

~E 7wy Alc (NGSP) 0.80 0.62-1.03 0.09

L 27 v —(10mg/dl i) 1.00 0.99-1.01 0.92

sl (10mg/dl ) 0.99 0.99-1.00 0.16

DERR~ 7T F 1.00 1.00-1.00 0.92

BT ) —EHK

ik 1.23 0.62-2.43 0.56

R ME 1.06 0.58-1.93 0.84

B SE 1.02 0.56-1.83 0.96

HERIF 0.70 0.38-1.29 0.26
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BT o W 0.72 0.39-1.36 0.31
LA o 0.88 0.48-1.59 0.67
AR R A 0.27 0.04-2.04 0.20
o4 i A % HE A 1.64  0.574-4.67 0.36
A I 9 E 0.86 0.24-3.04 0.81
Skbeis = v 2 RGE 0.35 0.11-1.19 0.09
Killip )4
2 (vs. 1) 1.19 0.62-2.27 0.61
3 (vs. 1) 1.17 0.44-3.10 0.75
4 (vs. 1) 0.46 0.13-1.60 0.22
NBEIRE AR
TVEAT v R EE 0.40 0.05-3.16 0.39
TV EFT vy v REAREE 0.66 0.33-1.32 0.24
B 7y h— 0.55 0.16-1.88 0.34
PR EE 1.75 0.71-4.34 0.23
BT DB 1.43 0.80-2.58 0.23
TAEY YV 0.61 0.23-1.62 0.32
Frov)IVE 0.83 0.18-3.82 0.81
ARF v 0.65 0.30-1.39 0.26
7% 1 IR e T 3% 0.47 0.20-1.08 0.08
SO 2 RN
KBRS — v oty e v 2 0.75 0.30-1.87 0.54
— R — 2 X — 7 — i 1.38 0.69-2.74 0.37
RT ARNRAT v ME 1.88 0.99-3.53 0.05
BHIEE A T v 0.62 0.32-1.18 0.15
HEREICNT 2T ATV B 1433 0.76-2.70 0.27
AR 5 HER LR T 1.47 0.76-2.82 0.25
2Ty MR 2.14 1.33-3.44 0.002
HEA 7 v /AN mERE (0.1 8hnig) 2.14 1.32-3.44 0.002 2.63  1.84-3.77 <0.001
B E R ERE & QCA FRZ DR
BRZ
FETEBIIRAT T TR 0.93 0.52-1.65 0.79
JeTE BRIl A 1.29 0.50-3.33 0.59
i EENR 1.08 0.59-1.97 0.80
BERZ LS 18 PAZE R 2 1.11 0.40-3.05 0.84
ik e 2.41 1.31-4.41 0.005 190  0.93-3.87 0.08
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NSy 0.50 0.06-3.96 0.51
Gy R 22 1.52 0.85-2.70 0.16
ZHFIMEE 0.96 0.69-1.32 0.79
172 % (diameter stenosis) 1.01 0.99-1.03 0.32
RNMAE 0.64 0.30-1.36 0.24
AR 1.01 0.98-1.04 0.57
W11 TIMI flow grade
1 (vs. 0) 2.20 1.07-4.50 0.03 1.64 0.71-3.76 0.25
2 (vs. 0) 0.60 0.29-1.23 0.16 0.44 0.20-0.99 0.046
NS P AR A
TV =R — )
Positive remodeling 1.45 0.80-2.60 0.22
Intermediate 0.67 0.38-1.20 0.18
Negative remodeling 1.28 0.35-4.69 0.71
Low attenuation 7' 7 — 7 2.82 1.53-5.07 0.001 3.38 1.70-6.72 0.001
KA KAL=270° 0.55 0.12-2.42 0.43
T —=RT—=ATDT T — 7MWk
Hypo-echoic 1.63 0.90-2.97 0.11
Hyper non-calcification N/A N/A 0.99
Hyper calcification 1.48 0.47-4.67 0.51
Mixed 0.61 0.32-1.16 0.13
R MERE, mm 0.96  0.65-1.40 0.83
M AR TR, mm2 1.03 0.99-1.08 0.14
M PAJPETIAE, mm2 0.78 0.44-1.39 0.41
77 — 7 [Hifd, mm2 1.04 0.99-1.08 0.12

eGFR = estimated glomerular filtration rate, CCU = cardiac care unit, QCA = quantitative

coronary angiographic analysis, TIMI = Thrombolysis in Myocardial infarction.

HMEAT v FE/AENINER L, Fim-C9 TIMI flow grade LEW, #EEAYE

BRI BT O BRI ME— TR #E R RE 7[RI F-CTH V. receiver operating characteristic

29



Hi#R (ROC #hit) Z W CHIER 7 v P R/ENINERZ X 51X 21T > 72,
ROC #hi#f @ area under the curve 1% 0.70(95%CI 0.61-0.78, P fE<0.001) T&H -
72 (X 5), HEAT v ME/EENIMER=0.71 TiZ slow flow IR FHNCEIL <
80.4% DKL, 56.9%DRRETH o7z, D7D, MEARAT v ME/ENIME R
=071 %Ay FAZfEL LT, BRI AT v MERFEEE R 7 v MME/ENINE
2=0.71) L IR A 7 v MLRFE(RE R 7 v P R/ENIIER<0.7DIC ST 2,

K 5. Slow flow LR ICEEGR T 2 E X T v P ER/FEMINE O ROC ghik

1.0
—’f;
0.8 /
.-/
0.6 /
il /
04 1
f
{
0.2 T Ir'
.'I
0
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
1-fFEE

FEMR 2 7 v FILREECI 27 v FIT 3.210.6mm TH Y. EHEAT vV

FMERFE T 3.020.4mm TH o7z, K6 THALIZZ D 2 FECREMIC X 3 ET

MEMAT RN Z L, AERES RN L 2R L7,

B 6. fEfRA A 7 v MMRIREE L ARIR A 7 v FMEREIC B T 3 REIMIC X 2 BEME
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AT FHEE 2 £ 7o o BT

107 g oy e )
‘.---
0.8

0.6

0.4

--------- MR T MEIREE

(2 &4 B 4 10 & 17 F 2 4
EHEDLTVRBLER

BHRATUMEIRE

0.0

T T
0 100 200 300 400

X HICE 10 ITREMI R T v FEREEE BRI A T v MERFEOR D MACE o0&t

w7 L7, Slow flow IR 1T 2 T v FLIEREICHE_EBIR R T v + HLBERE

THEILY R b 172(6.4% vs. 27.1%,P fi<0.001), 7. & MACE & L

TIEHEETOEIZA S NI D > 72,

£ 10. FIRR 7 v MEREE LR R 7 v M EREEOFE OERR F&

WA T MEREE B R T MEREE P

(n=173) (n=163)
#4 MACE - no. (%) 16/173 (9.2) 24/166 14.5) 0.09
#IET- no. (%) 10/173 (5.8) 13/166 (7.8) 0.453
LEFE -~ no. (%) 6/173 (3.5) 4/166 (2.4) 0.401
FEBFNELHHEZE - no. (%) 4/173 (2.3) 5/166 (3.0) 0.474
JEILIC X 2 BB LT PR - no. (%) 6/173 (3.5) 7/166 (4.2) 0.720
JEIMLIC & 2 B AT I AT PSR AT GRE B 19 S B IR BART) — no. 4/173 (2.3) 7/166 (4.2) 0.322

(%)
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RIS X 2 BRI M7 FHE GEBIRS 4 ~¥ Z4H7) - no. (%) 2/173 (1.2) 0/166 (0.0) 0.260

Slow flow 3R — no. (%) 11/173 (6.4) 45/166 (27.1) <0.001

MACE = major adverse cardiac event

[#%]

9 1 < N E A b calcified nodule iICxf 320 —4%—71L —%—0
EREME T 270 204 L% &S, 7 —F—7 L —X B3 HE) & v
— 2 =7 L — 2 =M1 L) I T 7, I oI, WiltE Taxv T 4
RAT =y FVIONIC X VIR — & — 7L — X — (42 JRZ) &
tho —x—7L— X —JE[ARE(42 W) ICor T 7, RIS X 2 BAEMAE AT
B & AMEESMERBICBEL T, Ty T 2ar<y 5V oM
oo —x2—7L—2—fifilft 0 —x—7L— 2 —JEfifilOMICHRE &4
FAROLNRD 5Tz, T, W% 2 CRMENESHRESN A FTRAT7 v B
%37z ST EABLOAIfEERE 339 281, 56 A TAT v b HiE#k slow
flow HRB R b/, HEEBR Y X T 14 v 7 f#HT Tl Slow flow IR ICEAR T 2
A¥-& L CHHi, low attenuation 77 — 2 #JH# TIMI flow grade, 27 v b %

/MEREZFEE L7z, 2D TRT v N/ ME B IZHE R W BRI AT D Bf 12

i ic X Y EETRETH V. AWIFEIFIRIR A T v MBS slow flow BHR FHic

|

XL CHIR ZFfFo 2 LR I 7z,

fiff%% 1 <l calcified nodule IZxf L CTua — % — 7L — X —{fHHDEILIC
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X % BT AT FEMNIC 2% 5 2 7 WialBEE %2 /R L 72, ROTAXUS 3t <
e —x—7 L — 2 —3AEESNERSZ X0 KE k22, 184
BB 2 BRE MATEEMIIRS SR nw LRI TW»z[19], [Fkk
IC. PREPARE-CALC GRB& T b 1814 & Hfil ) - B2 AT AT ic v
— X =7 L — X —{FHIIBER L A EHE L Tw5[20], 20 b offfsEid Ak
LRERBEOBRIC LT L b =X =T L — 2 =BT R NI ERRBL Tz
25, MENEEEBREOEBEIIEINTEL T, MENEERREZHHT 2 C
LIS X VR TFERAED B AEEDE X O 2 72, YW, A FINE N &R
HAFice—%2—71L—%—{#if L calcified nodule D45 JKALEAL % 5 2 &I
VATV IEEARZWDO L, IHLICRIFRTFRICORED LEZ T, L
L. KFETERATY PEBEARBe —2—7 L — 2 —FH LT %L
Aoh, ELmEMTREEMCBEL C AEREER T LB RARD 57,
TEBINCER 77 A NSRBI BT & Fe~ T IS NS R T A
R K 08 SEE BOAIRIEZ BICART VAR > B AT A AT PRI S A2 3 % & 00 RAF 72 BRIR I 7
TR L C& (21, 22], MENEBEERBREN 4 FREEBIIRIE SN CRWE
A AT AHEMT R ERICO R A 2O —> & LT, BENER 7 4 PR
PIEEIIRIZ AT LE R L D KE WEox T v 2 FETE 32 Licdh 5(21, 23],
SR DT DFER L. BIRA T v MEIRDS slow flow R T FHIC D728 5 W] etk
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ERLIZD, TNRIVREBRATVIREELZTRZ LI IH4TLD
—H LA, LAL, XY KREARTY FEBELZC &ICX BRI X 2RI E
ICRTEPEICN L CTITO R L VRIS TE Y AL oW <ix ST LR
RIDEREERED AR EATHE D L HBRL TR EEZLNS, KT
POEDBINZ L&, ST RA AL ZE D AR 30 NG AL 2 1 R
Mz &UIRE a7 2o XY s Aol s ncs b [22,24], 2 bz
7 v P AEBEROENERICENS[25], XY KEHAT v PEEIL ST EFELL
R ZE A I e I 2 R X ¢ 3 2 L ic oA 3 -0, BILEZ BT T
ATV IR T B 2 i X ess a2 IR S 3§ & A3 K. slow
flow HROFKEZMAONDE LEZLND, WIRZ BT 227 v+ HiE O
AL LT, MERIN L BN RT Y F2-ETI LW e Tliil, &
N E A TR DI LM O ME R Z B O 21 LBV 2027 v + %
B2 ETHD, /2, HAIEST LFALMHEE CR-ER T v MR/
BEDS slow flow BIRICEEI(R T 2 00 & 9 DRIk OERH 2 L THH ., LEEB IR
T4 ORISR, HEXT v FME/IENMERIIAEIC slow flow HRICE
%35 LAREN(0.1 BN, OR 2.06, 95%CI 1.23 - 3.46, P {ii=0.006)
[26], [FIKRIC, BRI R 7 > FMEREE(EIE X 7 v F &/ENIIERE=0.71) & &R
A7 v MEREF(FER 7 v PE/ENER<0.7DIC/r T B MIC X 2 BTImE
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MATFHEMN Z T L, 2 R CHEREN W C & 2R L 72[26], LECOWIZER

Koo, AMEOHEELE ST LAROHRZERS LJE ST LABLLARIZER

FNTHF L T slow flow IR % T3 2 720 IKRIRA T v FMEIEDENI 2R X

N7z,

e B BRI B DB TR I B L TR S ECTEHCEmINTE T

B, ERE L HICEERBRBEOWELRINE L HIELTETWSE, 5F T

calcified nodule JHIEIC T — X — 7L — X2 —DPXBEERTUE 5N T X 7228, S|

DWIFED S 14T LD ME LW L 2R LALELREREEZHS 32 &5

B AHEME R R L, 72, AT v P HEOKICIITE 3B KE CEET 5~

FLEZOLNTELDY, AW OmEZEETICEL Cl3U TS5 nraElt%

N L7z, TA A OHIGET 3 BB DA OHEREEE OBN TR ICBART 2

K25l LTI b Kkbelkss =2 v 2 RERIFT v 7 3 AKfE, kAT T

TR BETRETH 2GE8ICHEBEICRENIETE RS W LR L TWnw5[27], &

DR IFZ A OIEIZERE O FRICIERGHAREZ J0)Tay bu—AT

FLWRTLUINDOB G2 H 5 2 & 2B RKRLTW5, £ D70, #EAEITEEIRE

FATICEES D 2RI 0% 11 X 0 Slowflow IR #P X, P2 EI S L L &

HICEFFREFNIC D ROFIRICORDB 2 AREEZ R L 72 2 L ICKE R BRLED

5LFEZLND,

35



ENTEYE|

BT, ZOMFTITHMEZRTORAIMEMETH S, ZD, BFERANLT
A, IN—=TBEINAA T Z%FF> TOT OB HEEWERAD 5, 5 2 1T calcified
nodule 1 BART D SCHRICHE o T IME B S BIRA C O RIS X 0 28 L 7223,
nodular calcification Z & A T % A[REM A3 H 5, Typed D calcified nodule 137
B*# b o calcified nodule iICXHGT 2 22 Lav7a 28, M IS HRE © 136K
/N 7oAz calcified nodule IC {1 3 % A % HIWTC & 7728 typel 2205 4 D
WK calcified nodule ZZFA T2 EEZbND, 2D, IIENEEKEE
T calcified nodule & MR L 72, % 3 IR EBIIRIE KT OBRIc 0 — &% — 7
L— 2 —{iAPEERERICO AR S AREAE VIR Tl — &2 -7 L — &% —
A%z 2720, FHAOEFICEL CEFOWREBAKRIEEL RITL T
W B A[REMED D 5, B 4 1 ROC fhiftic X W BER 7 v + &/FEMIEE=0.71
25 slow flow BLRFEEICEART 2 v P A TEE L ORI NZA, B TOR
bN-HEMPLELNETH Y 2T ST EFRRLLHEEDOBEICHTIT
HONDBEDE ) PRI EHEIC L > CHEIrOONIRETH S, 5 5 ICHE
2 A7V FRZICE L CIEBEBER T v M R/IENINE R 2 SR L TE Y.,
ATV PARAZICEL TR X S IR E L EZ bLS, & 61T slow flow 3
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RICEALCTTIRAECHEBRITIRTLLTT I —70Hfe55tE =% positive
remodeling, MAE23H F b TH Y | MENBEEKREECHEBRGER DR 5
Z o R0 BRI I EENRIE A DT 13K R 7 v b kT 2 HAmD H Y |

ZNODBRERIGEEL G 2 TR H 5,

[B5H Y]
WA NTEBIRIE Al 2 2 F o 2 BEROF I 2 R KL T % 72 calcified
nodule (X9 2 EF D, BRZEAHIETDH 2 slow flow R T D 72 HW5E
#iTo7z, FER, #9L b calcified nodule iBEDERIc e — % — 7L — X —ffi [
T2 RLEBENATREME L slow flow TPi& LTHIER T v EE/IERVIME % 8
UMbd 2 L oBEEWEZR L7z, 20 OFERD O #EEEEINRIE B B b

5 EMEROHIFIZ Las o b BETROUGEIC ORI S AREMEEZ R L 72,

(]
HIRERIRE MR & Wi ZEHEL v £ —0 CCU, TEERBRICET 28R4y 7
2> 6 D% K7 AR I & B~ 720,

GUERY VD
Z DR FE 1L —EFBoehringer Ingelheim 7 5 —ERHFFREIRE D ZIEZZITTL 5D,
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