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HWREZHAEZH W 3D-RA ICLAHEIR AT NEBEH®KOMEN

22 RF Al O K B RO R RS

TE

H

I 4£ Cone beam CT (CBCT) ® ¥ k{2 kW CBCT % £ /i L 7= L &

M, HERAT U PofiH»®E I TW 52 3D-Rotational

Angiography (3D-RA) I k2 #®m&EFZA 22w, & x 1L 3D-RA & A R

EEAEZRHWEHBRA T NI OBRTEIT R o,

75k

FM RO R D HENR AT v b &2 L Phantom & {E

i L. Phantom WIZH R L 7-EHOERE A EZEH AL THEHBIR A T
T LR A ARG R E KD T,

FHERAT o F CREM B AR ER A ARG RITR 2D . Carotid

Wall Stent TlX 50% —17% .PRECISE & PROTEGE TI% 20% —10%

220 LT W,

i

HBMRAT POBEBEICIY @O REEHARMGERIIRLY | #HY

BRWEEZRRT L2 TRAT Y IMEBR, 77— 2R ERE., 27

PN oMmMENEZEGL., HBIRAT > FEERODLE N ERF

fli 25 ATHE T & %,
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iT 4 | Flat Panel Detector #£ & ! i & g 2 2 & O % & 12 XV Cone
beam CT (CBCT) <X 3D-Rotational Angiography (3D-RA) & \» -5
R OB E T MRBENICH ELREOGHEIZIEN > TE TWD,
HEk A7 v P EEMN (CAS) BICB W THBAKR AT > b (CS)
DR L ME DB EME., %N ~D Plague Protrusion % i fli + %
ZliEFwHETH Y BT & L TIE intravascular ultrasound
(IVUS) % < HWw b L Tuw b, High Resolution CBCT(HRCBCT)
EHAREERAAEBHLEZEEANAAT  bofitrERE s Tk Y
. CS izl v T Benndorf H A FE#E CBCTIZ L5 CS &1
BREORMOAMMEEL®RE L T WD P, ¥/ Hosokawa 5 723 CBCT
LHENEEAEEH L CSOfHEZ®E L TWVD Y,
Yk oM E R EBRICEBR SN T WD EEKREIT CBCT,
HRCBCT., 3D-RAD® 3B ThH 5, £ b DR KM ITHEIZH H»
NWTkbH, CBCT TIEAHMEANRZ, HRCBCT TI@# X & D7 —
F 7 77 MKV FEAIN B E B 2 R L2

WEOHRE TIE, RRDH5HME. #1EDCS (Carotid Wall Stent,
PRECISE) Of#iiliCB W TRHE R A RELAFNGERIIFEAL TH D
EINTWD, F o, BfEKRIES CIXBEE OB HEE) IR Mk & o @A 2=
FTHEEEIRL TR,

AKWFFE DO B AL CS oM, ME IR MK & oM AEIC XD HHOE
WZ 3D-RA LEXAMOMRERICLY LT 2Kk ZEDOHRF T
5,

AllF 4L 3D-RA LM NEZR AL L. CSDEIK. Plaqgue ° W

EIRE CSOMEBEANE D 3 DOEZLZOD L >OBBNICH H LI,



Flo, MESCHMEORL S CSITX L THEEA OAHRMGE L AL S
H. # CSICEURMmMERLRD AR 2T -T2, TOD
MR ZbEICBEOIEMZEASA S IR ZIT WV, BRI TH~ O

BELCHISETE 2 REELZRIT LI,

FiER L O R

i B &5

fif FH U 7= i % #x 32 %5 & 13 Allura XperFD20/20 (PHILIPS, Amsterdam,
Noord-Holland, Nederland). workstation (¥ %% & ff J& @ Xtravision
FHWE,3D-RAWRESMHEIEEBL: & — b, BHE B Y 1 X:8inch,
xR 418 CTH 5, (Table 1)

CS T #7242 % 3 EEH» AT ., (MCarotid Wall Stent (Boston
Scientific, Natick, MA, USA). @PRECISE (Johnson & Johnson,
Miami, FL, USA), (®PROTEGE (Covidien, Irvine, CA, USA) %
i A L7~, B Phantom & L T, ##E 77— 27 (CT fi
50Hounsfield Unit 7 7 U v &M U 2 U RBHE) 2 8 E L 72 B M
EaEER L, (Figurel) o 7-Hm G o B EMZGFHH T 572012
gL Y 7 R X image J (U. S. National Institutes of Health,

Bethesda, Maryland, USA) % fii i L 7=,

i A % A BRUfE R & k¥ 5 Phantom study
H 1 Phantom WIZHARER L BT EEZH L EH AL, #H A

LimR&EEHITA A3 F—/ 300 (300mg lodine/ml, Bayer

/41

Yakuhin,Ltd. ,Osaka,Japan) #fiH L. Jfik © & ¥ Al %2 100% & L



THABEHEKICTHRNRLEEE A 50%., 33% ., 20% ., 17% . 10% .
8% D 7T MHBEAMMH L, b % EE 25cm © 7 7 U LB FE K

Phantom ® F1 .0 (2B & L 3D-RA Ok % % 1772 - 7=, (Figure 1)

LIRS TS

% CS., % # R f% % o W% % Cube size : 50% . Matrix size :
512>X512>12 reconstruction, filter: very shapelZ T H# K & 17 » 7=,
I {4 # 77 1 X XperCT modelZ £ % Maximum Intensity Projection(MIP)
KorEMHAL.XRAT A AEIXZImmE L7, CSOE IR, M E Plaque.
CSOEHEMENEZO L DOBEBEGNICHEL THHIATWHD 2 E
AT 5D ICCSEREE T T — 7 BLRAT A AMICTE F D B

Z RF Al #i B & LTz

FEAG BT CA =T Y T E AT, CS - B E N E -
W 77— 7 ZnN TN HEICHEETE 5 D %xgoodd L score 2,
BEmMENEOEEARENRES ., CSEOERBMAPMRTH D MK
77— 7 I 3WMICHEETE T\\Wb b D Afaird Lscore 1, CSIEMH
WTEONEREMEANBEOELARENKS, MERNELEET
— 7 DONBENRBHPR CTH DL D & poork Lscore 0k L7z, FFAfiE I
BB RIS 4 & L. BEM A o F B scorenn 2 (54 4 B MNgood) DA
WERZHECSITBIDDADARMERE L I,

T, HBLE Y 7 O image J & H W T Figure 2 IZ2/”7 3 X 5
Region of interest (ROIl) %3 #& L. & ## M %E Phantom N O #r

RiEE A, CS, B 77 — 27 . /K Phantom O v 7 & L % # & L
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2. &AM A RS R O G

CS PHBEICI -~ THHICLERERAOHGRERNIRR L Z &
2% Phantom study O R L v &7,
Hosokawa & @ # % 9 T3 CBCT @ M £ B & B K O #f % T & 7
EEABELCEND Y TN ITHIRMBTICED D EREBEBL TS,
e N O EIR M EICB L TH 9mL/sec LW I WE N H D DO
WVEEIC BT 5 3D-RADEAREAL — 28 dmlisec TH DH Z &b

HFHERATEHERZAITIARIA TV 2 EREZ2615, MEH IR

>

N % %0 f RAE =R o d&8 A T 72 3 72 O 1SR B B Ik iR & & A
L= b EIRANTHARINDLIEREZRD, AT 2 EEA O
TRERZRETODLEND D,

ZZTH~XIT CASHimI 721X CASHiticiTbh - HB k= =2 —
(CUS) I T AN ARy ZI%EEHWTHE SN B MR E E
TAMV (time averaged maximum velocity) (mm/sec) & fff fij il & #x
RAIC THRE L7 3D-RA TEHMl S 2 3B AR M E £ Adiameter
(mm) 72> 5 T & B8 IR [ & Festimate (ml/sec) ZH ML & ¥
FlE A L — b Finjection (Ml/sec) & EF AR E Ceontrast (%) & & &
L TPl N AR R Cestimate (%) & KO T2,
THWHEANFARGEELZROLZFEARZIL TOLEEY TH D,

Festimate = TAMV X (Agiameter/ 2 ) 2 xT

Cestlmate 1/ (Festimate/Finjection/Ccontrast) X100



kot B2 LT3l N AR A& K2 Phantom study T
TEINTEADHERGERIZAZT 20, TRICKVERLEEEA A
REEDNEDTHoTorilEDIEN &2 % AW & ICHHEM L2, FHHEIC
MWL TAMVIZCSIC o TR SN R BOMREE LN L ETH S
7=, CASH; ®3D-RAICIZICASE % IZHi 1T L 72CUSD J{l i {6 . follow
upff @ 3D-RAIZIZE AT O CUSO Hl E I 2 M Wiz, F£ 72, 4 Hiak O
HE RIS 9 5 &R AEANEE T4AamL/secx AR E L TWWE BN, 3
D-RAHR Z Al O DSAL e FH BV R O k22 R 2 Bl 22 L | JE Fl 3 12 E A & K
WM BT O & B XL > T A E % 3.5—4.5mL/secd & TER L
TWwW5,

1 14 37 Al 1% JE 1 /5 1 Phantom study (& T il \» 7= good. fair, poor

OB PERE Mz M A 54 O&FEIC I VWIRELL,

AF Ak 5

2015 £ 3 A H 2016 £ 3 A F TOMIZ CAS £721X CAS # D
follow up Z B E Lo EHRZICTID-RAZIREZ L TEBH, £0
At @ CUS 12 C TAMV % Gl L T\ % 52 JiE 5 (CAS B #% 39 JiE i |
follow upl3 JE ) (B M 44 N, LM 8 N) xR L& L, Fhix
69.8+7.1 5% (#iPH : 36—86 ) TdH 5., % CS ® N X Carotid Wall
Stent : 37 JE #l . PRECISE : 2 JE il . PROTEGE : 13 JEf#l T %,

MBAMBE TS EMEEZEZORBEX T EML T,

il

1. A% FRMER A2 KD 5 Phantom study O #5 H



& 5 A A AR R 100% 12 B 1 5 5 R il o &5 R 1L K B scorelTH V|
7 B EORE TIH3FEBE AT TCSE Y bEEME O FH N EHEE
o do, Wit B TIECSE 0 BLHE M E X m RIS A D JE IS
—YarPNELREREDAT P EBEBEBLEICa Y T A MERRL
A7 hEEBLEO M ZMAE T 22 LA KEKL -7z, Carotid
Wall StentTI1£50% —17% ® # B {% % . PRECISEL PROTEGE T i%
20% —10% & f R A5 R IZ B 1F 2 H 7 Al O & R 1L ¥ B score2TH v |
7 EORETHCS, BRERLE., BT 7 -7 o0 ZEhTHl
EEPDEECE TV mMBE LB THCSOBRK KT T — 7 |
MmE WK E i o BEd 522 & 8T &7, Carotid Wall Stent® 10%
—8% . PRECISE, PROTEGE® 8% (T 5 {J 2 il H 3F fli © F ¥ 2 = 7 1%
Carotid Wall Stent¢1.2-0, PRECISETO0.2, PROTEGETO7% » /=,
B BNV EORE TIEEBELE &BEET T — 27 O EMITEWET
bole, HEBELIEWTHLMEARODELAIRENKS, BH LT
FHE 77 — 7 LOBERPAHARTHLY nHET 22 LD RERL - 2,

(Figure 2) (Table 2)

2 . M ARG A R OB E o R R
2. fF M A RIS R A S R OB E o R R

£ O RE B 6 L4 CS, A IR E 2 Al S R CUSD TAMV ) 5 T #fll
MmENAFRERZHEBE L BRKRKBEGZFAM LD O % Table 31773,
% CSD A W AE L 100% & I W 7o JiE Bl 13 A WF 28 B 46 L AT IC R 52 & hu iz

bOTHY, IMEBROMERROBERZANLE L TWD, i RiEE



& W 72 9E B AR BF 78 o Phantom study® # R &2 & & (2 CSD B IR,
plaque . CSHO MENBEOBEZ2HMHE L THREINTIER/NTH 5,
Carotid wall stent # & 8 F (26 L 72 4 B % A5 £1% 100% &
50% T & - 72,100% & 5 Al TI& Ml M & N A R AF 1% 42.7+18.3%
50% i& # Al Tl 19.9+45.4% (2 7 W Phantom study (2 B 1} 5 A 2h 7 I
BROBMENLE o7, REIMOMEEIL 100% Tik good : 13 #l
(87% ). 50% TIi% good : 20 1 (91%) TH » 7=,

PRECISE ® E 8 # (M L 72 R iE 2 Al 45 R1L 100% & 20% T o
o 7z, 100% & 5 Al fE A <k 70 M B N A RS R 26.3% & e D
PRECICE O 2h Ay R 5 £ 20—10% O & P 72> & 1% & I8 E M ~ 5 iz,
20% ER AN T TR M E A ARG RIT 11.9% & 2 0 750 & R
BROFMAN L oo d, BEFEMOMERIET 100% Tk fair, 20% T
I good TH - 7=,

PROTEGE ® @ B # (C i Al L 7= & B 52 41 fi5 % 1% 100% .67% .25%
Tdoto, 100% & ¥ A M T T8 & N ARG 1L 29.849.2%
&7 PROTEGE O F %A M5 HE 20—10% O & A » & 1 & i
N NTE, 6T % ER A T T M ENARGEEIL 14.7% & D
PROTEGE O Hh A M5 R O PN & 72 o 7=, 25% & % Al H < 1%
11.521.6% & 72 W Phantom study I BT 2 A A RE RO FG@EN &
7o Tm . R FEAm O R IL 100% TIiL good s 1 6] (11.1% ). fair:
8 #l (89%). 67% Tl good, 25% T good: 3 f] (100%) T

- 7=, (Table 3)
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1. Carotid Wall Stent

61 m H M. EMRMEANHENIRKZEIEIZ L L CAS Zfiifr L. 2 F1%
@ followup M EIZC CTHEKENE O L iz, CS X Carotid Wall Stent
A L7z, (Figure 3)

HWNHEHB) R~ CAS & M 17 L 72 Bf o T I ¥ 26 #h Bk ifL ¥ & 1% CAS %
» CUS ® TAMV % T 11.2mL/sec T&®» V., 100% & & Al = F A
W 4.0mL/sec lZ CHHA L2 &5 TR MmE N ARG E: Costimate
=1/ (11.2,/4.0/1.0) XL00=135.7% & 72 - /=, Carotid Wall Stent
DEDHRGEERD 50—17% ThH V. BONTZHIKBEBRICKE W TDH
CS & i & W e » B fe 2 4y B < 4. Plaque protrusion 728 W\ =2 & %
R+ 2N TET,

follow up Hr O % Tl M A E 81O CUS ® TAMV % W T Tl &

E

¥ OEh Ok L 3% & X 11.8mL/sec T H YV . 50% & = H 2 1 AN HE
4.2mL/sec I THHEMH L= EE PHIME NAIRE LR © Cestimate= 1.
(11.8,/4.2,70.5) X00=1% 17.8% & o7, B 57~ KMHEME T

X CsS LB ANPE, CSHWDOWNBREIEREN T LB MIZsEES iz,

2. PROTEGE

66 7% 5 M . w A BEE B ME P9 BT B IR SR A2 IE (S kF Lo ) Py B B IR B i
AT L., T O% MM~ CAS ZJafr LIcEM 2R ~T 5, ANHH
Ik ~CAS i /T L7 E®ZIT YK 3D-RAZIRE L TR holold,
# CAS Jfiti T 1 4F # follow up. 3 4 % follow up. % CAS [H % T 3

D-RA ¥ L -HEBE THDH HHLEZCSITALALE HIZ PROTEGE



i H L7, (Figure 4)

1 4 % follow up FF o 7 #l # 21 &) Ik . 7t = & CAS % @ CUS @
TAMV % ] \W T 8.0mL/sec T& V. 100% 1& & Al & 1 A & JE
3.8mL/sec THEM L7z Z &b FMIMmE NAHRAER : Cestimate= 1./

(8.0°4.0/1.0) X100=47.3% & 72 > 7=, PROTEGE & f %h & W 1%

BN 20-10% THY . BEonHRAKBBARICBWTE CS L EWN

p==~1

TORENELS RV, BMBANTIE T T —27 ONBIXIHAMZ N CS &
& NEED BT AR CTH -7,

3 4 % follow up FF D R 5 CTIE M A E A @ CUS ® TAMV % H \» T
T K FE B AR L B X 9.1mlL/sec TH Y . 25% & E Al A 1E N EH E
4.0mL/sec IZTHEHALEZZ &6 THIME N A RAEZE  Cestimate= 1
/(9.1,/4.0,0.25) X00=11.0% & 72 o 7=, 1% 5 4L 7 i bR M 4 T
ICSEtmMBEAKEIZaZ Y NI A MRS, CS, MENEE, AIFE LD
O L 7o IR RE R S B e oy B S T

ENHEHEIR ~CSEZHELLEO MK HEB AR M 5K &1L CAS B #7l
O CUS ® TAMV E % H\ T 18.1mL/sec TdH v . £ W B Ik © F ¥
MBHE LD RN LEND 67T%EF A~ 4.0mL/sec T THEM L
2o T E N A R E FE  Cestimate= 1 (18.1,74.0,0.67) X100
=11.3% Cholc, HoONTEmKBEMG TIE CS & mMEANBEIZ=a b
TANNHY, CS LmMEBENEOHM RS HE &L CS WNIZ Plaque

protrusion A\ Z L fER T D Z LT E 2,

3. PRECISE

76 AN, BIEMRMEANBEARKAEIEICH L CAS 2 T L. 2 F



% @ follow up B EIZC CTHKENR D b7z, CS X PRECISE % ff
M L7, (Figure 5)

£ N B R ~ CAS % ffi 47 L 7= B¢ o F I # 1 @ Ik M 7% & 1% CAS #%
» CUS ® TAMV % T 15.2mL/sec T& v | 100% & ¥ Al % 1 A
W 4.0mL/sec I CHEHA L Z &5 FHIME N R R Cestimate
=1/ (15.2,/4.0/1.0) X100=26.3% & 72 » 7=, PRECISE ® £ %)
ARG LN 20-10% THY, o cBEREHLIZE TS CS &M

EAEORENFEHEIZ/RDD, CS EMENEOSEEXIAHKTH -
7=

2 1% follow up K D g TIEX M A E AT O CUS @ TAMV & H W\ T
TR FE B IR ML BE B 1 7.0mL/sec TH VY . AT OMEE B E
B & N ARG RE 12% 2T 5 72 I 20% & % Al & 7= A HE
4.2mL/sec \Z THEMH L, THIME NAHRMEGEE  Cestimate= 1. (7.0
/4.2/0.2) XI00=12.0% & 72 o7, O NI KE B TIX CS &

Mg Wk, WIREEIC X2 HE®RENZN TS DHES L,

= 5

CAS % O % eF ML IHFFE M 7 CUS BN EIW TH Y | RENFH S
NEHACHLEREREC CEEZIT) MERFICEIT 5 DSA
CSHEBROILEES CSAHMME., WwEOCEHEZ 1 HFm., &L <IF
Biplane (@& e b1 2 F M OBE TH Y £ Hm ORIk R HK %
VEET L, LENBEFRITHEBSOMERSLBIR, 2K, CS A
O A FRE THY DSAZMTT HHEHRL/LHFOND N, CSONM

T NRAREBHBIBRTNRIE b0z, BHLOMMEZED Y X 71X



LHENLTHEIELGE L L TCERGBET AL ZARMLETH S DO,
27 NEBEERODITERBET AL ZARNMLENICHEE L TW

AL HLH IVUS I KDl 2 EICHAT TS 528, CAS 1%

&

BMBEODHMLERYBRE CITERRET NA X FHWVWDL Z & IT
< .DSAX 3D-RAZED XAk O A TREMMAITHLN S, 3 D-RA
% CAS % OFflis L THWD AU vy b LTEHREELCLELRD T
—TNUND T AL 2 F2 B LAV L, ZREFAZEHAT S
T TREREMNAZLEL LRI & Th D,
ZDTDERRET NAZAPHEINTWD A ITMENEE KRN
BRI DN, EBRREET N4 ANE N2 IMEKRE TIX 3 D-RA
WHHNTH D,
3D-RA L @R CBCTO M HF & biEE A= T X oAl i
IERTVWEIREETHD , ZO-OE D MEFHEKIZC LD Volume
Rendering B & . ZWm X ~E G RICENLTWD, &5 CBCT
W o b7 A NEERRT S Look up table T EHRTH 5704
KoOWREPBBPEINLD, ELENEBRBBRBEICS Y TIERE R 20 B
-620view TH V) £ DOZL & OWHL MG EIT KM L ESLHIKR 2 &0k

EAROMSOIEEMETLIE= N T A Mo BREICENRDS, L

v

MLERBSHBI R LYOEE T —F 777 P MERBKEICHET I T
LES, —JF5. 3D-RA ® LookuptableiZz S TdH s &b
FEOREGMMO a2 P I A2 TE 2D EREME & HBIR
AFv RO BOa L VT AMERDLIME LB T D E

N7 ANDMREICEND, 3D-RAGZEBENAS - N TELLLERT

—F 7 727 FX HRCBCTIZH R wnw, i KEH 4 -120view



Thy, Karyr P 72X MSMEELELTLIH4RIZETIAME TH D
W, R EBOT —F 777 PORBEITIZTIZN,
AKWRICBWNTEFAT M EELEOMEORHM ., HMMHENIC X
2EE OB R/NDRICMA D EERE ZRD 572D 3D-RA 2
LTW3EEZD,

EBEBRCTRL-BYVE KL ET CS EMEANEIZa M T A MED
JH57OIIXTCSEZHABRVEEOREEOAREZANLETH
%, Carotid Wall Stent ® # Z 1 Elgiloy T®» ¥ X W I 28 K &\,
k1L closed cell o E R A7 v MEE TH S, — 5. PRECISE
& PROTEGE & & |2 #F E 1% Nitinol T& v Elgiloy IZ F % X # W I 1%
NE Wy, IR IE open cell & T free cell areas 28 JA V», Carotid Wall
Stent {2tk ~ PRECISE & PROTEGE TIif X MBI O /h S WM E T

HV . CSOMMBMBMNEEWZ &5 Carotid Wall Stent kL v & K&

FEOHFNEEANEL TWDHEEZDH,
Hosokawa © X Carotid wall stent & PRECISE & & 12 B E B T X

5% DA MEL AN EBMTH s eEMELLT DN Y Faid
Carotid wall stent {X 50-17% . PRECISE i% 20-10% & L TW 5%,
COREZEITEESA O Look up table @ E W\ & UL Wl & K O E WD
CEDbDHLHERDO —D>THDHLEEXDLN, CS OBKREMEDLE
HRERO ~>ThY, BAb CSILBII2ERABREITIZNEN
VBT EEREELVWEEZD,

KR FHZEB W T 21X CUS © TAMV % H \» T 1 Al 4 IR % %
KON B2EH O TAMV Ttk 2 TH -7 Z &b RO D NTZER

AARERTEETOEMICHFIETDZIILEIRETHL D, BAF7RME



BIHICITREBIIRNZEZH T - ET I ENREETH D,
BERELPKRZORERRICEI - TEEANRELZBELRITHLTRLE L2V,
Fr 0 B B 22 i B T i i R A S R Al E A S ElRlo T L E D
Fg—AHAD, REBIRMEICEZ 2 ARSI TI2E A ICEBRS
NTLEYBENULLD D, £ OO EERZEEF CIImikEEICE
ST ENEE L M XV EOEWER AT pooling LT Wiz
DB EOEEA O AN FE LWV,
CAS, MEHMEMREOMICHMFE & Z2 T T 5 2 & Thhil 72 &% A &
MEREZRODDLZEDARBTHLN, HEIRDO TAMV 2K 5 % 4
SUJICHEN DD L EZD, followup DI ERERE R L ITHRE
M i W IS AL e W A RT O CUS @ TAMV % ff il T &
L., LU CAS A . HEIRIL R %2 M it & B 2N BT 2720
CS B %“OMMBHEE L LE TH D, iiHic TAMV 2R 5 Kk L
LTHEFR =T rxza—7p X T3D-RA HAICFHMT 2 FENES
ThbHEHE XD, Jo b Transcranial Doppler (TCD) # H W THW
MERnhEEZMEL, BHRLKICI > TEREAZHART 2 FE%
WHELTWD O, BMMERN DT —FTANLEMITH HNEHEHIR T
borloRMBmROMBIZFTEM S, L2L TCD IF4 kD
CAS FH P IZHENMBOEEZ U 7 V¥ A4 NITFH L KNEZED
FEHIFHICHNTHEY , BEAKIHB~OEB DTV IALR ER
SO ENR W, TCD b FH B IR O M il [ O EHE N2 S i
EZ2, REOANLV—T v bbb bLIIEFICHDRFELERY B D L

ERX. IhLETIS%OMSMREL T 5,



i A

CAS O MEWNEFMITHFHIIRAT VM, 77 -7 BLOHEE
B A7 PHNOMENEO ZLRZLBEGIT LI ERMLHATH D,
AR TR LETFEEZEHAHVD Z L THBIRAT > o EE, ek
Ifi i & o AN ZI X5 i o#EWE 3D-RA & & ¥ A o & R EIC

Lo THRETLHILENDARETDH D,

&
AKHFZEICEE L. WO 2B Y £ LR oM s KA R W E AR R

2 sy 7 B BRI B RA R L E

Fl 4% F0 B o BR o

FHHELE B L O EEZ 2B H MR 7220,
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Table 1 3D-RA & HRCBCT o & ¥ 4 £ @ & \»

* )3D-RA TIiX FPD size 7 8 inch UL F ® % & . binning 728 1 x 1 {27
%)

3D-RA= 3D Rotational Angiography

CBCT=Cone beam CT

FPD=Flat Panel Detector
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Table 2
BLBE M % Phantom (Z BT D2 EHEARA T > Mo AR &EE Al HH
kR A v b, B~ 7 — 27, /K Phantom ® v 7 & )L fH

Value are maenzstandard deviation

Table 3 A FHEAK A 7 » MEF T I T D T 0 E N & RE RO
GRS SR K OV R AT

Value are maenzstandard deviation

Ccontrast=Cncentration of Contrast medium

Festimate=Estimation Carotid arterial blood flow

Cestimate=EStimation Intravascular contrast agent concentration
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Table 1 3D-RA HRCBCT

D-RA High resolition CBCT
Tube voltage kV 50-125(Auto) 80
Exposure time sec 4.0 20
Frame rate fr/sec 30 30
FPD size inch 8.0 8.0
Matrix 1024 1024
pixel size pm 154 154
Filter 0.1mmCu+1.0mmAl none
Rotation angle deg 210 210
projection images 121 620
binning 1><1" 11




Table 2 Phantom Phantom
Pixel values(Mean==SD)
100% 50% 33% 20% 7% 0% T

Car;’tté‘:]t""a" D"“t'rggd‘i‘lj’;"aﬁ 2149480 | 1699476 | 1442469 | 121771 | 1095484 | 7824117 | 6672131
carotid stent | 150.84473 | 14944491 | 1577447 | 15524684 | 15884731 | 151.8=+742 | 151.6+79.0

simulated plague | 773319 | 548+148 | 550129 | 462+95 | 435+152 | 425175 | 486175

water phantom | 52.7£99 | 434492 | 470+219 | 363=+132 | 370116 | 219+158 | 38.1+162

PRECISE D"“t'rggd‘i‘lj’;"aﬁ 224040 | 16864120 | 1396484 | 12594114 | 1063497 | 8594147 | 655129
carotid stent | 1404331 | 14362432 | 14504479 | 14184437 | 14304443 | 13954506 | 13914522

Simulated plague | 582110 | 534+129 | 533+107 | 625105 | 470+131 | 493+152 | 496109

water phantom 32.9+8.0 31.9+104 34.6+9.2 33.5+10.0 36.9+9.6 34.3+13.0 36.0+14.8

PROTEGE D"“t'rggd‘i‘lj’;"aﬁ 2359493 | 16714101 | 1406106 | 12084104 | 101.5+100 | 866139 | 63.64105
carotid stent | 1406500 | 13822264 | 14281486 | 14034463 | 14384573 | 14114649 | 139.9466.1

Simulated plague | 58088 | 524+138 | 491+156 | 439+116 | 434+157 | 412+11.9 | 526100

water phantom | 36.6£85 | 347+121 | 286109 | 368=+101 | 312+152 | 3L7+113 | 365+88




Table 3

Ceontrast Festimate Cestimate Visual Evaluation cases

L/ good fair poor
Carotid wall stent | 100 (n=15) 12.4+5.7 42.7+18.3 13 2 0
(n=37) 50 (n=22) 11.8+£3.2 19.9+5.4 20 0 2
PRECISE 100%(n=1) 15.2 26.3 0 1 0
(n=2) 20%(n=1) 7.0 11.9 1 0 0
PROTEGE 100 (n=9) 14.5+4.5 29.8+9.2 1 8 0
(n=13) 67 (n=1) 18.1 14.7 1 0 0
25 (n=3) 11.8+3.2 11.5+16 3 0 0
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Fig.3

Rt-CAS post 2year
follow up examination




Fig.4

Rt-CAS post 1year
follow up examination
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Fig.5

Rt-CAS post 2year

follow up examination
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