Serial changes in the quantitative flow ratio in
patients with intermediate residual stenosis

after percutaneous coronary intervention
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Fl1E HE

W DR RBEZZ R A I I\ T, AT ARG 2 IE ] (defer) LIERMIEIE 21T 72
e, WL A R b FEIEINHI R & R D R R E D H XA A
Tho, BERA A—20 7TT T — 7 iRHE L REMEZRRD Z & THEMIRED R &
A2 o0 L [FRRIC . SRR RE MY L (QFR) OFRRFIIZE(IE, defer L 7o R ERRA2IC
xt9° % EYIRIFR R 2 R A AHREME & L CHEMA R EESERD 5, ABFFE T,
TR ATRBINRA & — X3 2 (PCI) BRI RIG R B (B AR R AR k22 2 A L
TWRFBE & U THEWIRIR 252 T - BB T, defer L7- T EFRIFIAZD QFR DORRFEHIZE
bZFRA LT, 10 R E RN & #fi RINBE C PCL 2 fifT S 4L, PCI (— 2
7 A v [BL]) RRIZRIRIR M IR EIRAEE A L. 6~18 » ARIC 7+ 1 —7 v 7 (FU)
O EEINRIER DS FEIT SN BRE x5 L L-, 52 AOEE TBL & FU O 5 TRIEH
IfiL & OO FERRAE D QFR OfFAT A3 ATHE T& - 7=, BL BRIC QFR @ HFafifi 0. 83  (IQR,
0.69, 0.89). FUMFIZ QFR @ 1 92fl1% 0. 80 (IQR, 0.70, 0.86) Td o7=, QFR DOHLAN
L 783 (QFR ¥EANEE) 13 21 AT, QFR O L7 (QFR BIAHE) 1331 ATHhH-
7o HRWERY72 QFR 224k o0 H il i3 QFR HEIN#E T 0. 05 (IQR, 0.03, 0.09). QFR Ja/b#f
T-0.05 (IQR, -0.07, -0.03) ThH o7z, HEEI LULEEMHH T QFR DX
B AR T AN L= 2 A FUREO LDL 2 L A7 1 — Ul L FHEE %385 7= (OR 0. 95,
95% CI [0.91, 0.98], p=0.001), QFR OFEFAIZEAL DAL, defer L 7= Hh ke
AT DBEITKRT DI R A HE T D RHFHEE & U TR MR RER S
776

H2E HROTX

EENRP SRR DR o E A N U A v —%& F 7 ek i i 7 &t (FFR)
7% & DA FRIBERE RN 1T Z2E RS RE DB 1T D AT R OVER T O E
ISR ER TS Y EEIRP SR HAZD FER 23 0. 80 LL_EThiuE, EMEMHIEC
xf LT PCL I X 2 MATHEMITHEOF AR INTE LT »°, A4 K74 T
SRR ST S 5, SRR BRI S AL B E T, MRERIC T
3o IR D MAT R 2 St DL £ o RS 3 ELLNIC 5-6%FE - > T\ 5 5, =
o DOBETIL, BEIFEMIER O R 27T 5 72D ORMFHIE DN LETH S, )
WRA A—22 7 (IEPIRE B [ IVUS] RO FHlEE (0CT)) A VR CI, BEE
ETFWEICE>C L 2 LATFE— M iR +DCE FESE5 2 LICk 0 7T —2 Ol
M REANBTZLEIND ZENHLMNIIR->TEY " ZhoDEX VT 4133y
B O %G9 2 72D O HREMIEIC 2 V5D, QFR X, 3 R E &R BhRkE
(3D-QCA) & BI-DG & AN I 5 7 L — ATV ORI DM &
FMTHHLNHETH S 5, WL OO T, QFR & FFR 1T < AT 5 2 & B
HINTVD T, &BIZ, QR ORETHEL I EHA FUA T —DfALRA
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Fe il 245 2 72 6O O MAE LRI (ATP SRR/ /Y /e &) OGNS ARER 720 QFR 1
IVUS, OCT, F£7- FFR & bl L CREEMOIRWVEHMEIELE S 25 07, Liz2v> T, QFRIZ
Hr 2 R A2 O RSRE R EEE B 2 B FA L | S50 KW 15 O 20 e & FATG C = B AR B2 BT
VA7 V3500 LIL7Ruy,

H3IE HH
AWFFECIE, HEARPEERARAEEZ A L, R E L CEMEEWIRR %2577 PCI
WA TS & PG R FERZE D QFR ORI (L 2 FRA L7,

AT WA

4.1 BEEMH

DU OIMEL 7= LT BF A% A EICHHAE Lz, 2016 41 A»H 2017 4 12 A F
TIZ 2 DOFEFE (LA RZFE S MR RRE & T RFbE) T PCl 2% 7%, QRKIA
PO L | LR R TA CELES AR ZE SR (%DS) 2% 50% % #8 2. 5 FEAF P AR EE S22 PCT B (X
—AFA4 V[BL]) IZ&HD. @FEINHBREL D7 + 2 —7 » 7 (FU) & BL 275 6
~18 B ARIATON TS, @BL & FU O THELHAED QFR 2RYTATHETH -
Tz, 7272 L, ST EFBLLHZEDORER], MATEIRENRELE Th - IR, MEENT,
RS A RS2 defer U7oiiiZE D3 A e IR S <o A et B RS s oD 93 28 D S5V B
SLTee ZOBZEIE 2 DOFFEOHILEESXITARI N TN D,

4.2 FYRRIE

HABINREE(L S 2 (JAS) HA RT A v BB L OB AMBERYS A T A “IcsL T,
DL 2L AT m—/L, fiFE, BLO~NEZ 2 Ale (HbAle) O HEMEAERT 5 L9
R TP #7272 BRATRA SN TNDAX T U OBFEOHE(T ANRAZF 2.5
~20mg /H, 7 hVRAXF L 5~40 mg /H, X NRNAXF L 1~4 mg /H) TIRE
EFEELZITo7-, BENBEOLDL 2L AT a—/UEICE LR > 50E. £7213 %
BF LR BERTERDSTHEIE, T PFIT5BMUT,  ABFZEHE JAS AR5 A
X 2012 4ERRTH YD . IR TBEO BAZE LDL =t L AT 1 —/ LfEIE 100 mg/dl Kl T -
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4.3 BET—%

LDL = L A7 m— b, HDL 2 L AT m—/b RN, Bl a L AT m—1razgie
JEEfE. HbAle &IUNHEIAMIE A BL & FU & HICIN4E L=, ALDL =1L 25 o — LT FU @
LDL 2 L AT a—/ Ul 5 BL O LDL 2 L AT n—/LElxZ 5\t Db L TERH LT,



4.4 QCA 7o#T

QCA VX, EH Y 7 b =7 (QAngio XA 7.3, Medis Special BV, Liden, Netherland)
ERALTHE L, Z2MMER, WAR, f/hAlERE (MLD), H X T%DS % BL B &
O FU THfr Lz,

4.5 QFR 43#7

HROEH Y 7 s 7 =7 (QAngio XA 3D 1.0, Medis Special BV) #fEH L T, &KHHE
® BL & FU T QFR ZJE L7z, QFR OfEFTIZ, Medis #hD kL —=2 7 %% 1F, QFR fi#
MroOREEZZITZ2 NH.T.B8LWA0.) Tirbhiz, SEIOMHT T, contrast QFR
ZfEH L7z, QFR ORIEEITIEEOFR L THH S TR Y 7 WAz T 5 & | 25°
P BT BT B A FE TR SNTEMFERI RO MAE D 2 SO MEEZEBREY Y 7 Y
= TNTHE PRI, iR IAE LTz 2 T ORBEIRIES (CAG) DIRGEARIM] D F Ik ) 4 824K
T 5, BIR LT 2 FRIOEGEONEFHE B I 257D 2 >OEEFECTHED 2 >
DRI FHIT v R~—2 AR A o b (7R E) L LTHRIET 5, £ORICME
OWNIEDEFERS ABAIIZ F L— A SH, 3D & ET ABER SN D, QFR 1%, I b ITfr
DFFHTRIREZR T 7 A & R BN R AE O EAES 1. 5mm KV /S <725 £ ToMmE
BAIREIRNTT %, contrast QFRIE, TIMI 7L —AA T 6RO 7 L—25E Y
TR TIZANTHZ LT o THRESNS, AQFR X, FU @ QFR 225 BL @ QFR %
SV D L EFK LTz, QFR 23NN L72#E% positive AQFR (AQFR> 0). QFR 23
L7-#f% negative AQFR (AQFR=0) L EFK LT,

4.6 HREHIHT

AT AV EBITEMEE L Z R L, VA 2 FREZ AW TEER L7, Eidfud, EH
AT — B DA X AR 2= (SD) & LT, FEERS AT — & OB A 13l (M
SPACEEPHLIQR]) & UL TR L7e, A HuE, LEIZS LT Student @ t fRE, xHED
H5tE., F/old Mann-Whitney @ U E &2 L Crbilt L7z, Spearman O FHBAFREL
T, AQFR L DERRNT A —2 — L OMBEZR-, HERBIOEZERO AT ¢
v 7 B SHT &2 T QFR $9N0 THRIIR 2 4 U 7o, ZE& 3R (ROC) HhfR Sy
BraqT\u, B RS 22 O QFR [ED¥EINZ T4 5 LDL 2 L AT o —LD i M4
TEERD Tz, £, 20 EFIZEESICHIE L, 2 AOfESTE (H.T. & A.0.) 23MAIC
WIEZIT> T, BEEM—BeREHFH 72, QFR OBIEBAN—BREZFMT 5701, %
BFED QR IE, FAID QR W DOA72< & 1 IARICHERED 1A H.T.) IZ&k-T
Ml L7, BISFANB L OBIREMOBBMEL T A M 572010, SNMHERERE
95%(EFIXHE (CI) THHAE L7c, T XCOFGFHHTIE, IMP #FHY 7 7 =7 (ver. 13,
SAS, Cary, NC, USA) ZfE L TITo7z, pfE 0.05 Kl & #EaHFHICHEENH D &
L7,



BHE MR
2 ODOFEREMND 52 NDOBREOEFH 52 OREEIR AR AN = ORFFEIC R G ST,
BEBERO 7o —F vy — 2K 1 IR LT,

20165F 15 ~20178128%T(C
2D0EETPCAZRIFEE (n=997)

CABGOEME (n=19), i#iF (n=47), ST LRELLEHEE (n=181)
TAO— Py e EHassi L (n=273)
BENECREEEELL(n=248)

ARNECRFERENH2EE
(n=229)

EENERERECREEEE (n=5)
TRFEERECHLTEBPC (n=65)

FABENECARELTRVRSFEREI H2EE

(n=159)
TROHL07OM RN SN AT TE AR
25°LL FEENR2OOERIEA 0. (n=96)
QFRICELTVHLERES THo. (MWELDICOMBERMTE)(n=11).
| 52 ADSVEENEE

1 W7 —F v — b

5.1 QFR DEEfRAIZAL

52 AN QFR O HFdefiEiX, BL T0.83 (IQR, 0.69, 0.89), FU T 0.80 (IQR, 0.70, 0.86)
THo7-, positive AQFR I 21 AT, negative AQFRIX 31 A7 ->7-, AQFR ®»H
fiiX. positive AQFR TO0.05 (IQR. 0.03. 0.09). negative AQFR T-0.05 (IQR, -
0.07, -0.03) 7Z2-~7= (P <0.001), BEHEHERIZOWVTIE, 2 2D 7 V—TRH THEZET
ol (R 1),

F 1 BEEM

Positive AQFR Negative AQFR
P-value
(n=21) (n=31)
i, y 67.0 (60.0, 80.0) 64.0 (52.0, 76.5) 0.23
B n (%) 15 (71.4) 25 (80.6) 0.44
BMI 24.5 (22.8,27.6) 24.2 (21.9, 26.2) 0.24
R ILESE, n (%) 17 (81.0) 23 (74.2) 0.57



PEIRIP, n (%) 12 (57.1) 13 (41.9) 0.28

WRJELEE n (%) 10 (47.6) 13 (41.9) 0.69
RLEEBRME, n (%) 5(23.8) 7 (22.6) 0.97
XM - 0.77
LAD, n (%) 6 (28.6) 12 (38.7)
LCx, n (%) 9 (42.8) 10 (32.3)
RCA, n (%) 6 (28.6) 9 (29.0)
AL T 0.39
B ANALF 2 1 (%) 17 (81.0) 19 (61.3)
T RIRZEZF 2 n (%) 2(9.5) 5(16.1)
EHNALF 1 (%) 2(9.5) 3(9.7)
AL F 72 L, n (%) 0 4 (12.9)*
TEF 7, n(%) 5(23.8) 6 (19.4) 0.15

7 Fu—7 v 7
376 (280, 401) 357 (226, 371) 0.11
, median (range), days

QFR: quantitative flow ratio, BMI: body mass index, LAD: left anterior descending artery, LCx: left
circumflex artery, RCA: right coronary artery. * A X F L 3AHREAD 4 NTZBFMEN 2D o 77,

5.2. positive AQFR & %V i negative AQFR TOMEMREEI X U QCA

positive AQFR £, negative AQFR L HIZBL S FU CTILDL = L AT B — VO ED

W %R 7~ (positive AQFR BE:BL:119[IQR, 95, 127]mg/d1—FU:73[IQR. 68, 90]mg/d1
(p<0.001) ., negative AQFR #f : BL:118[IQR., 84, 132]mg/dl1—FU:92[IQR, 84,

112) Img/d1 (p=0. 016) (3% 2), AQFR X FU T® LDL-C L~b L HEEE OB DOFHEE & v
(p=-0.43, p=0.001), ALDL-C &£55W\VE DN H 7= (p=-0.37, p=0.006) (X

2), MLD & positive AQFR#ETBL:1. 31mm—FU: 1. 41mm & A EIZENIN L7223 (p = 0. 04) ,

MLD Id negative AQFR BECIIHERE(LERD N7 (F3),



*2 BARR

Positive AQFR Negative AQFR
(n=21) (n=31) P-value

BT a—
Baseline, mg/dl 180 (171, 205) 201 (158, 217) 0.59
Follow-up, mg/dl 157 (135, 176) 171 (153, 194) 0.046
% change, % —15.4 (-30.4, -3.0) -4.7 (-20.7, 5.6) 0.10
P-value (baseline vs. follow-up) 0.002 0.10

LDL-=Z L X 72—/
Baseline, mg/dl 119 (95, 127) 118 (84, 132) 0.40
Follow-up, mg/dl 73 (68, 90) 92 (84, 112) <0.001
% change, % -36.1 (-46.1, -8.5) —5.2 (-26.0, 10.7) 0.006
P-value (baseline vs. follow-up) <0.001 0.016

HDL Z L X7 17—/
Baseline, mg/dl 50 (43, 66) 50 (40, 68) 0.85
Follow-up, mg/dl 54 (40, 60) 51 (47, 63) 0.59
% change, % —2.9(-23.9, 26.5) -4.0 (-17.8, 24.5) 0.78
p-value (baseline vs. follow-up) 0.84 0.81

TG
Baseline, mg/dl 109 (82, 161) 118 (98, 209) 0.37
Follow-up, mg/dl 142 (78, 196) 123 (97, 163) 0.64
% change, % 27.3 (-22.7, 59.0) -2.8(-33.2,25.5) 0.33
P-value (baseline vs. follow-up) 0.32 0.28

VigZ NV
Baseline, mmHg 128 (116, 142) 128 (120, 145) 0.70
Follow up, mmHg 126 (114, 144) 123 (114, 132) 0.43
%change, % 0.8 (-10.6, 8.5) -4.1(-14.4,9.5) 0.56
P-value (baseline vs. follow-up) 0.65 0.10

HbAlc
Baseline, % 6.2 (5.8,6.7) 6.2 (5.9,7.0) 0.99
Follow up, % 6.5 (5.8, 6.8) 6.4 (5.9,6.9) 0.66
%change, % -2.9 (-23.8,26.5) -4.0 (-17.8, 24.5) 0.78
P-value (baseline vs. follow-up) 0.37 0.68

QFR: quantitative flow ratio, HDL-C: high density lipoprotein cholesterol, LDL-C, low density lipoprotein

cholesterol, TC: total cholesterol, TG: triglyceride, HbAlc: hemoglobin Alc
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AQFR

40 60 80 100 120

LDL-C at FU (mg/dl)
N=52, p=-0.43, p=0.001

AQFR

140 160

2 RRIFAY7R QFR DAL E . 74 v —T7 v 7 EER
721X LDL = L A7 v — Ll D2k & o B
PRI QFR i (AQFR) O e 7 4 v —7 v Fa#fkiER (FU) O LDL 2 L A7 1 —
I PSS FEE OB OB AR 72, AQFR D2k & LDL =1 L A7 1 — WO 2L, (ALDL-
C) DORNZIEIWADFEBZ RO T,
QFR, quantitative flow ratio; LDL-C, low density lipoprotein cholesterol.

* 3 ERIEEIIRIER (QCA) DfER

-100

N=52, p=-0.37, p=0.006

EEHEOLDL 2L AT — )LEF

Positive AQFR Negative AQFR
P-value
(n=21) (n=31)

Proximal reference diameter
Baseline, mm 2.75(2.31,2.97) 2.72 (2.18, 3.25) 0.93
Follow-up, mm 2.78 (2.42,3.13) 2.68 (2.20, 3.04) 0.44
P-value (baseline vs. follow-up) 0.23 0.27

Distal reference diameter
Baseline, mm 2.50(2.23,2.85) 2.47(2.17,2.94) 0.93
Follow-up, mm 2.57 (2.20,2.74) 2.56 (2.18,2.81) 0.76
P-value (baseline vs. follow-up) 0.38 0.80

Minimum lumen diameter
Baseline, mm 1.31 (0.88, 1.58) 1.43 (1.08, 1.79) 0.93
Follow-up, mm 1.41 (0.97, 1.72) 1.28 (1.17, 1.67) 0.44
absolute change, mm 0.14 (0.00, 0.30) -0.07 (-0.26, 0.11) 0.04

9



% change, %

P-value (baseline vs. follow-up)
%Diameter stenosis

Baseline, %

Follow-up, %

absolute change, %

P-value (baseline vs. follow-up)
Lesion length

Baseline, mm

Follow-up, mm

P-value (baseline vs. follow-up)

9.0 (0.3, 22.0)

0.040

53.6 (47.2, 56.8)
48.1 (38.9, 57.3)
-4.4(-10.7, -0.9)

0.020

10.5 (8.1, 14.4)
8.8 (8.0, 13.2)

0.58

5.6 (-14.8, 12.3)

0.14

49.2 (40.8, 53.3)
47.2 (41.4,54.8)
2.26 (-7.55, 2.26)

0.75

9.0 (6.2, 12.7)
10.2 (6.7, 12.5)

0.73

0.02

0.08

0.99

0.03

0.14

0.48

QCA: quantitative coronary angiography, QFR: quantitative flow ratio

5.3 QFR #E/NCBEE T 5 R+

ZEET AT v 7 EUFST TlE, FU TO LDL =2 U A7 1 — LB QFR DiE% T

HTAKRFTHAHZ I~ (0R 0.95, 95%CT [0.91, 0.98], p = 0.001) (&

4), ROC HHHRIZ L % & QFR BN %& T3 5729 @ FU TO LDL 2 L A7 1 —/LEDH v
kA7 l1% 73 mg/dl 72572 (AUC 0.76, p=0.002, J&KEE:75.0%., HrHFE:94.4%) (4
3), FURFO LDL =2 L A7 o — Ul:73mg/dl E\WH > NAT7EEHNT, BEE2 2o
DT N—TZ550F7= (DL 2L A7 2 —/L<=73mg/dl #[n = 13], LDL = L A5 m—/)L
>73mg/dl #£[n = 39]), LDL = L 25 12—/ L <73mg/dl OEETIL 84.6% T, LDL =L &

F 1 —/L>73 mg/dl OFETIZ 25. 6% T QFR OHENNN A S, IDL 2 L AT m—/L <
73mg/dl BECTHBEIZWEOEIENED->T- (p <0.001) (X 4),
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7 4 QFR ¥ HIA -+

Variables Univariate Multivariate
OR 95% CI P& OR 95% CI P&
A 022  (0.02,2.14) 0.19 0.96 (0.91, 1.01) 0.11
Body mass index 244  (0.25,23.58)  0.44
B PRI 1.52  (0.50, 4.64) 0.46
i 148  (0.38,5.73) 0.57
AN TERRAMIE 1.07  (0.29,3.97) 0.92
FU i LDL-C 0.95  (0.92,0.99)  0.002 0.95 (0.91,0.98)  0.001
1.00
0.90
0.80
0.70
0.60
fhel 0.50
fii2
0.40
0.30
0.20 AUC:0.76
P{E=0.002
0.10 A7
LDLaL A7 0-) 73mag/dl
0.00
0.00 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00

1-2EE

3 QFR O#INZ THIT % 728 @ ROC #iIFRS AT
QFR O Z FHIT A ILDL I L AT a—OH v N4 7 73mg/dl 725 7=,
QFR: quantitative flow ratio, LDL-C: low-density lipoprotein cholesterol, FU: follow up, OR: odds ratio,

CI: confidence interval
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LDLa L ZAFA—JL=73mg/dl LDLaL ZXFA—I>73mg/dl

1.0 ) 1.0 (=39
0.9 ;; 0-9
0.8 I 0.8
E 0.7 / E .
o o
0.6 0.6 ‘\.
0.5 0.5
p=0.006 p=0.008
0.4 0.4
Baseline Follow-up Baseline Follow-up "
0.82 (0.61, 0.90) 0.85 (0.72, 0.91) 0.84 (0.76, 0.90) 0.82 (0.75, 0.88) B
QFRDZEAL 0.04 (0.03, 0.07) -0.03 (-0.05, -0.01) <0.001
QFROZE{L 6.0 (3.1, 11.2) -5.1 (-8.8, -1.3) <0.001
QFRDMEM L 7= n(%) 11 (84.6%) 10 (25.6%) <0.001

4 LDL-C &1 v b A 7fEH THF T2 #8 R 72 QFR D281t
PERE AR B & D B ORI 7228 b &2 773, JRERIE QFR OB, FHifRIE QFR 8 L 7=
BE AR,

QFR, quantitative flow ratio

5.4 BIBEARNG JUBRENOFEIM
QFR JIE DBLERE Wl d L OBIEH N OFBUIEORNABAEIL. T 0.862 (95%
CI : 0.651~0.945) L Tr0.995 (95%CI : 0.988~0.998) 727,

5.5 RFBHZRIER]
5A T, FUB§®D LDL =2 L 25 1 —/L =73mg/d]l D BE DRI RIER 2= LT,
LAD (ZERAIAH AT > M NEE S iz, BL O LCx D HPEEERAZIT %95 QCA TlE, MLD
1% 1.0mm THY., %DSI1L63.9% T, QFRIZ0.84 72o7=, B ANRAZF > bn/HIZL D
SRR THEVED 13 2 H#IZ LDL =2 L A5 = —/L{% 100mg/d1 7> 57mg/d1 124 L
77o FUTMLD (X 1.0mm 2>5 1. Imm {ZHEIN L. %DS 1% 63. 9% 755 58. 3% 2P L, QFR
130.84 775 0.90 ([CekE L 7=, X 5BI%, FUTLDL 2L AT 11—/ L >73 mg /dl DBEE
DREWRIEF %7~ LTz, LAD OHEERAEL, AEBEAROIERET 680 BL O
MLD & 9%DSIZZNE 2.1 mm & 54. 1%72>7-, B ANRRAAZF 2. bmg/ AIZ X AIEE
ETFREVED 13 77 H 412 LDL = L A7 1 —/L{F 105mg/d1 7> 5 88mg/d1 |ZJFA L 7= 73,
QFR (X 0.79 725 0. 75 (2R LTz, JEREFAVICIE, MLD /X 2. nm 225 2. 0 mm (2R
L. %DS IZ 54. 1%0>5 55. 9% (ZHE/N L 7=,

12



5 A RIE A

T4ua—7 v 7RI LDL 2 L AT v —/L=73mg/dl OBFE TIL, QFR 2L (A)

P, Z7Awu—7 v FERHZLDL 2 VAT m—/L>T73 mg/dl OEEF TIE, QFR 2358 L7z
(B)o RENZ. WFIERRD PEERAE27RT,

A
BL FU
‘;' MLD:1.0 mm %DS:
QFR:0.84 0. QFR:0.90
B
BL FU
LDLOL-A70—)L:105mg/dl LD A7 0—JLL:88mg/dl

s

MLD:2.1mm %DS:54.1% i

QFR:0.79 g : QFR:0.75

13



Ee6E BE

defer L7-eBIRHP4EE M2 249 % PCI % EE BT 5 QFR ORBFIELZTHE L
7o TOMFROERFRIZLLT Th o7z, (1) [F— OBk 5 B2 ORI 72
QFR DAL ZFHli C& 7=, (ii) AQFRIXFU TOLDL 2 VAT o — U & A EICFE L
72o (iii) QFR EEIMOFHIKF1X, FU TOLDL =L AT 1 —/L =73 mg/dl TH -7z,
(iv) QFRIZFURFD LDL 2L AT 11— )L =73 mg/dl Ziili7=3EHI D 85% THEM L 7=
M, MEEE COREBEOEIITDT N THo T,

6.1 ZRTFP5 & L TOIEMPEEDRAFMIE L LD QFR BfkdA Ak
AWFFETIX, QFR ORRRFIZALDFHIFTEE TH 0 . 21 JEF] (40%) T QFRIFHIML .
SUIER] (60%) TQFR I L7z, T E CEIREE (LML T — 7 1254 2 IR P
EORROFME LT, QCA 3 K OHEHBIRA A — 0 7 ORFFZE L Hs ST
%o QCADMLD &%DS, IVUSIZXD 7T —27& ™" BIUOCT ORGFHEMEGIHOE X
X, TRTBEOMEORAFAME L ShTnd % BEOHFFETLIL 2L AT r—/L
Z 75 mg/dl KflIZay br— /L LEEGE. AT v M EEE L ToRMER o FFR
MEBGE LT Z LGS Y, FRR X R PRI AR 2 72 O FHIE & 72 0 15
HTENWREINTWD, AL T, QFR ORRKFHIZAL D FHERIRE CH D Z L AR L,
QFR DZAkIL, defer L7 FEEEERAZZ A3 2 PCL # B 12T 2 IR R OMRH
FHEIC AR DS 2 L AR LT-, FAVOR I tiral® Tl., FEEZRME%E% QFR=0. 80,
2D-QCA TOERPAEFH (UDS) >50% & L. ERRMICAH ESZE & S5 FFR=0.80 &
IRDIREERE T HREIL, QFR T 94.6%, 2D-QCA T 62.5%., HFHEEIX QFR T

91. 7%, 2D-QCA T58.1% &\ I d QFR THEICEW EHE I TV D, QFR OJIE
FEEHHETA FUA Y —2HWT | e RFMZ25 570D METRE D5 0
VB 7272, FRR & el U CRBEDMEW B T, QFR OFRRF L 2 5132 721
X, BT 0 —7 v 7 CAG RENPLETH D, FitfROFEARH AT~ Mok
D, AT MANERAE L AT 2 MARSE TR L2 R S 1308 AR 03RRI A H A
T P OIBRBICEMRR 7 + a—T v 7 CAC A A fifT L CTh. MfT L7Rd» 2R
L, 5AEM% O EFLMAE A XY MCARZIT 2  BROFIEIX 2o 72 &
LY, L L, EEBIRERSEZIIZEREOSH DV 27 OEWVEHIZBWTY
T u—7 7 CAC RV LB Z2 N E D DNIBAFEIZ 72 o TW R, ARNFSE CREfN L
7o defer LTmHEFERENHHEH Y AZFETIX, 748 —7 v 7 CACRENAEHTH
DA B D, ETZFIRFIC QFR HIE AT 9 Z &I L 0 AP FR 7 -l b FIRETH
Do ZIRTEHOBEMBER S TODNE I DT b BT, MENENZE OHEST
F 721X QFR DEALIL, BMOBEO LB, Z RS 5, L7 -> T, defer L7-H%
JERRAEN B D ) A7 BETIX, 741 —7 v 7 CAG R & [FIRFIZ QFR 2 ]ET 5 2 &
I%. PCL % DIRAFWIAED B 2 BFIZHB T 2 MR R ORMFHIE L 2V 550
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Liv7euy,

6.2 QFRETED A B =X A

QFR DHENN L72IERI Tl MLD & %DS (X BL 725 FU ICBWTE L., HEENE L 7
DM & o T2, QCA VTIRZEEE D i b @y D B Z itk G2 & L. IVUS [ ERERIIZ
L E L TRE LT T — 7 Zfftirdg L LT ™, FFRet AFFED A & AR
(2%, QFRIZMLD 720 T <, & O EFiN S Fii~ONIEREDO I L - TH %
BT HARENED B D, ZALE TO IVUS OAFZE TlE, IBEIR TEEICL - TF T —7
2NEHE L, EmMEONIERBENEMNT S Z Ear Lz T, MEORNEREOHKIX
EENRO M2 8% L, QFR 2B T 2 rREMEN H 5 7, Fhianz., i & Hae
RNEEBEDYGE R E DA Z T DL ENFIT, QFREMDH 5 1 DOEIER 72 A
N=ANEEZBND, PLEDOZ L5 QFR IO A B = X A, RAEOEIEHE DK
BT TR, MEREDOT T — 7 846, mEIIRO MK OUGEE, Mg RS R
BERELGE R EEBORFPRER L2 EEX 6D, ZIHDZ EENGET HITiE, S
SR DN LETH D,

6.3 AQFR & FU B LDL =2 L 25 a—/ LR

AWFET, FUREO LDL 2 L A7 v —/Uflf|X positive AQFR A& negative AQFR FEfH
THEIZR > TWi=, AQFRIZ, FUFEOD LDL =t L 257 1 — Ui & L oA OFE S
Ndol-, EHIT, LDL @ L AT v —/ UllL QFR O EZ THIT LR+ THDL Z &M
L BT TR S, £ < OBIEALERRRBRICESSBEO A RT 4 L —FL
T T,

6.4 #FSEHIR

Z DRGNS O DHIRD B 5, 2 figk DO BE (n = 52) D% A E A
TholoZ &, defer LITEEINRFELREDOH HBHED 343D 1 TLHMBL & FUD
W CTHAT CX IpinolaZ &, DT & TRUFIRIZEIRNA 7 AN 00 | WF5ERE R
(B 5 2 T2 ATREMEDN B D, BRAM STz B ERIE 3D-QCA FREE N REECTH - 727
B QFR ORI TE 2oz, BAMIWILTH Y QFR FRATICHER SN D 8RE HIET
CAG W2 EN TV o leloh LB X s, Hila ML TIXIZIE BT QFR DT
IZARETH Y P ZOZ LR INIRBIETOMEEE N TEX 5 L) ICERE
AB Y TDRNL—=U TR TH D EB 2 LI, BEEFICARRZEIEDBE
R 25%F T W, REEROE T HIEFE(LME ThivX, QFR O 2%
B2 WEEZINTNDN P, REEPOED BFH TO QFR 242 LDL =2 L &
TR—)VOH v NATEIX, RERMEEBIREBOEREO T v NATEEITE LD
LIV, 61T, BEEBDRWE A E WL DR R £ TIEEHE T & 220 o

15



2o ZHNOOMBEEZMRIT HITIE, S OLRLIMENLETHD,

BTE iR
QFR DORRRFIZEALIL, defer L7 eBIRFEEEERAZD & 5 BE T 1T 2 SYTEIEN R D
RAFHEE & U TR AREMN & 5,

%8 B EE

AW EAT 2 T2 DICE KA ZHRE - TS 2 W72z b 0K PR PR E 7 R SER

PRERIENELE KB FESCEdR IR AR L B, Fa. MR BreAiciie
BEE LTRSS, BoBEZR LET, £, FEWRENRFDLL

DA A2y TDHAIZTHRE, ZHAWEEEE Lz, 2228 TEHOE
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