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Fractiona flow reserve is an essential measure
for the management of patients with

stable coronary artery disease
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CABG: coronary artery bypass surgery

et

CAG: coronary angiography

CFR: coronary flow reserve

CI: confidence interval

FFR: fractional flow reserve

HR: hazard ratio

IVUS: intravascular ultrasound

LAD: left anterior descending artery
LCX: left circumflex artery

LMT: left mein trunk

MACE: major adverse cardiac event
MLA: minimal lumen area

MLD: minimal lumen diameter

MPI: myocardial perfusion imaging

OR: odds ratio

%DS: percent diameter stenosis

PCI: percutaneous coronary intervention
PET: positron emission tomography
QCA: quantitative coronary angiography
RCA: right coronary artery
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HEENRIEZE DFANE & L CIIIERETR) (FERF9) SRME & ARy (BEReRY) SRAMmIZE DS
»H 5, WEFHFHEEONFE N FEEIRER coronary angiography (& & 0 8k 15 5
quantitative coronary angiography, QCA) T® YV, 50 FLL LR R H 5, E 45
ik & L& N T 2 —(intravascular ultrasound, IVUS)Z23#J 20 4ERiT L W VSTV
%, =D, L0 ZEMfREED R optical coherence tomography (OCT)2NBA%E X417z,
AFRFHmE & L CTiE flow wire & H W CREBNRIM T Z HIE LFF 5415 coronary flow
reserve (CFR) & pressure wire % W CEEIARNEZHE LIS 545 fractional flow
reserve (FFR)2 &% %,

TEENIRIRAEFE D 50%LL ERFEIRAETH D & WV HHEEIT Gould 12 & » CTheSL S iz, %
R O TEENRMLIT 1T BEAEE DY 90%IT 72 2 F TITMRIZA TV D 23, FE IRy O EEBIR ML i 1 352
ZEFEIN 50%IC 72D LK LA D &5 Z & 2B FERRIC X v A L= (1],

LU, TEEhHRBEAEE O RN EBIE L OFBIFEHNIC X 0 2v7e 0 B0 5 2 Ll
ShTwal2]l, BBIHFHI(QCA 55) TIIMkZE 1T linear scaling THh b, LML, 90%5k
ZETITELIFHITE 525, TNLL EORAETIE L FHIiCE 2V, b, CAG @
ZEM3fRREIL 200um TH DO T, 90%72 5 2mm DOEBNR TR ATRETZAY . 99% 5421
20mm OEBIRPLE L 2500 TH D, —757. BIRIC & 2 EBARHE TiL QCA @ 50%
PRART T0% KA LFHME L CLE S, Z2I2, AERAEL 50% & T 50, T0% LT 50D
ELOIRRR B D &V A D,

HENREITE O < HEEREZEFE O gold standard & SN TE7=MN, < ORAZHT
52 LR EN TE 1, TOAREITEENREF 15242 lumenology) ThHh D Z & TH 5,

F9. HRRMAENT 32— 2 O HFE TIEEIREE T OMEMEICAAE L, el RiER I
TIER E BN D7 s U LIRENRE LS FAET 5 Z &l ShTwa[8-6]l, Lz
Mo T, SEBIRIEE CIIRAEE 2/ Nl 2 2 &M b T 5,

Fo, WHEARY TV 7LD BGNEENRZICEBNTEZBO LD Z LR
WEINTWAIT], ZHITEEIARNIZIESE L7z plaque (2 X 2 A2 4 85 IUERERE & L
T, EEROIARDIERT D285 TH 5, BH . plaque OWIIAED 40%% 58 5 F Ti,
FEBRDMB I CIER T2 2 ENZ N2 ERFEH STV D,

S 61T, FRERMAE N T 2 — % W EAFEIC K 0 s RIS UIE LIS MW A T e
L TRV, mEREEY TEOREBLIEMICMD Z L ITREELE Z 2 5T 5([8-10], PCI
(2 &V plaque fissuring <° dissection 2342 Z V) | HENRFE L 1L S O ICEMERTEREIZ 72D D
T, PCI & O LFIIE S HICREE L 22 2 [11], MAENT=a—I2XL Y Zh b DRI
IR SN TE o, HHERIEERE 2T 2B DA ERETH 20 EOHEIT LI
LIZHEETH 5,
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Pressure wire |Z pull-back curve i< Z L2 LV | EENREIROFRAEFEE DR T
x5,
2. DMBMHRAESCAHIKILDORMHZ TIX IVUS KRBT ATE RN L03H 5,
Pressure wire 73 A\ & 72 WEIXFEFIZ D720,
3. IERERFLZITILNR2 0 OEREZET 5,
Pressure wire | 337 CEEAFHEA TX 50T, EMOEITE I WY,
4. fR1BIE1X100—150 u m T, ZFT L H L <7220,

CFR ORRA & L THIIRD SR ZET HiL b,

1. EHFEANEIR,
IEHEE 1.8~5.0 LHEIA <, IEHEE REEICRIRE RV DBH D,

2. W72 cutoff 721>,
MATENRED AT A Z T 5,
I, ARFER, UHE D2k L W CFR OfEREEN T %, PCL OMICIZ 2 S Off
MWEALT D2 ENZNDT, HERKERZ ERDNh6T H D,
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% 2% FFR OB&

FFR 3L T OFE ML ML & & RS 28 B2 IER Th 5 LRE L2 HE OFE L
MitEE D TH D, DEV | BREDFIEIZ S Db b T HERF STV D i KL D 4y
2R3, 2],

R FE M (maximum hyperemia) : Z D4, AN L 0 &% S 7 ik O b Eh R
MEZV D, ATl & FEANZ X5 R MIInT LH—EH L7,

HIEEE
1. O ML i & bk (Myocardial Fractional Flow Reserve, FFRmyo)
_Pv P
FFRmyo= Pd-Pv R
Pa-Pv P

BAEAFAE T DO R LT R & B O RO i & & Ok
BHE ORETIE Py IZEHETX 5
2. FENRIMTE T £t (Coronary Fractional Flow Reserve, FFRcor)
Pd - Pw
Pa-Pw
BRAELFAT T O de Kok M & & 1B 5 O e Kok i & & O b
3. g mAT#& M &kt (Fractional Collaterl Flow, Qc/QN)
Qc/N=FFRmyo-FFRcor
AR RINIA T3 oD it B & 15 & D fe ROC i I s & & oD B
4. B AR PA ZEREIC B B S D e K O F i AT B8 M i (maximum  recruitable

collateral flow at coronary occlusion)

FFRcor =

Pw- Pv
c/QN)max =
(Qc/QN) Pa—-Pv
e IR B ZERF (2 B B X A2 B K OB LA T o I i & & 155 O fe KOO L & & D

e
Pa : lx RFEMEFOFEIIRE, Pd @ H R IEMEFOEERMEBARE, Pw : EBIIREAZE
RFO R R EBIARE, QN @ IEF OF R ORI E, Qe « AR AT H it &

LEFRFOEREIIRDO X HlckSnbd
Ap=f- Q+s - Q2
f 1% friction coefficient C, ZZEFIRFIZHEEE QLI ETZD, TR b PEE O LR EE
R, MR, EARAL. ElE . RUVIEZE, /ML, microvascular disease (£ [T
B 5, s I separation coefficient T, ZZEFFRFOEEZEIT/N S WS, FEMFFIC I & E DE
WA T, KA, EARZS, FHEE . BVIRZE, KIS, microvascular disease 7
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FFR OIE&EHE

FFR <0.75 REIM2SFHTE S 415
PCI D& & v

FFR =0.80 REM SR S

PCI o7 L
FFR 0.76~0.79 gray zone

FFR (3 ZEE S RESRbEVREETH S
EBA R DERITE OBE ORI H 2 0ENRNbh 5,
MPI i+ ¥ O FEBIRE M 8 2 035,
FFR (Z5EBRD & OO MA B 2 03D,
SF Y, FFR IHE b EMAREDEVVRETHDH LWV 2 D,

BAFM T D5 &k & EfARITE LTI Z 20720
RARFMTOF & EHARIRDEMET, LS NI1RH Y K bEHETE 5 H1E
THY ., JFEERDO H 5 5o OFERER ZIREZ D Z E N TX (5],

ATP @%HJW‘?%“F‘&’@E
E L7 FRMARAEDN By TR BV D
Lt’?lﬂié‘}gﬂiﬂﬁﬁ) %#’Lé

. TQ'—?EF’JL%%C TCNERPERT D

« & 140~160pg/kg/min

- EITEH
T (10~15%)
PCERRITE (20~30%)

Bernoulli ® &
AP=1/As X1XV?
AP : AT O Fi A
L BRAZER D d/ N BT AR
1: Eé\ Voo i
FFRIZZORDTRTEZE LA NETE D

FFR OBERFIL42TH S
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AR
MpEHE (2 Fe, 3 TR D)
77— &

TEBNARAE AL FEIE DA —

MR RAL CEBNIREE L)V X2 /T FATES (IC@BEEICAET 5

RS R T D EMORIZHAET D
« LR FATEOISCRU S —FRE WO T, HIEOLFHEMDODHEZELZ L Z L3 0

Nakazato & [31iT 45 EE 54261 58 54 %f5(Z CAG - FFR + CCTA %fifi Lz, 77— 7 &
DFFRE L LT percent aggregate plaque volume (%APV) % 7=, 22 #1(38%)i% FFR 73 0.80
PLF O MmE T oiz, EiMFIIIEEmFt~, MLD AAEIZ/NE<(1.3 vs. 1.7 mm, p =
0.01), MLA A EIZ/hE < (2.5 vs. 3.8 mm2, p=0.01). %APV IZAEICKE - 7-(48.9% vs.
39.3%, p < 0.0001), ROC curve T® AUC iZ%APV (0.85)7° diameter stenosis (0.68). area
stenosis (0.66), MLD (0.75), MLA (0.78) D\ 11 &LV & K& M olz, %APV #2225 Z &1
XV DFEFED net reclassification index(NRDIZAHEIZk# L7 (diameter stenosis [NRI
0.77, p < 0.001], area stenosis [NRI 0.63, p = 0.002], MLD [NRI 0.62, p = 0.001], and MLA
[NRI 043, p = 0.01D), 2F V., 77— 7 ENEEMNEEE OB ER T & LT diameter
stenosis - area stenosis * MLD - MLA L LIZEETHDH Z L Z2 LTV 5,

HexlaliT 624 BITH N T L - 22T (CCO)ZPAE LT, CCS 7% 1,000 LA T Tik CCS i
xHEH CCS>1 DS LAD THEICHE TH Y CCS 7% 1,000 %##2 THIH T.LAD & RCA
D CCSIFABAENRL 1257, LCX D CCS IIARITEKIETH -7z, DFE V| WEREE(LAIE
WICEEICR 2 FETIE, LAD 077 — 27 BEREFIICZ NI L AR LTV D,

CAG ¢ FFR D I A~y FIT 4 H+TRHHATEZ 5[5]
mismatch (DS>50% and FFR>0.80)

X+ OR p
GR 1.040 <0.001
LAD 0.335 <0.001
PR 0.966 <0.001
e/ BT T AR 1.989 0.001
SR EEES 1.089 0.034
7T — U & 0.951 <0.001
7T — 7 OREE 0.385 0.004
reverse mismatch (DS<50% and FFR<0.80)
[N+ OR p
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A 0.957 0.003

LAD 5.427 <0.001
e/ W T A 0.345 <0.001
7= & 1.032 0.027
7T — 3.159 0.011

INHDORFDIFE AL, BREE - AR - MHE - 77— 27 80D 4[N Tl TE %,
FT— 0 OGN ONTIE, NS D 7T — 7 1FBLN I N T T — 7 2R T, T — 7 BN
2N ERMEESNTWAILE],

A2 0.75 U ETIZRMAFERINRNDN?

W< DO validation study &9 0.75 L ECIHEMITFEE I NN E SN TNDER, —
J57C0.756~0.80 D TITEMITEZ Y 92 L T27—Z bFET 51, 2,7, 8,

B FFRO.75~0.80 I gray zone & %2 LT\ 5,

Nico Pijls iZ Tuse your common sense|, [interplay between clinical and technical
factors| LB~ TU 5,

FFR DR}

DARFEZE, E=AEK, BERIG 7 £ microvascular disease DA% 15 2 & N KD[R
RThHD, DA, microvascular disease N 72 WA & R DR KFEMMBE BT, Ik
ZERE /N L T L E 9,

L L, W@ fcpe2E (epicardial disease) 2y % D HBE DO KMLFE % & OFLEREE L TV 50,
FIORBRRAEOMIRIC LD O bWVET L2NTFHETE LD T, AT —T/ETD
HETAHTH D,

FER, LA EEZEH% O FFR JIE OA AYEZRET L2 @& 236 5. De Bruyne & 130 fH2E
FIE 6 HLLND 57 B2 v F SPECT & FFR JIE %17 - 72[9], FFR=0.75 ¢ SPECT
TOIMFREE 2§ 2 & R REIIE 2 82% & 87% CTHh~7-, FFR & SPECT & »—
HHRIL 85% Th -7z, Samady OHIX DA% 3.711.8 HIZFREEOKRF 21T ->7-[10],
SPECT O §554i &t~ T FFR<0.75 D&KL - FrHL L « F5MH g =2 « Fa M 31345~ 88%.
93%. 88%. 93% Th o7, LM Z K TE i FFR £ 0.78 Th-o7-, BLEXD,
DRI BV C O E(TMmE O FFR JIEIC L 0 ORI A EfECRET 5 2 &0
TELEEZBZbND,

BETEBNK T BB RN H S AEFITO FFR & #%% S5 DifREI & O BRI DUV CTIEf
NI, EEIEROYA, MAEROREEIT O ORI G L Th2Rn, ZOREE,
FFR 7% 0.75 75 1.0 O [ D e K it 2 00 A B T ) O#FE TR R OFRREE S H N 5125
TWNS b eEZOND, 2D X 57384 FFR 8 0.75 L ETH - TH OB ML THR
N5 AMREMEN B S [11],
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# 3E &K% imaging modality & DB

Myocardial perfusion imaging (MPI)

MPI [EFFOTH%IZE DO TRIFTH D1, 1994~2003 £ 19 #f%E (39,173 Hi) % £
LDl 2.3 (1.8~3.0FDORRIMEILE T, LIS - LAEIEDHE X 0.6 (0.5~0.9)%/
EThoTz, 7o, AR D 39 A58 (69,655 Hi)E F LD & LRIE - DAHFEIE DSEE
TR Y 2 7 #ED 0.85 (0.6~1.2) %/AFITx L, @YU A2 #EIE 5.9(4.6~8.5) %/ ELK THETH
277,

Hachamovitch 5130 M OFREE & 1B O BR &2 st LU O S o F CIE i~ fE
R OBA TR, PEEU OB M CImiTHEN 2 £ T & TH D EiEm LT
W52, 3], 2003 4EO BRI BROBEED 720 10,627 2 %1542 L 72AFFE TIXAEED 10%
VLR O i) CIENFHOTEIREE O 7 A3, AT HEIREE LV & A B OIBSEN D 72 o 72 [2],
W, D 11%LL EOE M TIXmATREIFFED T2, NWRHIGIRERE L D A B Ol
e DI rote, DM OFHA/NS <, FRIIRELRDIFE, ZTOETRE o7,
MAT MR OREREIX PCI & CABG 134> Th - 1=,

2011 D 12,329 Bl & %15 & L2 [REROBFSEIZ B W T | B RE B OBEE D720 8,791
BHZDWTIE 12.5% N ZEDHERTH 78, Fio, MATHEN OBEED & 2 FEO A1 E
1,542 FITHX 7.5% 0 D0ERTH Y . fixed defect 2 10% AR D .LFFEZE 1,188 T
12.5% M2 DEERTh -7, MATHEFOFEREIL PCI & CABG 1T 5T > Th o7,

Safley b3 M52 2AZEHNC PCI 21TV, £ T &2 Oy 7 & OBR TR L
7z[4], PCI it D 5%LL EOLHEMOHEREZ 25 & 5%LL B Lo SER L O LTz
BN L« DO ORETiE 0%xF 87.3%. A MLAE TiE 34.7%%F 34.7%., 145z 1ML
BECIL 68.5%%f 19.2%. = EEMAETIL 86.7%%f 9.2% TH > 7=, 6 K DOAEMFRITEIML
B 87%., EMIYHERE 78% T, A& CARICEE TH-7-(p=0.018), £7=. ROC curve
IZ X D MECIEL PCI # 5% LA B0 Uil e B D 72 OITIT L D 12.5% LA L O R I A3 w4 22
THoT=0RE 80%., HrHE 80%), 5%LL LD DR IMBEFED 72 DI 1T D 6.25% L T
DML T o T 75% ., FFFE 80%), L7=i3-> T, DAEMALEED 10~12%
LLETIZPCIIZ L0 PHEAYGEE L, 10% A0 OEIM TIXFICFERIENT D LB b,

VI bEo®E LY DFELNALEED 10~12%Lh Fd 5 PR DL o O ML Tl 7/
BATIC LD, PRIZEET D, 10% A0 OBREELLT OO M L CHENEHTERR 23 58
JET, MATAHEINISIC PR EBIIE L 2 N THRIND,

MPI ®3;4 . balanced ischemia D7=OZAIREDRIEHENITE D Z EREHE SN
T3, Botman HITZFIHAIZEVT MPI T X COEMMEEE E L < [E T 2ER]
X 10%ICT Xl oo L @E L TWAIB], 7o, AEEBEHZE TIE MPL IEFFT LA 5%,
KU A7 FtRZ 10% OB TRDT-E ORENRH 5[6], 3 BIRAIER CILERITRZ 12%.
1 AR R % 28%IZF8D I E VIS & 5 (7],
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Melikian 513 67 242528 451(201 £) % %482 FFR & MPI (2 X % i ifi a8k o [ 72 HE
N U7=[8l, EORER. Wi B —B L7=fliT 42%ITi8 X /e o 72, 86% DTt MPI
28 FFR & b~ TR Mg o 5% @/ Nl L TR 0 . 22%OF] Tk MPI 23 M feik o %k %
W RFHM LTz,

FFR & IVUS O+HES

— I EIRAZIIRAZ L T 50%LL |, Wi fE € 75% LA E& S Tnd, =& 2, B
3.0mm D IMEDOWIHAIL 7.1 mm2 THY ., L FEHINL2WHEFE 4.0 mm? (ZWrEmfE Clix
44%% HD HITT Z 20,

Kang © 13 692 51(784 #5512 IVUS & FFRJIE %17\ FFR<0.80 & 72 % IVUS @ cutoff
xR L7z[9], EDfEE, 21 TO best cutoff il MLA 2.4 mi C, J&E T 84%., 5
FEIX 63% T o7, HHITILLAD (% 2.4 mi, LCX X 1.6mi, RCA L 24miTH-7, #
AL IR L 2.6 mil, AL 2.3 mil, AL 1L.9mi Th o7z, Fio, tRRIMERED
3.5mm LA ETiE 3.2 mi, 2.75mm K Tlx 1.9 miTH -7z, LaL, RO IEMEFEE)
1% 80% A T o 7=,

FERIZ, Waksman OIZHEEEZE 350 $1(367 HZ)IC IVUS & FFR HIE 1TV,
FFR<0.80 & 72 % IVUS @ cutoff fili & figt L7=[10], Z DR, 241 TD best cutoff i
MLA 3.07 mm?2 C, /&I 64.0%., FFREIX 64.9% CTho7-, Fio, *RMELA 3.0mm
Rl Tl 2.4 mm2, 3.0-3.5mm TiX 2.7 mm2, 3.6mm P ETiX 3.6 mm2 THo7=,

FFR & CAG - IVUS & Ok

Christou » 1% FFR % CAG (QCA)F X O noninvasive imaging & xftb L 7232 D
meta-analysis #17-72[11], FFR & QCA % [t L7- 18 ##7E(1,522 %) Tid random
effect (2525 QCA DT T8%., KL X 51% TdH - 7=, MiH DO —BERITIRAZE 30~T70%
T 61%. T0%LL 1T 67%. 30%Ai T 95% Th -7z,

FFR & noninvasive imaging % #g L 7= 21 #F%8(1,249 57 7Z) Tl random effect (2 X 5
QCA DFEEEIL 76%, FFEFEIX 76% Th > 7-[12], MPI TIHEE X 756%. FFEEIX 77% T
& - 7=, Dobutamine BB TILRE 1L 82%., K HIL T4% Th - 7=, L7=23-> T, QCA
TFFR % #3425 Z & X/ # C . noninvasive imaging |3 FFR & modest 72 fHRH 258D 7=,

Ziaee D ITHEFE D A NERFZ 55 I C FFR 2@ L7=[13], AN T0%LL o 25 f
TIX 20 #23 FFR>0.75 Toh > 72, IRAZFEEN T0%A O 30 BT 30 FilFi{FHI2Y FFR>0.75
Tholz, LR oT, CAGIZE D AREIRAEOFHEIIEF ICREETH D LB 2 b,

Park %13 1,000 (1,129 %212 CAG. IVUS, FFR #ll & %17\, CAG & FFR ® mismatch
2B 53 R 1A #Ft L7-[14], Mismatch (DS>50%7>> FFR>0.80)13FF/: iR 2
57%. ETEHEIRZED 35%I1238D 72, Mismatch (25T AR FIL FicDi@v Th-o7z,
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factor OR p

age 1.040 <0.001
LAD 0.335 <0.001
lesion length 0.966 <0.001
IVUS-MLA 1.989 0.001
QCA-MLD 1.089 0.034
plaque burden 0.951 <0.001
plaque rupture 0.385 0.004

% 7=, reverse mismatch (DS<50% and FFR<0.80) |XIFA EpERHRAD 16%., & LR
ED 40%IZ78 7=, Mismatch (ZB5-F K FIL FREDED THHo 7=,

factor OR p

age 0.957 0.003
LAD 5.427 <0.001
IVUS-MLA 0.345 <0.001
plaque burden 1.032 0.027
plaque rupture 3.159 0.011

Computational simulation study TiZ FFR (2829 % [K 7% diameter stenosis, lesion
length, lesion shape, plaque eccentricity, surface roughness, plaque rupture shape T®
-7,

INHDORF D% 1L CAG TITHBIARETH Y . CAG T FFR Z EREICHEET H 2 &1XT
TRNEEBEZDLND,

Positron Emission Tomography (PET)

PET %045 L3 & (myocardial blood flow, MBF) Dot % & &AM C & 2 ik
ToH Y MPI & HA~ZER S RREDN BN T2 D | BN O L Lk E 2 IET 5 2 LN TE D,
PET @ tracer & L CiZ Rb-82, N-13 ammonia, O-15 23% %, Dipyridamole <> adenosine
Z W TRARFMEFD MBF ZHIE L., Z#Fo MBF & DX V. coronary flow reserve
(CFR)ZR D Z LN TE 5,
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TA4E PEEREIINT S FFR HIE

HEEFERZE 1T FFR IE DR S L WEIE Th b, e BRIE . CIIRE ORRAECm O
A2 2% LTl visual ZRHIILE B ZRFHE & LEXTH R 0 EfETH D2, HEE
AR L CIIERICREMTH D Z L RME SN TV D, BROBUGIZB W T %k
JERAE H R 5A . PCL OIS G HIEFC K 5 = L1372y, £7220 X 5708
BLVERNCLG Y v FETOHEBMOAENHERTE TWD Z idie LAV AN, EFE,
DY F EHMiATHR D 5 PCI 21795 Z LIHEMETH Y . BFICHTL2AHE KX
W, FFR W% &, ZOHTHERENGEIE LT, PCL 25| &Hi&iTH> 2L b
ARETH D,

FEERET, HERNQEEREIXS 45D LITBRE 2V

Iwasaki et al [1] 417 lesions

stenosis n FFR<0.75
40-70% 417 36%
FAME study [2] 1,329 lesions
stenosis n FFR<0.80
50-70% 624 (47%) 35%
71-90% 518 (39%) 80%
91-99% 199 (15%) 96%

AR T FFR DA EFHFH TOTFRIIFETEICTEN
cardiac event death/MI

Iwasaki[1] 3.5%lyr 0.2%/yr
DEFERI[3] 4.0%/yr 0.7%lyr
J-CONFIRM|[4] 0.4%/yr
revascularization MI
FAME(5] 1.6%/yr 0.1%l/yr

Fischer 1% 83 D &g kA2 2 %1512, FFR - visual assessment * QCA (quantitative
coronary angiography) % b L7-[6], FFR 1% 0.82+0.11 T, FFR<0.75 7 18%& ->7-, 3
NDOBGH LT reviewer @D visual assessment & FFR (3 CcLor—& L7eh o7,
Reviewer ]O—# 1 Z Lo 7=(Spearman’ s rho=0.36), Visual assessment IJJ#% 2 (80%)
EIRMER T ER91%)IZ BAF Th > 7278, Fr5REE(47%) & BBPER T R(25%) 13K~ 72, QCA
TIIPRAEE<60% F 7213 MLD>1.4mm Ti% FFR<0.75 OBliL727r 27223 Z LSO FFHE
TIZFFR OXBNTTE Ao Te, LIzh > TR L 72 reviewer (2 X % visual assessment
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R QCA TITRHE > D P A O IEME 2 il XR#E T h - 7,

Bech 51398 % A4 % W& EEp 225 ¢, FFR>0.75 Oiifsi 100 #1% 18+13 (3-42) » A

R zE L7=[7], 2 BT DRSO JFIK TIELE Lz, 90 FI(90%) X EINRA <> R 3
72, PElMED CCSclass 14 2.01.2 705 0.7£0.9 122k L 72 (p<0.0001), EEIRA <>
X 8 Fl(8WIZFRYD . 4 B(4%)I target-vessel B# TH -~ 7-, HEE/LDOITEEINRA <> b
D7Dy 72 90 FlIHIMEIE DO &30 53, CCS class NXEL TNDH I & TH
Do ZAUTBFICHEERATERLME IR, BEOLLLIELFEMETH D LIRET D
ZEICED LD EEDITELELTND,

ez 1T Z2(QCA 40-70%) % A4 5 417 {51 FFR £ %17 - 7=[1], FFR>0.75 ®
B3 266 151(65%) Tdh > 7=, FFR>0.75 T PCI % defer L7-%7%% 207 #i(A &), FFR>0.75
T PCI % JitifT L 7245175 59 (B ), FFR<0.75 T PCI % {7 L 72125 151 $i(C &) T -
72o FFR & % diameter stenosis (%DS) DI XA EOFEE Z RO 7208, F OAEEI I modest
(R2=0.149, p<0.0001) TH -7z, %DS (X A # T 52.67.3%, BHE T 585E8.5%, CHET
60.4+=7.7% T, A THEILE2? o7z, BREEE CHDO%DS ITAEENR, ZE%DS
DFHTIX FFR BN IEFEDPBREDORBINTE RN L 2R LTV 5D, B ZR 1 29.5+
18.5 7 A T o oo L FHOGONBAE SRR BERE | AT FFERADIT A BEDS 8.7%. . BHEN 22.0%,
C DS 25.2% T, ABDPARICA R, BHLE CHTITAREELZRORN-T, £z, O
FRAELZ L2 ABEDO 18 H10 9 5, 13 Bil(72.2%) ITHRFAGHEITH 0 . 12 $1(66.7%) 1
ZBF L ERNIRL T RnoTtz, LiZ-> T, FFR>0.75 O] Tix PCI % defer L TH %D
FHITIEFICRLF T, DFHUE 3.5%/4F, (DIESE - DAEZEIT 0.2%/4F L IEFIZIKETH -
77

CVIT-DEFER registry TIIHEE M2 3,804 #1i2 FFR H|E %17 - 7=[8], Visual
assessment Tl 50%IRZEN 42.9%, T5%IZAED 50.2%. 90%IRZEDS 6.9% T > 7,
Visual-functional mismatch (%DS>75 % and FFR>0.80) % 43.4% |Z . reverse
visual-functional mismatch (%DS<75% and FFR<0.80)% 23.2%ICi8 7=, L7=23-> T,
visual assessment & FFR OAR—E | %) 2/3 DIER TR DT,

IRIRIZOWTHD & D strategy ITNERIIRIE DS 34.56%, PCI 28 63.5%, CABG 23
2.1% T -72[9], FFRL0.84 OFIN 42.2% CTd - 7=, FFR JIE R ICNEROIERE A AT FFa
WAL/ > 1261725 19.7%. PCI 28 ANBHIRIRICE RIT 22 > 1225 57.4% 8 > 72, K
TR T # D E LI /e - 72411% 839.0% ThH - 7=,

1VAEZORER 2 A% & BAEMAE B L 72 LFiid FFR>0.80 T PCI defer #£(n=1,992)
T 3.1%, FFR>0.80 T PCI ifT(n=230) T 4.8%. FFR<0.80 T defer #£:(n=506)T 4.9%.
FFR<0.80 C PCI fifTH£(n=1,129) T 7.0% CT& -~ 7=[10],

Nam 5325222559 % FFR-guided PCI & 83 f5i| & IVUS-guided PCI #f 94 #1 % Lt
i U711, AU EEARBR TldZe v, PCI @ cutoff fifi% FFR-guided PCI 1% 0.80,
IVUS-guided PCI £/ CSA 4.0mm2 T o 7=, HAFE (518% vs. 52E8%)F L OIHAE
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(24 £ 12mm vs. 24+ 13mm) (T W F THEEZZRBO L2 o722, PCI OHifT =%
FFR-guided PCI B CHREIZAD 725 72(833.7% vs. 91.5%, p<0.001), L L. DLl
BECHBEZBD D572 (3.6% vs. 3.2%, p=NS), PCI fii1T? FHIA11% FFR vs IVUS
(relative risk [RR] 0.02), LAD vs non-LAD (RR 5.60), multi- vs single-vessel disease (RR
3.28) ChH o7z, LIl > T RETEENHEE CHBEENRWIZH b 57, IVUS-guided
PCI Ti% FFR-guided PCI ® 3 (5D PCI #4482 L, L PRIZMEETEL RN & &
RLTWD,

Z DR XIZxT 5 editorial comment (3 If you want to stent ... do IVUS! & ST
v . ”If you want to justify placing a stent, use IVUS. If you prefer medical therapy, use
FFR.” & ik~ Z Ll common catheterization lab “joke”72 & L T\ 503, 172 L CZ
AT joke T A 9 »[12],

J-CONFIRM registry Tl FFR #l]7E PCI % defer L7z 1,263 il 2 4% D T A et L
72[13], FFR 1% 0.86+0.06 7= ~>7=, 2414 ? target vessel failure I% 5.5% T > 7=, L
FEIT 0.41%, HARIMAE 2B L7 DpiigEL 0.41% & FEHIIRE TH -~ 72,

Parikh & (3 Veterans Affairs Clinical Assessement, Reporting, and Tracking Program
7 2009 4 1 A2 5 2017 4 9 H D7 —# (66 ik, 17,989 B34 L7z, Z Dl FFR
MATHRIE 14.8% 05 18.5% k2 12 5L, PCI A THITIE 44%70° 5 75%I2 L5 LTz
[14], 14E#% ORI 2L FFR BET 2.8%. angiography-only £ T 5.9% (p<0.0001)T. &
FHCTHEBIED o1z, ZEEMNTHR O 1 AERSETRITHHE THRICIK ) - 72 (hazard ratio
[HR] 0.57; 95% CI 0.45-0.71; p<0.0001), L7=723> T, FFR-guided PCI |Z X ¥ ¥83E =34

SR T2 2 &R ENT,

DEFER trial iZ FFR iE# 2% L PCL AT O A A4 MEAE 25 IR D T-ME— DR TH 5,
DEFER trail CTIxHS 426 325 11T FFR & L7z, FFR>0.75 OJERILME(E2IC
PTCA deferral #£(n=91) & PTCA performance #(n=90)\Z43 7 7=[15], FFR<0.75 OJEH)IX
PTCA %JiifT L 7= (reference #f, n=144), 24 » A ORBBEEIT-T-, TOME, HH
AT 1T deferral £ & performance B ClRIZ% TH - 7=(12 » A T 92% vs. 89%. 24 »
T 89% vs. 83%)7% reference I & ¥ b A FIZEIETH > 72(12 7 H T 80%.24 » H T 78%),
BDMESEAR D 72\ VEI 51 deferral £ & performance B Tl TH >7-(12 » A T 49% vs.
50%. 24  H T 70% vs. 51%) 73, reference £ X 0 & HREIIKME TH -72(12 » A T 67%.
24 7 T 80%), L72hio T, PREERZAEFICIHVTIE FFR MEIZ L Y PTCA 23F M 720 E
BIREETE DT LRSI,

DEFER trial ® 5 % OfERNHE ST 5[16], 98% D follow-up K ThH > 7-, M
AR IL deferral B L performance #f CTlA%E TdH -7-(80% vs. 73%, p=0.52) A3,
reference B L U H A EIZEE TH - 72(63%, p=0.03), DMEIE « DFHFEZEIL deferral B &
performance ¥ ClRI%Z T > 72(3.3% vs. 7.9%, p=0.21)23, reference #f X ¥ & A B ITIKAHE
Th-7:2(15.7%, p=0.003), L7=23->T, HEEEHRLEHIZIBVTIE FFR JEIC L5 PTCA
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deferral lD T 5 FZIZBNTH BAF Th o7z, DIESE « DAFEZE DA I M 1% A
i T o7z,

DEFER trail |3 15 4-1% O BB L ORE R H #E ST 5 [17], Follow-up #13 92%
ThH o7, HLEHEIL deferral T 33.0%. performance #:C 31.1%. reference £ T 36.1%
T, SRECHEBEEZRORM -1, LIHFEZERIL deferral BE73 performance £ X W &I
D725 72(2.2% vs. 10.0%, p=0.03), L7=728- T, HREAIIZIEA BRI T 5 deferred
PCLIFEEICRHIM O T b BIF TH o 72,

FFR (239 208 - A& LT, TFFR>0.80 72T, PCI ZEfT L72 o726, LEFHL
I LTz, E95LTNDARE!N ] Lo bDnH5H, Zhulx LTk, CCTA TR
E 77— (high-risk plaque) =T 252 LICL->THY A7 HERETE D (HAETIE
CAG FIZHEENK CT 28 L CWAEENZ D T) DT, AXF 5 (high-intensity
statin therapy)|Z L O T 5 LA 2720, FEHIEE 16 AL TV 2 & 20,

Flo. MOBEREER 2 E ZIZ, FHEREZE 4 caroid artey stenting THEER L C &4
B RIERITLEGE LW E AR LT S 0 . LI & @ analogy 23REF ST
WA[18], Z DA JACC I SN TV A ERITRE W,
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BHE LEXBEREIZNNT S FFR HIE

FEERERIRAZ @ 50% UL EOAERH D & CABG OisE ST\ b, L, FEE
(21X 50% R ORRZE DA CABG DG O 2K 5 FEFI 3D 72 < 72,

e EREPAE O P EEREOSE ., RO L D REBEAND 5,
1. QCA IZ L % %DS OFHiilZ A IEME R Z & AZ0,

EEHRIPIEFITHE NG S, MEHIRENH LA, MWEOEL D TR I WA
TEENRIE S C & 278 FepE OB Z2 B ORI LRI N EECT o 5, Cameron H 1% 106 B/
TR A O I RS AT A Wt L. IREDOPRZEEIZOWNWTO 3 AOTiiE ] To—EE
1% 41~59%IZ LT oo iz EE LT 5 (1], Garber &3/ EBEHED 60 i
IVUS #JifT L. EEIREEAT R T 2 flic LA B 2580 - 7248, IVUS Tik
60 5l 27 BI(45%)2 77— 7 Z78, T DN 6 BlTEH dEE AT Ch - 7= Lt L
QRPN
2. BEIRAETRWEGEIZIE, "M AR« 777 MPRHELTLEIBZENDRDH D | AME
IRNA NRAFWZAT D Z LT85,

Abizaid 51372 FEFHEIZ 50%LL EORAEEF T 5 122 FllZ OV TR L 72 I8l iEEIRIE
WA X o/ MERE L TVUS FrlE 2 OFR 2 3789 72 (r=0.364), 1 -tk O LFEHERIT
14%I29 X7, DIBSEIE 4 BlOARTH T, T OWFFRITHEEPAE O/ FER A B O K
HITEAA RNAFM O BEIZZ T T, 2O OEFIIHEIEMICITHERETII RV & %
R LTS,

3. L EMERAENHE T HEIROMOMBIICH BRENGFET D56, £ O~
® PCI 23 b U218 Th 5,

FE BRI TR U LIEE I S IRARA 28D 5 Z E R bTun b [4],

4. DY v F 70 E OIFBIMB e A TIIE ER AT X B ORI & oL D 3%
WX B2EMOXBN UIE LIZHREECH 5, Bermann S I FHEHZE 101 #i SPECT %
TV, B%ITIERFTR, 10%I3E U 27 FTR Ch o7z L fE LT 5 (5],

FFR & D EEE

JRALE LT, AR PTG L OVERIER O )7 OO FFR ZHIE L, 5 & X Edhifi
RIS, Bl EMBAETEET O LICLY, EERETOEEEZBETE D, Ykt
TIFETHIE COEZETLT 2 B KL CHIE « fték LT\ 5, £/l M8 « ZEETek:
O FFR O—FHBIEF T, —FRBREOZENH 5, TOLEA T ERTICIIA BT 2
<. FFR BEE 2K (< 086, ) ICHBEIRENFET 5 L HETE 5,
FFR=0.75 THRIICRBBILZET 256, EH MBI ICEE TH L5, £E
HRER D BRZEES T plaque rupture (2 K DPAZENE Z 5 LB/ o000 TH D, FRmEIER
THEE, WARNEIIEE (X2 F R ACE EAIZ&Tr) 21TV, CCTA LE@ikE
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A X D EHI 2R BRI N E E LUy,

FFR BIERDOER

L AAEIREOEE, AT 427 « BT =T AOEEHENPADTICA > TN D L5375
MRE 53, RAE LB/ LT LES 2L eAd, WERETAT 47« hT—
TNENOEPLSNT, D ULIZT L TIT I,

2. Ty — UL T —DFZREEICHA T 4 7« T —T VN ETEHE A DL
ATV ZENHLHDT, BT CTHRLENOLHEHRE AT,

LAD <° LCX 27203 % 5556 @ FFR HIE

Yong & 3% MW T, LAD % 7213 LCX IZ8-AE & {ERK T 2 Aiit% © LMT @ FFR HIEE %
200 pair T L7z[6], ZORER, FAEBIZIEF IS @ EREN S 2 58 LISMTIE, FFR A
IHEEREEZIT RN EPRESNI,

Daniels 51 in vitro model %z T, LAD <° LCX |ZHRJE ~HEEFE DFRAE1 & H5A T
HAEFEHEHO FFR Z#IE LS METE 52 L 2HE L TWAI[7],

Fearon 5% LAD 7> LCX 282224 2 /2 FHEERIRZE 25 T, 91 pair BEZED 72\ fiL
12 pressure wire Z A L7254 @O FFR JIEfi[true FFR] & 420 & 2 4% |2 pressure
wire i A L7234 @ FFR & fE[apparent FFR])® FFR HIE %175 72[8], & D& R,
true FFR (0.81+0.08)!% apparent FFR (0.83+0.08) X W o9 M TlddH 228, A=K
Td - 72(p<0.001), FFR D ZEIFPAEE & AHBERETR Y & - 72 (r=0.35, p<0.001),

L72i3 o T, BRED 72V LB I pressure wire Z A L THIET R, 1T & A EDE T
2 O FFR BEFERIRIC B RN L B2 b D,

Bech & [ZH 5B /2 E#p A4S 54 1 2 %52  FFR20.75 O 24 f5il(44%) IXNFHER % |
FFR<0.75 @ 30 BI(56%0)13/ A /XA FAi %417 - 72[9], 3 FHOEFRIZNERE 100%., 4+
FHEE 97% CHBZELZRBD RN oo, BREREEFELNEEE 76%., AR 83% THEEY
RO IR T,

Tk & 13 FpE R 22 (visual assessemnt D %DS 28 25~75%) D 16 #ic FFR HIE #17 -
72, FFR>0.75 @ 8 il CIINFHIER 28I L. FFR<0.75 @ 8 BiliCId A /A Fifi&21T >
721101, ZZE&ER O FFR IZNEHEWREETIL 0.91+0.01, #FFHAREE Tl 0.61+0.03 Th -
72(p<0.0001), LA L. xtBRIAERE « Fe/MMERR « %A ITOT b Wil CHEEZRD
2o T, ROBBIZEIMIE 26.510.8 (13-39) » H Th o7z, WEHEREECIX 1 B2/ T
1TKCxt 9% PCI 2521 7=, AMVEHEER CILOA2E 2 68O, L7233 -> 7T, FFR
TENTE IR AR T D 3 A N AFIR ORISR EICHEFICHATH L LB b,
Courtis © 1% 142 B 4 EE O /2 Fapfipl 225 4 x50, FFR<0.75 OHEFNZ 13 iMmAT it
iz, FFR>0.80 OJEFNZ IXNEHEW Z . FFR 23 0.75~0.80 OIEGNZ TR A BIIZIEHE 7
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RE LTZ[11), £ OfER, 60 BlIXiMmATrRE 2, 82 BlIXNEHAK 21T 7=, 14=11 » H
OFRBBIEL ATV, OFHIIMAT MR 7%, WEHAERE 18% T, AEZELZROIRN-
oo DMBBE « DA ZE LI T FFEITRE 7%, NEHEWHE 6% T, AEALZBDRIN-T,

Hamilos 13 213 o> i 5 B o0 /e T w22 1] 4 %F 4212 . FFR=0.80 @ 138 fliZ i3 E
1B 5 W fth o322 PCIGETRAED 2, FFR<0.80 @ 75 Bl 34 /S AT & i T L
7o (FTED12], A2 D 50% A0 OREF DN, 23%DJERF T FFR<0.80 Th -7z, 5 /L
FFRITIETFITRE 89.8%., FTHE 85.4% CHEZAZRDIRINoTz, b H% D LEFHIRIREA 7R
IXFETANRE 74.2%., TANEE 82.8% CHEZZRD RN -T2,
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TOE ZEIHREIIXT S FFR AIE

ZRRE DB T PCI O IR BEICRENEE TH D,
Myocardial perfusion imaging (MPI) ™54, balanced ischemia 722 D [FE
1355 Z EME L ME SN TWVW5, Botman 53R IZIH VT MPI TTFRXTOMHE

MAEIEZ IE L < [AE TEEGNL 10%ICT E R0 ofc blE LTI, F£72, A1
W Tl MPL IEF TR 5%, 1K) 27 iR % 10% OFI TR 7= & OGN H 5 (2], 3%
JRAEG] CIXEFITRZ 12%., 1 HIRATTR %2 28% B2 WO W& & 5 (3],

Ragosta &% 36 #51(88 7)<, FFR & MPI i 5% ik L7-[4], 88 fEI . 61%7% FFR
<0.75(n=34)7> 100% A% (n=20) TH > 7=, MPI L 58% 3 EH Tdh-7-, FFR & MPI ff
RoO—ZuL 88 fElk 61 fHIk(69%) Tl 7=, A—EHliX FFR<0.75 7> 100%PHZEH| T,
defect RO RN L v - 7=, Melikian 5% 67 FlOLERZHFI(201 £) % %412 FFR
& MPI (2 & 2 B GER O FIERE Sz il L7z [5], ZOksR, mES K L72Flix 42%I2

X 727572, 36%DHITix MPI 2% FFR & He~CRlE ik £ 2 8/ Nl L TR Y | 22%
DOFITIE MPT 23 M fEIR O£ 4 18 REHM L Tz,

Botman 5% 150 #BlDOZAIRAG % %502, 381 £ C FFR #HlE L7-[6l, 3 &b
FFR<0.75. & 5 W3 AERT FTH &2 & e 2 8T FFR<0.75 TH L CABG % JitifT L 72(CABG
B, 1kdH 5T 2 M ERT T 28 £ 722 ) FFR<0.75 ThiiE PCI % HifT L 7= (PCI
), ZTOREE, 87 123 CABG %, 63 #iA PCI #5321 7=, 2 4F1k /Ui [AheE A= 713
CABG Ff 74%. PCI B 72% T, AEEZRORN-T-, POIEHEEERS CABG B 84%.
PCIH 82% T, AEAEZRBORN-T,

Berger 513 102 #il DR 2 kG L7z (7], 26l D7< &b 14803 PCI i
7L, H72< &b 180 FFR=0.75 M7= PCI & HifT L7ehn-7z, ZDOFEE, 113 £
PCI % J17 L f TR FFR 1% 0.57+0.13 Tdh > 7=, 127 k1% PCI % it T Liﬁﬁ\o?‘:(FFR
1% 0.860.06), LFELE 12 # HHAIZ 9%, 36 # HIIZ 13% a7, LHFiiE 22 iz
LTV, PCIIEATEA 14 ££(63.6%). PCI FEMATE DS 8 £4(36.4%) T - 7=,

FAME (Fractional Flow Reserve versus Angiography for Multivessel Evaluation)
study

Tonino (3 1,005 D LA B 2 HEAEZIZ 2 B2 /31 7= [8], CAG BfiE CAG FriLic
£ ¥ PCI(drug eluting stent fifi X iAZ) % fifT. FFR #£iX FFR<0.80 OFZICDFH PCI %
W17 L7z, SEH AT v M CAG ##728 2.7+1.2 {8, FFR #72% 1.9+ 1.3 8T, FFR#TH
P 2edo7z (p<0.001), 1 FEROLFHGEL - LFREZE - BTN CAG FE2
18.3%. FFR B8 13.2% T, FFR BECH BTV 27 - 72(p=0.02), T - DAFFEZEIL CAG
#E23 11.1%, FFR BE2° 7.3% T, FFR # THEIZA 72722 72(p=0.04), 1 FHRDOPLIETHK
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FI1L CAG BEDS 78%. FFR LD 81% CHEZEZ RO 720 - 12(p=0.20) (7),

Pijls 513 FAME O 2 fE# OfERZHE LTV 5I9], DHERGEY - LI « I TH
DX CAG BEDS 22.4%, FFR BES 17.9% T, AR AZRDIRN-72(p=0.08), 2 F%D
FEL DB FEZE T CAG BEDS 12.9%  FFR BES 8.4% T, FFR A TH BT 72 - 72 (p=0.02),
FMATR AT CAG BEAS 12.7%, FFR #£2Y 10.6% T, A EZEE2 RO 72(p=0.30),
FFR>0.80 ®7= PCI Z4EH L7=fFIZOWNWTH D & DHEEOBEEIL 0.2%, 11T
DBENE 3.2% & IEF KR TH - 72,

Van Nunen & FAME O 5 £ O#ER 2 #HE LT 5[10], 5 F%OLFHGEL - Dl
FRZE - FIMATIFEE) T CAG BEAS 31%. FFR BEAS 28%C. Mt CAHRE AL RO - 7-(RR
0.91; 95% CI 0.75-1.10; p=0.31), JE1=1% CAG #E2S 10%., FFR BEAS 9% C, Wit CHE
Z R0 72 (RR 0.88; 95% CI 0.59-1.29; p=0.50), FET= « DFHAEZEIT CAG BEDS 20%.,
FFR B8 17% T, WEE CAEZZ RO 720> 72(RR 0.86; 95% CI 0.66-1.11; p=0.24), 11T
PRI CAG #E28 17%. FFR #£2% 15%C, MifE CH B AL #7270 - 72(RR 0.90; 95% CI
0.68-1.20; p=0.49),

PLE XY, FAME study i3 ischemia-guided PCI [ stenosis-guided PCI (255 Z & %
ALTWD, DFEV | HEARERMATHEN (BMPHEIZAT » NMEEEATV, JEEML
A IXNFRTE# optimal medical therapyl 17 2) T2 WE T H I E&2IT-Z D IRL
7= study ThH -7,

Tonino & (% FFR #£0 509 51(1,329 %) T, CAG I X 28RA2EEFHE & FFR (1 K 2%
FEREAM & bbie U7=[11], Visual assessment (& X 2372 1% 50-70%7 624 R 2 (47%).
71-90%7% 518 2 (39%). 91-99%7% 199 JZ (15%) Toh - 7273, FFR<0.80 Th - /=i
1345 % 35%., 80%. 96%‘(“25307‘10 FFR £ 509 il 5 &, 2 B F721% 3 £ T FFR<0.80
Tob o7 Bill% 235 fil(46%) 12t X 72 0o 72,

Fearon &% FAME |23} 5 %2 AZh Rz et Liz[12], ZofER., 1 %08 HiX FFR
T $ 14,315, CAG #£$16,700 T, FFR FETHEIZD 72> 72(p<0.001), L7=MR->T, %
IR ZIZ B0 5 FFR-guided PCI (38 LWWE D PR 2E L, Lb &R S BT
ﬁim@mf%ék# LTW5,

Kim &35 1722 52 R AT ORA 2~ 2@t 2 LT b [18], # 56 imm
FEFDES (2 & % PCI o 1,400 #i3 & O CABG O 514 ) & fif T L 7= 5k 25151 o0 difse
1,914 Bl & st Uiz, se2mATHafio 917 #i & IEE2MATREIN O 997 #il % ik L7z &
Z A, BAEZ O (8.9% vs. 8.9%, adjusted hazard ratio [aHR] 1.04, p=0.81), 3E1= - [
HFEZE « MzEr (12.1% vs. 11.9%, aHR 1.04, p=0.80), 4E1C « DMHAEZE - fzaHh - FHInsT
FET (22.4% vs. 24.9%, aHR 0.91, p=0.32)1ZW b lfE CHEZEZ RO R Do 12,

Nam 5% FFR % SYNTAX score (SO L= AMEZ#HE L TWbl14], 51T
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FAME D JiEfR] 497 5 & %1512 FFR 23 0.80 LL F T o 722 D A2 SYNTAX score % i H
L 7= functional SYNTAX score (FSS)Z &R L., WHFZLLE L7-, SSIZX 3R T-
Yifr L B FSS Tl 82% 3 K VARV U A7 BRICH S LTz, T ORER 1 %D MACE
IRV X7 #£9.0%, HEEY X 78 11.3%, @ U A7 #E 26.7% Toh > 72 (p<0.001), MACE
DO TR 1% FSS & FHHH Tdh - 72, FSS 12 L 5 MACE O FHIEENIZ SSIc k5 En &
D BAiFCd o= (Harrell’ s C 0.677 vs. 0.630, p=0.02),

Kobayahsi & 1% residual SYNTAX score(RSS)# L O SYNTAX revascularization index
(SRD) D F#%~D 5% FAME study @ FFR-guided PCI %1% AT, kit L72[15], RSS
1% PCI % SYNTAX score & 7% L, SRI % 100 X (1—RSS/baseline SS) & &7 L 7=, SS,
RSS, SRI (344 14.4+7.2, 6.55.8, 55.1+32.5% CTdH 7=, 1 EHDOLFHIT 12.4% TR
W=, SSITLHEKEEZ LI TAEICE-7-(18.0 [IQR 11.0 to 21.0] vs. 12.0 [9.0 to
18.0], p=0.001)7%%, RSS (6.0 [IQR 3.0 to 10.0] vs. 5.0 [2.0 to 9.5], p=0.51) & SRI (60.0%
[IQR 40.9% to 78.9%] vs. 58.8% [26.7% to 81.8], p=0.2)ILHi#t CHBEAEZ RO ->T-,
L7238 T, BEER e 58 2 MATH AN 2 ME1T L7-B CIix, FRFIRABII TRICEE L2 2
LRSI,

FAME II (Fractional Flow Reserve versus Angiography for Multivessel EvaluationII)
study

De Bruyne & 32 EREBIRE R 1,220 6% X512 FFR JIEZ1T-72[16], b7 &b
1954575 FFR<0.80 @ 888 4l % FFR-guided PCI+ix% B O ANEHIIE#E(PCI #) & ik B ONE
BTEIR(NEHOIRFEIIC 1T, T2 i L, T ToM%EN FFG>0.80 T - 7= 332 fi
L registry L L7z, —IR=> RARA > FTHHRIL - DAGFZE - BAMITHEN 1
1% C PCI B 4.3%., WEHIEHEE 12.7% T, PCIBECHREICA 72025 7-(HR 0.32; 95% CI
0.19-0.53; p<0.0001), Z D 7=, Z OFERITF N T & 72 5 7=, Registry BEOHEL T 3.0%
T, PCL Bt AR ELZRBD RN -T2(p=0.61), = DK X 7272IFEICBRR2MITHFETFORAIC
E25HD0TH-72(1.6% vs. 11.1%, HR 0.13; 95% CI 0.06-0.30; p<0.001), #3E1-(HR 0.33;
95% CI 0.03-3.17; p=0.31)<°L:F#EZE(HR 1.05; 95% CI 0.51-2.19; p=0.89) 4 & | X i T
BEAEERDIRMNST=,

FAMEII i3 COURAGE trial % OZ &R B) IR EIC I TITiE bl 22 WEHTEEE & PCI
TIHLE - D EICHEEZRBO 2N L12% LT, FFR-guided PCI D& 7> H LT -
ODFEEICAEAL REZ ) LT3R TH o208, TERIITK T LI DiERE - 8l
WM N AR+ T, AREEZRWEERhoT B2 b b,

De Bruyne 1% FAMEI @ 2 4% OfEREZ#HE L T 5 [17], — k= RAAL > FTH
HIRFEL - LFHFEZE - BAMATAEENTIE 1 1% T PCI #f 8.1%. WEHIAHHE 19.5% T,
PCI B CTHEIZD 720> 72(HR 0.39; 95% CI 0.26-0.57; p<0.001), FEAM4THE471% PCI
B 4.0%. NRHBITERRE 16.3% C. PCI B CHEICD7eh > 72(HR 0.23; 95% CI 0.14-0.38,
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p<0.001), #IT-(HR 0.74; 95% CI 0.26-2.14; p=0.58)<C.L 5 ZE(HR 0.85; 95% CI
0.50-21.45; p=0.56) DAL X H#E CH B A2 B 72D o 7=, Registry BEOHEIL 9.0% T,
PCIBE L B EAEZRBD 2> 7-, LN L. landmark analysis TiZ 8 H~2 #% F TOML -
DARFEZEIL PCI B 4.6%., NEHITRERE 8.0% T, PCIBE CTHEIZA 72 - 7-(HR 0.56; 95%
CI0.32-0.97; p=0.04), Z#UZ 7 HF TIZ PCIIZfE S troponin EHNEFE b, (DAHFEIEIC
BENDTZDTHD,

Xaplanteris 5 (X FAME Il @ 5 % OfERZ2#HE LT\ b[18], — k=2 RFA  FTh
DHIBFEL « HFESE « BRRImAT T 1 5 4% C PCI # 13.9%. WRHEITAHEE 27.0% T
PCI B CHEIZAD 720> 7-(HR 0.46; 95% CI 0.34-0.63; p<0.001), FEAuMfTHE471% PCI
B 6.3%. WRHIIEHEE 21.1% T, PCIEECH R 220> 7=(HR 0.27; 95% CI 0.18-0.41;
p<0.001), #FEL(HR 0.98; 95% CI 0.55-1.75)<>.0 i ZE(HR 0.66; 95% CI 0.43-1.00) DAH
FEVXMEE CH B 22RO ->7, Registry BfO—IR T FARA > M 15.9% T, PCI #
EHEAEERDRD - 72(HR 0.88; 95% CI 0.55-1.39), L7=723- T, FFR-guided PCI I% 5
FRIZBWTHOREOARBIGER I b PERPRIF CTh o7,

Fearon 53 FAME 2351} 5%t AR 2K L7=[19], ZOfEE, &0 L PCI
BECHRICHME(S$ 9927 vs. $ 3900, p<0.001)72723, Z D 71X 1 414121 $ 6027 725 $ 2883
W20 L 72 (p<0.001), Cost-effective ratio X $ 36000 per quality-adjusted life-year
(QAL) T, *EHAZRIZRLG CTh o7, 2 14D cost-effective ratio 1% $ 17,300 per QAL,
3 %1% $ 1,600 per QAL T. I HZ AT R4 CTd - 72[20],

Barbato 5% 8 £ FFR HIE %17 . NBHUTEIR &2 1T - 72 607 Bl T# % Mt L7z (211,
2 1% D MACE 1% 1,029 JRZ 1, 272 JRAETH -7-(26.5%), FFR O i MACE ££ T
HEIIEMETH - 72(0.68 [IQR 0.54 to 0.77] vs. 0.80 [0.70 to 0.88]; p<0.01), 2% EfEtTi4.
FFR 1% 2 14 £ T MACE & A EIZHEI L T /=(HR 0.87; 95% CI 0.83-0.91),
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MATENRBAIC A B2 OB O EENIREE 2 R T b0 LW LT 5, BENEREIC XL D E
g N2 — NI ZOFRLFA L DERLTNDLEEZEALND, Fix D LAD @ diffuse
lesion (83 f) & %f4 & L7-#FZETiX. abrupt pressure drop pattern % 47 Fl(57%)Z,

41



gradual pressure drop pattern % 36 f5(43%)IZFRDTH Y . Gould HOHE L 2L [F LT
- 72[15],

Fox 13 83 IO LR FATE D OMEMEH A T FFR 4 MIE L7 [15], OMEMERA O E#KILH
BT 25%LL EdD T5%LLT OB EINRERD 50% L Lz 5o Tnorbo L L, 4
Bl EEY A AL ER & D WITAALOAL S T L0 DR 23R ST EF & L7, Abrupt
pressure drop pattern % 47 #5l(57%)|Z. gradual pressure drop pattern % 36 il (43%)
WO T, B RER Tl RIE R - H/hUERICIEmEE CHEZEITR S, SR T
WiE 2 XR4 5 2 L IXREECTH - 72, FFR % abrupt pressure drop pattern At TOfK
HECTHoT=MN, WMEETOERY N KX)o 7-, Abrupt pressure drop pattern £ 23 {5
(49%) TITE MR OAR FEAL & EBIARE S b ORI N —B L 72> T,

B2 DUV TIE abrupt pressure drop pattern #EDWN, 25 73 PCI %, 13 #3331 3
AFMi & 21T 1=, FFR BIEH O 9 FlIXNEHARE % 51T 7=, Gradual pressure drop pattern
7D 36 FiH, ZHIFETH > 72 5 Fl(12%)13 A SAFHi AT o7, 70 O 31 FliEA K F
AT NNEHER E 74 T A A NVDUEEIT ST,

BIEHARIT 14.3+4.6(8~20 » A)TdH 7=, Abrupt pressure drop pattern £t TiX 47 {3
. 44 $1(94%) T Canadian Cardiovascular Society grading of angina pectoris (CCS
grade) Mk L7z, 7%V OB TiX CCS grade I3k L 72 ~7=, F#) CCS grade 1 2.64
+0.76 75 1.09%+0.35 |ZH ElZtk# L7z, Follow-up angiography #(Z FFR 23 E T &
725 BITIE 6 » 1D FFR 13 0.75 LLET, JER B L Tz, FFR I3 0.62+0.11 225
0.81+0.03 & AEIZE L T\ 7= (p<0.05), Gradual pressure drop pattern @ 36 {5+,
17 f51(47%)1% CCS grade Dk EA R 72(2.31+0.53 75 1.75+0.77, p<0.01), HNEHEHE
%21 F 72 31 il Cix CCS grade 1% 2.39+0.50 7> 5 2.00=0.78 |2tk LTz,

[ SCiik]

1. Hermiller JB, Cusma JT, Spero LA, Fortin DF, Harding MB, Bashore TM.
Quantitative and qualitative coronary angiographic analysis: review of methods,
utility, and limitations. Cathet Cardiovasc Diagn 1992; 25: 110-131.

2. Mintz GS, Popma JJ, Pichard AD, Kent KM, Satler LF, Chuang YC, DeFalco RA,
Leon MB. Limitations of angiography in the assessment of plaque distribution in
coronary artery disease: a systematic study of target lesion eccentricity in 1446
lesions. Circulation 1996; 93: 924-931.

3. Topol EdJ, Nissen SE. Our preoccupation with coronary luminology. The dissociation
between clinical and angiographic findings in ischemic heart disease. Circulation

1995; 92 2333-2342.

42



4. Seiler C, Kirkeeide RL, Gould KL. Basic structure-function relations of the
epicardial coronary vascular tree. Basis of quantitative coronary arteriography for
diffuse coronary artery disease. Circulation 1992; 85: 1987-2003.

5. Pijls NH, De Bruyne B, Peels K, Van Der Voort PH, Bonnier HJ, Bartunek JKdJdJ,
Koolen JJ. Measurement of fractional flow reserve to assess the functional severity
of coronary-artery stenoses. N Engl J Med 1996; 334: 1703-1708.

6. Kern MdJ, Anderson HV. A symposium: The clinical applications of the intracoronary
Doppler guidewire flow velocity in patients: Understanding blood flow beyond the
coronary stenosis. Am J Cardiol 1993; 71: 1D-70D.

7. Donohue TdJ, Miller DD, Bach RG, Tron C, Wolford T, Caracciolo EA, Aguirre FV,
Younis LT, Chaitman BR, Kern MdJ. Correlation of poststenotic hyperemic coronary
flow velocity and pressure with abnormal stress myocardial perfusion imaging in
coronary artery disease. Am J Cardiol 1996; 77: 948-954

8. Pijls NH, Van Gelder B, Van der Voort P, Peels K, Bracke FA, Bonnier HJ, el Gamal
MI. Fractional flow reserve. A useful index to evaluate the influence of an epicardial
coronary stenosis on myocardial blood flow. Circulation 1995; 92: 3183-3193Meier B,
Gruentzig AR, Hollman J, Ischinger T, Bradford JM. Does length or eccentricity of
coronary stenoses influence the outcome of transluminal dilatation? Circulation
1983; 67: 497-499.

9. Mathew V, Hasdal D, Holmes DR, Garratt KN, Bell MR, Lerman A, Melby S, Grill
DE, Berger PB. Clinical outcome of patients undergoing endoluminal coronary
artery reconstruction with three or more stent. J Am Coll Cardiol 1997; 30: 676-681.

10. Teirstein PS, Warth DC, Haq N, Jenkins NS, McCowan LC, Aubanel-Reidel P,
Morris N, Ginsburg R. High speed rotational coronary atherectomy for patients with
diffuse coronary artery disease. J Am Coll Cardiol 1991; 18: 1694-701.

11. Priestley KA, Buller NP. Percutaneous coronary intervention for diffuse coronary
artery disease. J Interven Cardiol 1993; 6: 25-29.

12. Bruyne BD, Hersbach F, Pijls NHJ, Bartunek J, Bech JW, Heyndrickx GR, Gould
KL, Wijns W. Abnormal epicardial coronary resistance in patients with diffuse
atherosclerotic but “normal” coronary angiography. Circulation 2001; 104:
2401-2406.

13. Pijls NHJ and Bruyne BD Coronary Pressure 2nd edition Kluwer Academic
Publishers, Dordrecht, The Netherland 2000: 268.

14. Gould KL, Nakagawa Y, Nakagawa K, Sdringola S, Hess MdJ, Haynie M, Parker N,
Mullani N, Kirkeeide R. Frequency and clinical implications of fluid dynamically

significant diffuse coronary artery disease manifest as graded, longitudinal,

43



base-to-apex myocardial perfusion abnormalities by noninvasive positron emission
tomography. Circulation 2000; 101: 1931-1939.

15. Iwasaki K, Matsumoto T. Coronary pressure measurement identifies patients with
diffuse coronary artery disease who benefit from coronary revascularization. Coron

Artery Dis 2011; 22: 81-86.

44



TI0E SEHREICXT S FFR #HIE

SR ZE 1T PCLICE W Tl bIREIEICHEm D Z VIR E Th D,

HIFE Tl main branch I[ZDH AT b ZAHIAZ~, side branch I1ZfEENE Z o7 & T DA
POBA AT MEIAZ TR T 5 provisional stenting 73 & — A 721G IE & 7> T
%, FFR X2 ® side branch Z AT 5N H 5 0 ENEHET 2 DIZIEFITEHATH
%,

Koo %1% main vessel |Z A7 7 MiEiAZ %, 94 HilD 4R 2 0 FFR 2 H1E L7z[1],
Main vessel ® FFR 30.94+0.04, side branch ® FFR 1% 0.85+0.11 T& o 7=, Side branch
D9 B, %DS A 50~75%D 21 1L T T2 FFR=0.75 TH > 7=, %DS 7% 75%LL LD 73
B 5B, FFR<0.75 1% 20 $:(27.4%)ICiB E 720 7=,

Koo 51X 9% 28 91 41T main vessel (2 AT > RMilliA& % . side branch @ FFR % |
E L7z[2], Side branch @ FFR<0.75 @ 28 i+, 26 #liZ POBA %17\, 92% DT
FFR>0.75 % % L 72(%DS 13 69+ 10% T & - 72), POBA Jiti T# ® FFR | ZE.# 0.86 £0.05,
6 » H#% 0.8410.01 T, AEDOEER DN -7-(p=0.4), POBA KitifTO#ED FFR %
Ef% 0.87+0.06, 6 » A% 0.89+0.07 T, AERDOEIEZRDIN-72(p=0.1), 6 » AHD
FFR<0.75 OHili% 65 i+ 5 51(8%) (X 7eh o712, 9 » A O.LFKIT 4.6% T, FFR %
it 9" PCI 2172 72 B DSy BFRRZ 110 Bl 8.7% & A EAEZRBD 7203 72 (p=0.7),

Ahn DI IRERRZEF] 230 il % %4212 main branch (2 A7 o MMEIAA% . side branch
@ FFR #I7E %47~ 72[3], Side branch ® FFR o 4% 0.91(0.85~0.95) T, FFR<0.80
OFNE 41 FI(LT.8WNTIE 72 hr o Tz, BRAZEEDS 50%LL L side branch @ 67 Fd 5 5|
FFR<0.80 Ofli% 19 £:(28.4%) T, %DS 7% 50%LL F® side branch @ 163 ki H 5,
FFR<0.80 Ofili% 22 £7(13.5%) 128 & 72 /o 72, ZEBMNT CIX AT > MEIA BT O IRAZFE
(odds ratio [OR] 1.04, p=0.001) & %M £E(OR 0.28, p=0.014)23, AT > MEIAZZIT
side branch @ FFR<0.80 & 72 27 L7z FHIR - ThH -7z,

PLE XY main branch {2 A7 > MEIAZ% D side branch O KERFIFHERERIIZ ITA B Lk
Z2Tli37a <. CAG(QCA)IT jailed side branch OFHIiIZ 1L L T\ et Ez 55,

[ SCiik]

1. Koo BK, Kang HdJ, Youn TdJ, Chae IH, Choi DJ, Kim HS, Sohn DW, Oh BH, Lee MM,
Park YB, Choi1 YS, Tahk SJ. Physiologic assessment of jailed side branch lesions
using fractional flow reserve. J Am Coll Cardiol 2005; 46: 633-637.

2. Koo BK, Park KW, Kang HJ, Cho YS, Chung WY, Youn TdJ, Chae IH, Choi DJ, Tahk
SJ, Oh BH, Park YB, Kim HS. Physiological evaluation of the provisional

side-branch intervention strategy for bifurcation lesions using fractional flow

45



reserve. Eur Heart J 2008; 29: 726-732.

3. Ahn JM, Lee JY, Kang SJ, Kim YH, Song HG, Oh JH, Park JS, Kim WJ, Lee SW, Lee
CW, Kim JJ, Park SW, Park SJ. Functional assessment of jailed side branches in
coronary bifurcation lesions using fractional flow reserve. J Am Coll Cardiol Intv
2012; 5: 155-161.

46



11 E FFRIZ X AIE0ATER DM

MR AT I EBENRE & 2 WIEIR — O eEENRN 2 78 SUIE LE T 5, MIENATE X
EENIRAS = EE AR ZE - PHEED 1D+ it 2 G5 5 2 &M TE < Ip o7 & Y4
B w2 e 2R omE L7550, 2],

MO EENIRPAZE DR, K < 78 L7 IE A TR IEZE 1 XA HE/ N L, (DI DOTE AL
ZPBEL, AELEOIERAZ YET 5 2 L0 HlE I T4 I[3-5], F£72, PCI H OBk
PAZEIC K B2 0Bz 5 2 L b ShTnale, 71, Ll mEEhfkEE TR
AT AR AT B O DA IRERN RIZ OV TINT L b —ED RMERGF LA TVRY,
ﬁ@bﬂ)ﬁﬁ% X DB MATEE OFUMEN R IEETH LD LB LD,

T O HEENRIE I L D MENMITE O A 27 & pressure wire <° flow wire (2K 5
collateral flow indexes D [E 82 TlX i OBIIZIEFIZTIFE L2y, £-o72<
B 2N 2 L VRE ST 5 (8-101,

— %5, e EhIRPAZE S O rEB) R & AR AT S e 2 1 E U 72 A28 Tl o M2 %
PRFAREEIR N B D T & NERE SN TV A[10-12], & 52, HEEIRELAJE & positron emission
tomography <> 99mTc-sestamibi (2 & 2.0 MLt & ORI R AHBEBIR A & 5 Z & ANl
ENTVSH[13, 14, ZNHEDOHEIET Ly v — « TA ¥ —THIE L7 mBIRBA L I ZIE
FIZIEETH Y, FEENRH D L 2R LTWD, EBEERIC X 2 MIEIMITEIX A RFE
A DR Z2AREIIATE 2 R CR v | EERPAZEIC LV A U8B T & 2 M@ AT it &
(recruitable coronary collateral flow)?> 5 AMAIENMATEE M &% X 0 KA L TV
HEBEZLILD,

FENEREIS &0 wlBh R A2 OB RERI I 22 FE DFEATT D 74 T72 < | recruitable coronary
collateral flow % E &EAVIZFHT T2 Z & 23 TE %5, PCLIZ CrbBh kD PAZE H I AIF A 73812
XDRNEEZRET D LN TE H[15],

Pijls 51X 119 il %t5 & L, PTCA HIZE M %2787 90 il LB 70~ 72 29 il 2 B
2o izlie), MM ZFRO 7z 90 B, 82 #1i11(Qc/QN)max 7% 23%LL T Th -~ 7z, HEl
BB 72 3o 72 29 24573 (Qc/QN)max 25 24% LI ETH - 7=, DEF & 16 BIZFRD 7228,
N 15 #1112 (Qc/QN)max 728 23% LA F TH - 7=,

Billinger %% PTCA Jiiif 751 403 ] % %} 52 & L 7=, Collateral flow index(CFI) % flow wire
F 7213 pressure wire & W B L, 94156 » AR ORGBBIE 21T 72[17], Ll GEL.
DFRIEZE RN EHOE) 13 CFI>0.25 DR T 2.2% T - 7223, CFI<0.25 DFETIE 9.0%
ERBILEETH - 72(p=0.01), #HTLERPIETATE D 21%., %EDR 12% L HiE TH

FICEETH - 72 (p=0.01),

B2 TR FATEIRZ 23 2P0 ER] 94 HIlC PCT 1T L72[18, 19], (Qe/QN)max
=0.30 ZEIMmAT RAFRE. (Qe/QN)max <0.30 A AIEIMATIE AR REEE Lz, #IED/ S L—
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HERREBRAA 1 0% 0 12 FHELER & AV -, Maximal ST-segment elevation (Max ST)(3
V2~V5 #FE D ST EFOfRAME, XST X V2~V5 58D ST ERMORF & Lz,

ZOFER, 26(28%) BT MIE] M AT B AFRE, 68 BI(T2% ) XENMAT A BEECdh o7z, PCIH
® ST EH>0.2mV O ITMEIMmATBAH CHRICD 21 -72(19.2% vs. 77.9%,
p<0.01), Max ST [HAIEIMAT B4F#E THEIZIKD > 72(0.12+£0.11mV vs. 0.26+0.13mV,
p<0.01), X ST (HMUIEIMAT B4F#E CH BEITIKE THh - 7-2(0.28£0.26 vs. 0.69+0.39mV,
p<0.01), %DS [ZAI#E T 72.3+£11.6%., #%H T 71.6+124% T, AEELZBDLI ST,

(Qc/QN)max TFEHL X 17= recruitable collateral blood flow Id/0y g ML OFLE & KA
RBIZ R L7z, (Qe/QN)max flE78 0.30 &5 Z LT IER OREEARGERIED 3 /3D 1 T, s
ARBAZEIZ L 0 AT B O0MEMZ T TE 2 Z L 2B L W5, AR R CITRH
KD EEARIMITD 3 530 1 TOLFHMIRORH Z 72 720 DEMRF EA R CE 22 LN
i sh w20,

T, TaITPOME D DV T IERER] 277 il % 24.1£8.7 (14-36) » H HfE#IE L
7o DFEHUT 8 BII(2.9%ITHA Uiz, WARIZOMRIE 2 B, LHFE%E 4 Fl, REEHIME 2
BT otz LFEHEIO 8 FIHF T H5(Qe/QN)max<0.30 DRIFIMATIE A EEETH -7, 7%
D 161 D(Qc/QN)max % 0.33 T - 7=, fll # DIERFI D (Qe/QN)max % # 5 & LMEAER]IE 0.14,
0.15, OfEZER]T 0.17, 0.18, 0.20, RNLZEMRLIEFIE 0.14, 0.20 Th -7z,

L 72735 T, recruitable collateral blood flow I T4 IZRERNITEN TV D Z & AR
e X7z, BEARHFZE IR A TR 3O R M O FEIE MBI 5 Z L VR &EN T
W5 [21-23], Fx OFER]TITREBIRPAIMERR S C, MIRIMATRIZT A7 ShTndb
JCH DM, DRI ERCHOIC L L UL M6 L CTRERIZEIN O T 5 aTRENE
BEZHND,

Meier &% 739 $ilDZE L I= mEBEh ki BB C CFI 2 IE L7z[24], 10 4% O Ll SENR]
WEAE 7SI R A T RAFREDS 97%. MIFEIMAT R BEEE 88% T, Mi& CARICEHTH-T-
(p=0.0109),

Zh 6O XiE FFR MIE IS X Y 6 @) ik B 2€ R o ] @) i 17 (recruitable coronary
collateral flow) % T EAIZFHMII§ 5 Z & 23 TX ., recruitable coronary collateral flow X &
P HIEETHER LTS Z L E2RB LTV,

Perera &% PCI fiti{ 141 60 1% %f42iZ CFI %l L7=[25], CFI IZ baseline. balloon
Z b MR, 24 Kefil#, 6 » HZICHIE L7z, balloon $XiEH o> CFI X 0.214+0.12,
24 Hif# @ CFI 1% 0.22+0.11 T, baseline ® CFI(0.23+0.10) & A EZE&ZBO RN -T2,
LL., 6 ’J‘ﬂﬁé@ CFI (% 0.14+0.07 T, _R—Z T A 2D 63+27%% DIETH - 7-75, Ml

AIIATIXSERIZITHEE LTIV R o 7,
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# 12 E Gray zone FFR

%, FFR 0.75~0.80 |% gray zone & ST\ 5, ZDOTHROIBRFEHIOWTIE—
DRI, FTRROEIIICT—F b EHLELTH D,

Depta & (3 H1%5 %21 881 5l FFR %?E'JTE L. gray zone (FFR 0.75-0.80), borderline
(0.81-0.85), non-borderline (FFR >0.85)® 3 #fiZ 4317 7= [1], #iBBIZIMIL 4.5E2.1 4T
ot MmATHEE(deferred lesion intervention, DLI) % 157 #l(18%)IZ38% 7=, DLR I%
gray-zone #f & borderline #f TIXH B Z%Z B O 72 > 7=, borderline #f T i
non-borderline # £ ¥ &2 %> 7-(HR 1.63; 95% CI 1.14-2.33; p=0.007),

Adjedj 51X FFR 7 gray zone &% DJE0IZH 5 3 #£:(0.70-0.75, 0.76-0.80, 0.81-0.85) D
1,459 5l O T4 % fat U7z 2], 449 Bl TAF T 2 52 1F . 1,010 BT NBHOTERR & 5% 1) 2,
5 %D MACEGEL - L FEZE - AT RN & 5 L7z, Gray zone TIIPFHHITEMRERE &
AT HEHTEED MACE 138 B A% #8070 - 72(13.9% vs. 11.2%, p=0.3), L»L. JEL -
D IEZE(9.4% vs. 4.8%, p=0.06)F L UHIE1E(7.5% vs. 3.2%, p=0.05IINEAYIRIFREE T
MBI 2D T, WRHIRREE T FFR EMKAE /212 £, MACE A EICEM L7, =

FUTHRIEN IR A CHE Ch o 7o, MATHETAE Clix FFR E 3 # T MACE |3 82
Eidleinotz, Li=n-> T, FFRL0.80 A HIWIEHEL L CM B L,

IRIS-FFR registry Tl FFR {E} 0.75-0.80 @ gray zone T& - 7= 1,334 il D F1% % faFt
L7z[3l, MmATHEM % defer L7= 683 fil(deferred #¥) & MfTHEEM % it L7= 651
(performed #f)% bl U7-, #RbBILHM O P RfEIL 2.9 FTH 72, MACEGEL -+ Lff
FHEZE « AT deferred #f 8.1%. performed A 8.4% T, M CHREEZRDIRN-
72(@aHR 1.05; 95% CI 0.67-1.66; p=0.79), ¥ 1°(2.5% vs. 2.0%, aHR 0.82; 95% CI
0.34-2.00; p=0.66)33 L OV H SRFIE D L ZE(0.7% vs. 0.5%, aHR 1.85; 95% CI 0.35-9.75;
p=0.47) b W CHBEELZROD R > T, LHHZE2KRIL performed FETHEIZZ < (0.7%
vs. 3.2%, aHR 0.27, 95% CI 0.09-0.80; p=0.02)., Z L% periprocedural MI 7535477753/) =1z
DT o7z, MATHENTIL deferred B CHEICZ D > 72(5.7% vs. 3.7%, aHR 2.17; 95% CI
1.17-4.02; p=0.01), L7223 > T, MATHEMZIT> TH TEROBEITRD bR o7,

Kubo 5% FFR {7 0.75-0.80 @ gray zone T - 7= 263 BlOEH T4 2 Hat L7z, 78
BiliL PCI % Jiaf7 L. 185 BlIEANEIHNRIR 2% )7, BBl o it 3.7 £ CTh -
7=, Target vessel failure O#HE X PCI £ CTH EIKH> > 72(6% vs. 19%, HR 0.33; 95% CI
0.13-0.84; p=0.008), LMBAE « CAEIED B XMW CH B ZZBO R0 >72(1% vs. 2%,
HR 0.61; 95% CI 0.07-5.49; p=0.645), Ischemia driven target vessel revascularization ®
HEE 1L PCI B THEITIED > 72(5% vs. 18%, HR 0.28; 95% CI 0.10-0.79; p=0.005),
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% 13 = FFRIZ X 5 FPH% M0

Bech 51% PTCA Hif74 58 D T IZ>WTHE L7-[1], MACE 13361, LMffHgE,
RLETERRAE, A /SAFf, 7 PTCA, PRIEDTHR & L7z, MACE #4%10 FFR %
0.84+0.07 T, FEHAEHID 0.89+0.07 L W HREICIKIE TH - 72, FFR>0.90 7> >%DS<35%
@ optimal #1% suboptimal #f & (b FEFHAEFRENFEICHETH-72 (24 » AT 88
+6% vs. 59+ 9%, p=0.014),

Klauss 51% 119 FliZ AT > MEIAA 21TV, 6 » AUl Eofa#Eis 4211 -72[2], OF
X 15%I2FRYD, 12.6% X FMATHEMT TH - 72, & D FFRILLFSEITH BT T
& ~72(0.88%0.08 vs. 0.95+0.05, p=0.001), % EfEHT CTlIHiE® FFR<0.95 (OR 6.22;
95% CI 1.79-21.62; p=0.001) & LHEAFEX F(OR 0.95; 95% CI 0.92-0.99; p=0.021) 23025
DML LT TFRIKFTh o7,

Fearon 5% 84 fldO AT > MliAZHIT FFR & IVUS Ff Aol a# 47720y, ROC
analysis |Z X 2% FFR 1% 0.96 Th 5 Lt LT\ 5[3],

Hanekamp 513 30 IO AT MEGAALFIT QCA « FFR - IVUS AT O MR &2 177200,
ROC analysis (2 & 5%k FFR (£0.94 TH 5 L #fiE L T\ 5 [4],

Nam 5% DES ##fiAA 72 80 T, FFR Z & L7=[5], 27 > MiEiAZ% O FFR T
FFR #£(FFR<0.90) & & FFR BE(FFR>0.90)12 53 1F 72, AT MEIAZ 1% D %DS 1% 11£5% vs.
12+3% T, M CHEEZROMRN - 72(p=0.31), LAD JHZ OB 82% vs. 55% T, 1K
FFR BECHEIZEZ > 72(p=0.02), A7 > hEi 38+18mm vs. 28+13mm T, K FFR £f
THREIZED»-72(p=0.01), 14% D MACEGEL « LFFEZE - TLR)IX 12.5% vs. 2.5%C,
ik FFR B CTHE IS~ 12(p<0.01), ROC curve Tix FFR 0.90 78 1 4% ® MACE % T
HT 55 b BV cutoff fE TH - 7=,

Jensen 5% 98 Bl AT > MEIAZN 21T\, Pd/Pa £ % EEIEM (A D FFR),
ATV MEAREROENLES ., AL, AL D 4 » AT ClE L7z[6], HERR~AT v
NEGA BRI DOIRALERIZ EAG ZE D TR AT L TV DIEFNEZ 9 TIRVMER & Fe_T, FIRAEEN
A EITE < (44.0% vs 8.1%, p<0.001), ZAEEBMNTIZ CTHIEAZOMS L= FRIR T CThH -7
(OR 4.39),

Registry 35 L O meta-analysis OfE R b #E STV 5,

Pijls B3 AT > MEIALB] 750 B D registry ([ZOWTHE LT\ A[7], FFR 23 EfE 7
(T L, MACEGEL - DA% « R lAT R OB I3E) > 72, FFR 7% 0.96-1.00 DT
IZ MACE % 4.9%. 0.91-0.95 O#£ Tl 6.2%, 0.86-0.90 OHETIL 16.2%, 0.81-0.85 DO#F
T 22.2%. 0.75-0.80 OFETIL 29.5% Th - 7=,

% 1L FFR O T 1% THIBEIZC DWW T, meta-analysis 17> 72[8], *41% 9,173 #i
(study-level analysis)3 & O) 6,961 ffi(patient-level analysis) C. FEBIEHM 1345 % 16 »
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H. 14 7 A T&-7=, MACE I% FFR 2MEfE21Z EHEIN L, FFR ARMEHNIZ & A7 o
RN K E o7, Study-level analysis TiE FFR<0.75 TIATHEEMIZ L D NERITRHE &
e, P13 dE L7z, Patient-level analysis CTid FFR<0.67 T, MATHENIZL D T4
IXdGE LT,

PCI % @ FFR fifiiX 1% & KK L7-(HR 0.865 95% CI 0.80-0.93; p<0.001), ©>F V|

PCI #%® FFR 1% 3 5y 1 DIEFNZIB W TIL 0.90 Kiili Tdh -7, FFR OfEIC L 0 3 BETSY
7% L. FFR MEWEHZE FRN/ARR TH -7, 20 FFR EITERZMRER% O/ DT,
residual plaque burden % L T\ % £ E X i, FFRIZKT A7 7 —7 BEOREBEORX

SEIMBDOED,

FFR-guided strategy I% anatomy-guided strategy (CAG <° IVUS {2 L %) & bl LI
ITAEMI L, Lavt, MACE 1Z 30%B4 L, PRIIED 20%HA LTz, 2F 0|
FFR [33EH#Z cost-effectivness DE VN, 7 modality &z 5, Editorial comment T %
FFR OFRAMEZ L EET 25 Z X TR0l onTns(9),

IRIS-FFR registry T3 72 < & 1812 FFR {I7E %17 - 7= 5,846 5% it L 7=[10],
FAITIT 2,165 1 CThtifT L. 6,468 Il Tl defer L 7=, BRI H LT 1L9ETH - 72,
Defer &V7-9528 CTlE MACECUMBSE - O i %€ - B AT AR 13 FFR 8 & bR L 7= (aHR
1.06; 95% CI 1.05-1.08; p<0.001), IMAT FHELT 2 KA T L 7248 Tl Z ORRIZER O e o 7o
(aHR 1.00; 95% CI 0.98-1.02; p=0.70),

FFR>0.75 OpiZE Cld MACE |17 FHaffifl & defer il CHEZZ RO eh>7-, FFR
<0.75 O¥ZE TliX MACE (Xl AT il ca I 72 o7z, FFR 723 0.71-0.75 O£ TIX
aHR 1% 0.47 (95% CI 0.24-0.89; p=0.021) T& ¥ ,FFR<0. 70 ®#£Ti% aHR 1% 0.47 (95% CI
0.26-0.84; p=0.012) TdH > 7=,

MATFAEEM OB fEILZ MACE Tix FFR 0.79, DJ&SE - LAEZE CTIL FFR 0.64 Th o7,
Z DfEITF &~ @ meta-analysis DFE R & IEFIZ I STV D,

DKCRUSH VI registry Ti% FFR<0.80 T DES FAAT 21T - 7= 1,476 #l & fmt L 7=
[11], 3 FOfEE 2%, target vessel failure Z 6.0%(Zi2H 7=, FFR<0.88 73ME— DTl
K+ T& - 72(4.0% in FFR>0.88 vs. 8.0% in FFR<0.88, p=0.001), 47 H&:47(3.8% vs.
8.8%, p=0.005)F L OVLMiEiFE(0.2% vs. 1.3%, p=0.017) b [AHETH - 7=,

Zimmermann & |% FFR-guided PCI & WHHJVEHE & FLi L 72 meta-analysis Z#1T>72
[12]. xf%:1% FAME-2, DANAMI-3-PRIMULTI, Compare-Acute @ 3 ->DHE/ELZERD
individual patient data %= f\ 7z, FFR-guided PCI ££2° 1,056 {5, NEHRIIGHREEEDS 1,344
B Td o7, PORBIEWIRE O f I i 350QR 12-60) » A T -7, {DMEIE « DABFHZE I
FFR-guided PCI BE3NEBHITREREL 0 L F RV 72> 7-(HR 0.72; 95% CI 0.54-0.96;
p=0.02),

SCAAR Tix PCI % F 7= 23,860 il T4 % fst L7-[18], FFR-guided PCI iX 3,367
#11(14.1%) THaf T S iz, P8I O h BT 4.7 4 Th - 72, #IE L (HR 0.815 95% CI
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0.73-0.89; p<0.001)F LA T > MILKESE - FIEZEMHR 0.74; 95% CI 0.57-0.96; p=0.022)

=g

FFR-guided PCI FECTHEICA 20 >72, PCI BIEOEIEIAEAEEZRD RN -T2

(aOR 0.96; 95% CI 0.77-1.19; p=0.697),
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B 14E [MEEEREICKEIT 5 FFR #HIE

Sels 5% FAME study @ 1,005 i % %22 BRI UESA) 0 677 5l & A2 @i iE (UA) & 7=
139E ST EHALLFFEFEINSTEMD @ 328 filic /i) T, #istL7z[1]l, CAG-guided PCI #%
& FFR-guided PCI #£[#T» MACE O 1T UA/NSTEMI # T absolute risk
reduction(ARR) 7} 5.1%. relative risk reduction(RRR)7® 19% C. SA #£® ARR 3.7%. RRR
18% &t HEZEZRD 2D -5712(p=0.92),

FAMOUS-NSTEMI Tl 1 B2 Ei2%DS>30% D342 % 4795 NSTEMI JEH] 350 51T
FFR #liE Z#47\, FFR-guided #(n=176) & CAD-guided F(=17DI255 T 7=[2], FEIEN D
CAG(FFR) £ TOHIEIZTRIET 3 HTH-o7o, HANCHBBIRIREE 2 3R L2541
FFR-guided #£ T 22.7%. CAD-guided #£C 13.2% C, FFR-guided #t CHEIZE > T2
(p=0.022), CAD-guided #£ Tl FFR EO#ERI L 0 IBFTES 21.6% CEEIZ /o7, 12
s A% O mATHEA X FFR-guided £ T 79.0%., CAD-guided #£ T 86.8% C, FFR-guided
BECTIED > 72 (p=0.054),

Mehta & (% FFR>0.80 T PCI % defer L 7= ACS #£(n=334) & non-ACS £f(n=340) % LLi;
L7z[8], #BmBleiilL 456221 £ CTh o7, ACSHETIL FFR 2% 0.01 IR F 3 542, O
i ZE(HR 1.07; 95% CI 1.00-1.14), A7 B (HR 1.12; 95% CI 1.06-1.18), LM fHZE -
AT FEEAT(HR 1.09; 95% CI 1.04-1.14), (DESE - O E - A7 i IF(HR 1.08; 95% CI
1.03- LI AEICHIM L=, L2 L, non-ACS BETlx Z OMHANITFRD Mo T2,

Hakeem 5|3 FFR>0.75 T PCI % defer L 7= F %5 E %24, ACS #¥ 206 5] £ non-ACS
B 370 BlORM T & ik L7z[4], 3.4%1.6 F0BIZHM% D MACE(LHFEZE - target
vessel failure)iZ ACS £f 23%. non-ACS #f 11%C. ACS Hf CTHEIZZ D> 1=(p<0.0001),
Propensity score matiching (% % 200 )% ® MACE % ACS B CTHEIZ 0> > 72(25% vs.
12%, p<0.0001), Cox proportional hazards analysis (Z X % MACE % ACS £ CHEIZZ
7ro 7= (HR 2.8; 95% CI 1.9-4.0; p<0.0001),

DANAMI 3-PRIMULTI study T 627 5> STEMI JEfB] % #E{E% |2 FFR-guided
complete revascularization (FFR #f) & infarct-related artery IRA) PCI only (IRA B2 %y
\772[5], MACEGRAET: « Ff#ZE - ischemia-driven revascularization)id 3 £RZHClL
FFR B CTHE I L72(HR 0.33; 95% CI 0.17-0.64; p=0.001)7%, 2 BRZp| ClIA &=
ZiB 7272 (HR 0.77; 95% CI 0.47-1.26; p=0.29), [FEEIZ. non-IRA DIRAZE Y 90%LA
FofFITIE MACE 1X FFR B CAH R L7-(HR 0.32; 95% CI 0.18-0.62; p=0.001) 73,
0% R DOFI TIIHEZEZ B> 7-(HR 0.72; 95% CI 0.44-1.19; p=0.21),

PRIME-FFR Ti% FFR Z# & L7z ACS BE(STEMI %<, n=533)& non-ACS Ff
(n=1,450)% btz L7z [6], FFR MIEIZ & 0 IGH G #H1ZEE L726il1L ACS #f 38%. non-ACS
B 39% T, M CHEZELRDRN->1-(p=NS), ACS B TIZ FFR (2L HF#1AEE LT~
Bl L AT U720y o 7261 Tl MACE (8.0% vs. 11.6%, p=0.20)F X O angina-free(92.3% vs.
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94.8%, p=0.25)I3A B A& BOeN-T-, 72, FFRIZL Y PCI % defer L 7=JERF] D T1%
t, ACS Bf & non-ACS BECIXA B 22 B D 72 - 72(MACE [8.0% vs. 8.5%, p=0.83]% L
angina-free [93.6% vs. 90.2%, p=0.35]),

Kobayahsi & ¥ vresidual SYNTAXscore (RSS) @ T #% ~ O ¥ # %
DANAMI-3-PRIMULTI, FAME, FAMOUS-NSTEMI ¢ ACS %Ef5 547 % T, Wit
L7217, RSS6.7+5.8 T - 7=, 2 4% D MACE (RFEL - DFBFHZE « MATHENDIX 12.6%
12§88 7=, RSS 1 MACE #f & 3k MACE B CHEZEZ RO RN >72(7.215.5 vs. 6.615.9,
p=0.23), ZZEEMFHTIZTH RSS 12 MACE O FHIAFTldRdo7z, L=id» T, HERER
2R SEARMAT AN & JEfT L 72 ClE, BRI TRICEE LRV LR ENT,
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#15%= CABGIZEBI}5 FFR HIE

Toth &% CAG (23T CABG % Jitif T L 7= 429 l(CAG-guided £f) & D72 < &b 14
D hEERERA2 2% L C FFRABICHES W T CABG % JiiifT L 7= 198 #i(FFR-guided ) % b
L7z[1]. CAG 1T X 52 AOBEEIXNHE CHEZZRD 202 72(94.2% vs. 93.9%,
p=0.722), L7 L .FFR-guided #f Tl% CAG-guided #E(Z L~ BERERY B 28 D 4 5 (86.4%
vs.93.9%, p<0.001), 7 A /RAARK(3[2-3] vs. 3[2-4], p<0.001), on-pump surgery DHEE
(49% vs.69%, p<0.00DITAH BT L7z, 3 %D MACEGRIEL - LARFEZE « AT FFEEIN)
IXMRE CABEZZ2RD 0o 72(12% vs. 11%, HR 1.030; 95% CI 0.627-1.692; p=0.908),, 1%
DMEDFEE L FFR-guided B CAHEICIKA > 72(CCS class -1V 31% vs. 47%, p<0.001),
L7228- T, FFR-guided CABG IZ & V) /3 A /SAAREIES LU on-pump surgery 05 13K
WULTED, THRIZAZETH - T,

Fournier 5% 6 % OfE R 25 L T\ 5[2], FFR-guided #£Tix CAG-guided #fIZ b
AR DHE < (66 [57-73] vs. 70 [63-76], p<0.001), H1EA %< (82% vs. T72%, p=0.008).,
BERIE N B 72035 72(21% vs. 30%, p=0.023), L7=2->T, ZD 3 ERZEELT-
propensity score matching Z17v>, 396 B & fifhT L7-, #ILT - FHiZEIL FFR-guided £f
T CAG-guided #EICH A, HEICD 0> 72(HR 0.59; 95% CI 0.38-0.93; p=0.020),
MACE(RFET: - FEAHZE « AT ) & FFR-guided T CAG-guided #EICHA~, D 7aho
72(HR 0.77; 95% CI 0.51-1.16; p=0.21),

Thuesen 5% CABG %5l 100 5 % #4F %2 FFR-guided ¥ & CAG-guided #1257 1) 7=
(3.6 » A% ® CAG % 72 5 ThfT L 7=, Graft failure IXfFE CHEZZ RO 1> 72(16%
vs. 12%, p=0.97), /LMgsE « LMHFRZE « iz i OBEFE & Wi CH B 22 B 72 h -7z, CABG
% defer L72{Z&m=24)? FFR X 6 » HZICARITIK T L T7=(0.8940.05 vs. 0.81=+
0.11, p=0.002),

L7273 -> T, CABGIZBWTH FFR HEIX PCIICH 5 FFR LAEOEFRZH LT
HEEBEZHND,
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#16E FFR EREET 77— DR

%2 ETHRA2@ v | FFR OBUER FIIRAEE - AR - MTHE - 77— 27 & TH Y,
TT— 7 BORENPR O RENZ EPREINT WD, £7o, mshfIREE LA FEF I m IS
B ETIE, LAD 077 =7 BREEICEZ N2 L bIEH STV 5,

#\Z FFR £ & high-risk plaque O BR A G L7223, 26 OBFRIIAZE S
7 — 7 (high-risk plaque, HRP) ® Z 3 (posirive remodeling, low attenuation plaque,
spotty calcification )% MEE, FFREDIEMETH L Z L 2R LT D, THHDEE
TT = DERIT TV BEPRENI L AR LTEY, 2072 FFRE{KR FIZES LT
WHHDEEZBND, DFEV, FFR [IREHOERRAIRZEL DA T | IWEHOARL
EMELBDL TN EBEZBND,

author n lesions  endpoint
findings
Park et al. [1] 252 407 FFR<0.80

lumen area stenosis, per 5%
%APV, per 5%

OR 1.3 (1.1-1.4,p < 0.001)
OR 1.5 (1.3-1.9, p < 0.001)

PR OR 5.3 (2.9-10.0, p < 0.001)
LAP OR 2.1 (1.04-4.3, p = 0.038)
SC OR 1.4 (0.7-2.9, p = 0.32)
Driessen et al. [2] 204 610 FFR<0.80

stenosis 0-50%
stenosis 50-70%

stenosis >70%

OR 3.9 (1.1-12.3, p = 0.021)
OR 12.2 (4.3-34.3, p < 0.001)
OR 35.4 (12.4-101.2, p < 0.001)

PR OR 2.65 (1.31-5.38, p = 0.007)
LAP OR 2.30 (1.21-4.36, p = 0.011)
SC OR 2.45 (1.18-5.08, p = 0.016)
Gaur et al. [3] 254 484 FFR<0.80

stenosis >50% RR 5.0 (3.0-8.3, p < 0.001)
NCP>185mm3 RR 3.7 (2.4-5.6, p < 0.001)
LDNCP>30mm3 PR 4.6 (2.9-7.4, p < 0.001)
CP 9mm3 RR 1.4 (1.0-2.0, p < 0.070)

Abbreviations: CP, calcified plaque; FFR, fractional flow reserve; LAP, low-attenuation
plaque; LDNCP, low-density non-calcified plaque; NCP, non-calcified plaque; OR, odds
ratio; %APV, percent aggregate plaque volume; PR, positive remodeling; RR, relative

risk; SC, spotty calcification.
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Lee &1 299 #(772 #)% FFR & CCTA Tilffi L. =D F# & at L7=[4], High-risk
plaque characteristics (HRPC) & L Ci% PR, LAP,SC, NRS, MILA<4mm?2, plaque burden
>70%% Fv 7=, HRPC>3 % A9 5 #E 1% FFR<0.60, 0.61 to <0.70, 0.71 to <0.80, 0.81 to
<0.90, >0.90 DERETH 4 58.6%, 46.5%, 36.8%, 15.7%, 3.5% C. FFRENEMERITEZED
B I8 LTz (p<0.001), MACEGUMBAE « O A 2E - 1047 F- 4 4f7) 1% FFR<0.80, 0.81 to
0.85, 0.86 to 0.90, 0.91 to 0.95, >0.95 D#HE T 16.6%, 8.8%, 6.5%, 5.4%, 2,7% C, FFR i
PERNE EAEICS - 72(p=0.008), 7=, MACE i HRPC OENZWEEHEIZE )
572(>4, 3,2, 1,0 DERET 22.5%, 12.1%, 4.5%, 5.9%, 5.5%, p=0.023), FFR>0.80 HRP ®
#£ Tl MACE /% HRPC=>3 #£ T, HRP<3 BEICLLAHEIZE 0 -72(15.0% vs. 4.3%; HR
3.964; 95% CI 1.451-10.828; p=0.007), FFR<0.80 OHETIL Z OBHRITRD 2o 7=,

72, statin 52XV FFR Nk#ET 52 & b iE ST\ 5, YELLOW trial TlE%
KR ZEm <, »7p< &b 1 #12 FFRL0.80 OIFEDH 5 87 Bl IEAIC 7 M D
high-intensity statin therapy (rosuvastatin 40 mg daily) # & standard-of-care
lipid-lowering therapy FfiZ53F72[56], & D%hF1E NIR-IVUS (2 X % lipid-core burden
index at the 4-mm maximal segment (LCBI4mm max) D Z (L Caki L 7=, = Ok F. LCBI
4mm max |Z high-intensity statin therapy &£ CTHEIZRKE < L72(-149.1 [-210.9 to
-42.9] vs. 2.4 [-36.1 to 44.7]; p = 0.01), FFR 23k L 7= BE I FELEREIC b~ LCBI 4mm
max DD NAEICTKE )35 72(-109.6 [-203.2 to -23.5] vs. -22.3 [-65.9 to 21.7]; p=0.03),
*7-. LCBI 4mm max O RIZEL Y 3EIZHITH L. LCBI 4mm max OEVD 23K E W
1E & FFR OSEMIR 23K X 55 72 (Pirena=0.059),

SF Y Z OFFRITHEAEIF(7 #B) O high-intensity statin therapy (21 ¥ lipid
OB T 5 & FFRENSET 52 & 2R LT 5,

[ k]
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% 17TE Does coronary flow trump coronary anatomy? [1, 2]

« REENIRSEAR B D MR - AT & B RBARGEAT O et I X B IREE L s OB ETH D Z L &
arterial remodeling 23R [K T&H %

- FFR & PET |Z X % perfusion imaging 727 23S OMEPEENREE (L2 35 1T 2 JR T 42 D
WAL LSRR T D2 ENTED,

- FFR 1R EEAY 72 T BIIRSZE DOFFMIED gold standard TH Y . AL E e 1T BT
ZUS L, PRI L 2 MATHER LV b RRFERE 1267

- &M 72 PET perfusion imaging |3FFR B 72wl @hIRBAE D FEAME D gold standard
TH Y., KOG E(ce/min/g) 3 X O coronary flow reserve (CFR) & L CT#£ b3 =
ENMTE D,

- EEBARBEZE D R F R L B 5 D 5 1 b A CHEINRE BOEEIZIT A+ Th 5
23, BUEDLNAERBZREO LI E Z R L Tnd
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2. Lin GA, Dudley RA, Redberg RF. Cardiologists' Use of Percutaneous Coronary
Interventions for Stable Coronary Artery Disease. Arch Intern Med 2007; 167:
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- FFR (X P& H#EERE ) D fix b A7 invasive 72 modality Th 5,
(CTIZL DIV T L« 2T L T%RIEERT O HEILTZ non-invasive 72 modality
ThbH)

Nico H.J.Pijls IZ13£4 03\
What you measure is more reliable than what you see.
Optimize your logistics !
FFR is a strategy related to clinical outcome.

Measuring FFR does not disperse you of thinking.
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Stanford X Dr. Bill Fearon &

Kohichiro Iwasaki, MD

Director
| Deparment of Cardiology

Cardiovascular Center
Sakakibara Hospital

all of us at Volcana Therapeutics, we wish 10 congratulate
hieving the exceptional milestone of performing one thousand

an outstanding achievern

Therapeutics is honored
10 be affiliated with the high level of panent care provided by
Sakakibara Hospital

Volcano Therapeutics, Inc.

VOLCAND"

THERAPEUTICS INC.
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