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ARBIEZF T, BARZYIRZEREE (DCB) M A% T ISR M98 %, (H ISR BIRIT R & —
ANHES . BAREEERDE (POBA) | UIEIEREE | AURIREE, PR AT ATE ISR BIIAYT RS 3IN H,
AR AN . AR AR LK DCB 435178 — & i BRME K P18 B AT DUR 45 1 P 3
A RE A RIAYT IRNE Sk ISR 1A &R 142 .
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Advances in endovascular treatment of in-stent restenosis of
femoropopliteal artery

HE Yi, WANG Bing
(Department of Vascular Surgery, the Fifth Affiliated Hospital, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450052, China)

Abstract In recent years, with the extensive use of endovascular stenting in treatment of femoropopliteal artery stenosis
and occlusion disease, the in-stent restenosis (ISR) is increasingly becoming a growing problem. Although the use
of drug-coated balloon (DCB) reduces the prevalence of ISR, the treatment of ISR remains a clinical challenge.
Despite that, the plain old balloon angioplasty (POBA), cutting balloon, frozen balloon, and re-stent implantation
have been applied in the treatment of ISR, but the results are not satisfactory. Both debulking technique and
DCB have certain limitations. However, their combination can exert their respective advantages, which may be an
effective way to treat ISR of the femoropopliteal artery in the future.

Key words Graft Occlusion, Vascular; Stents; Femoral Artery; Popliteal Artery; Endovascular Procedures; Review
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PAER, M N SCARE ARTE T Bk, + e S5 ERBHC STz N, R
TRk (femoropopliteal artery, FPA) 2 A OE BK FE 0 JE R (plain old balloon
angioplasty, POBA ) Joik k15 i B J7 8% 09 9 A2

(2018020242 ) . >30% ) "7, SR A AT A ALk R R T R A Y
WS EET: 2019-04-11; {EiTHHEI: 2019-05-20. W . (H SR ARG AT B 10 VAR Tk A8
(e L, MRS ARREG s, Fa F, FE18%~37%Y, DAV ERE R EAAR
N L5 SR RE A5 15 PR 7 T B4R () 2 3 g %, TRl BB 3 PR O T B e A 7 R
#E1EE: £, Email: hnxgwk@126.com Ko A, FPARAR M AL E AR HATIELE TR,
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SRR R 5528 %

SR, AW ZERTE (drug-coated balloon,
DCB) AJF B SR E AR 53530% " Wi, 32
N B A (in-stent restenosis, ISR) MEJIEYT
[ R AN KR R AT 2 — A Tl o B 2 R
R YT BB 5T 0 e EAT 253k

1 ISRHREAEEMUAKR TR

SCHE R JE B Bk Y B RS AR RN BT
TR WS 2, 5 K307 A ML
(1) PR A (2) AR IE B (3) I 48 1 Il 45
T A I A8 N IR AR X PN BE B B 3R S A R PR A
PO B 00 . PN R A A R R E RV, P 1 LA
it 5 5 R RS A B A1 A A 3 5 A T AR LR K el
02 2% o R 500 & 0% sl koo A B AR S AR A 5 B B 1Y
ANTAL s I ELAE B S B %) SRR P IR A 3 R Y
=AM R B KA FE T, 3 R DR S Vi UL 4
B, 859 e & 2 TR IR 3 1) 440 it 40 35 i
[F) R BR 6 4 5k AN S 40BN, I PN R 40 A B o8
kg Rt 18 7 N (T 1| AN o1 3 SO 7 ¢
I PR 0 7 A R R R o 9RO R LR L D A
B, {HE H AR IR B — NER A (BR T fE S
W AJE R ER RN TR R 2 %) o T
T A R B SR 4 M A L T, TSRYRAS i) T U
HRAET SR Wl gE ., B R R, FE KRR
G, B S OB LR A AR . MeAh, FEXT
ZPTARYT R 5 BRISR A9 £ 3 R 17 Jis 9 25 12 40
&AM (I N&EAE, intravenous ultrasound,
IVUS) , TEPTARJG, 4N HZURB T B >
50%. fERZ30 minf5, XHENALUERIE M T
329" FARWEGE XS TR YT RE 2h Bk ISR H AT E 2
B N T HEAAIZWRIIEITFPA S AL N FERR %
H AT A NI FPA-ISRAM 8 S TosakaZy 11
IR, RN R BR B AE <50 mm, 118, SZZR N9k
1B AE>50 mm, TITRY. S 28 P ] ZE MR 2R .

2 REIEZhEK ISR BB RETT

2.1 POBA

POBA JE 3l i Hh 77 £ J5 o 22 b 1 A= B, A
117 7K 3 VB4 RE H Y o ELISRAT AR N IR 5 i 5 A
O3, DR PA R 23 SR (] A, el RS B Al ) Bk 4 4
KRNI AR, S5 4h, T POBAXS A IR 41 4L
BOIEAE T, A5 J5UAS BRE A9 A I 140 3l 38 4
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N, rE B — e E" . fETosaka%E I G
TISRAP B Ry — 205, W/RPOBAARJFISR
(2R R BRI A h e (84.8% ) , TEIL
IR BAL . XT2HE LM%, WP
R (L, TR : 535 h64.6%, 18.9%F
15.9% ) . FHPOBAM FIRITISR TITHLIR A2 1) FF
e A RN T A 2E %00 = FIUMILZR, i TR 2% 2 [A]
() B A% SR A JE R C I i 22 5, L POBA XY
TR P ZEPEISR R AHELE R, BR T 75 238
9 i 37 Sk e AR O 5 0 R
2.2 VIRIBKEMQRIKE

Y E 2R 2 2 76 bR 1 10055 B BR 4% 3% R Bl
Heg — &= 5071 B, B b, n] Aok A Bk 48 i gk it
PSS B 43 B4 B 0 B b TR 4 . (HDick B PIIE G A
3915 B IE 2l K ISR &, ¥ POBA 5 U) I Bk 42 i %
WG ARBEAT L, K6 H 5 b FI R % i 4 Y
RGP R N65%, HPOBAIT3% A
L IEAG, (A Fh 225 Lg% E L. R IRkE
JE R R OB AR AR RIGIT 45 SRR A, AT
LA TR s 47 4 0 ¥4 5 5 A DX el 110 1L 487 B AN B B . B4
BF, WA — U 5 1 2R 4 O X R FE 500 um ()
578 I BE HEA TR R 10C IR AIATY, HIEES
AL T, BRI P A . AR R Karthik 551 B
55, PATOBIISREE ( H o546 R fE R ISR ;
SIEAT 126 KR A RO R ), 124 H BRI
RKK100% ., el vk gk im & g AR (50%) ,
RIF6AH W B Rz, mifdEHLpefd,
6~12/~ H Z [a] th Lk e M e 28 o Shin &0 A
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41 (394 8%, FHIRAK A R 140.9mm ) ¥ FRER
e (37THERE, PR AERKEHN191.7 mm)
6 A, JH—HWE R0 h84% . 43.8% . %
HIYR URERFEXT T ISR R I A FPOBA .
2.3 ZERENARFT ISR

G )E TN B R S B, Rk
7% ol 1) 6 Il B RAF RSB IRAE T, RO iR
7 ISRBF — Fl L 48 5 FH 09 #h B =X ml e 6 19 3¢
BR3P . )RR L2 (bare metal stent,
BMS ) . WU X4 (drug-eluting stent,
DES ) M7 R BMSH T H I A 454 1 )5
B, AN B8 BH 1k BT A oy 5 i 4w LA S B
L E S OT LA B G A, A s Y b 3
[0 = Armstrong%lmﬂzﬁfT751§UPOBAﬁ
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Tosaka I1. TTIALNE AR B9 24E PP 22 B8 & R4y 5 H
67% . 72% . W] WBMSIHYTISRAY H I ] ZOCR A K
FEA L I BMS H TR R TPOBATJCE: 4 IE
(B AR SR R 5, DAk B 2 I P
HE. 259l o248 5BMSZEBL, fHa] LU LA
il B A=, Zeller S HRIE T Zilver 8 2 BEDES
BT R 20 ok A BB S B R T A5 R, kgl A
108 M & (1194 MMmAETH) , FHRAEK
JEH (133.0+91.7) mm, 14ER EE @R N
78.8%, L AW E NI 2%, MurataZ5:gy
A2524 /I, Jr NZilver PTX 204 (11945
ik ) MIPOBAM (13358 ) , Hi@idd40%
(101/252) ZMEME LB NHE., BEVILFEE,
TEXHNRAEN, WMELHE S, HFE RN
PHZEL, ME ARGt %25 (—H#EBmFE: PTA
44.1% vs. DES 90.3% ) . ZHRZEHHUES, DES
5 JE AL TSR A & 1 JRURS: A3 db 2 %) 2t 7 97 DG 56
2o NS AR RT LA A AR D RS e A R ST 2R N Y
KB, FEHJE TR IR ZE Viabahn 352 30 0] fE7E — E 72
JE B WD T 20 0 AR =R R B O i
AR R, RERELINEMFFEY, X b B %
ZRAIPOBAIRYTISR, FEE 441 iy — W 3E iy % =
FPOBAZ (74.8% vs. 28.0%, P<0.001) .
2.4 DCB

DCB T # AR £ [ 4h 45 mg 4 77 0 FH T JBOIE 2 ik
(R 0 AE 5 AELH: o R A5 2036 97 48R 8 BKTSR 1Y 45
mAEAER T Ak, E AN T iR 24K DCB
B FISRP 2 R348 T 012 B9 W g8 45 ) 12000
Stabile % PULEE T i FIDCBIAJT ISR K39 4 i
#, H, Tosaka 18 530.8%, Tosaka Il BN
48.7% , TI1EYYG 2% 0 e AR (20.5% )
BE D14, — W3R H92.1%, i 728 K & Xt 4%
R gt %225, #—LMp 244", —
W38 W% R BN T70.3% (HA A 1 LEITE RE D52 4F 15
W RAEWME L), FE, AW Tosaka 117
(33.3% ) . 1M (36.3% ) WEEFHEEREST
A% (12.5%; P=0.05)

DEBATE-TSRAF 78" b 48 T — 21 4 4 1) 4l SR o
B, xR EHRADCBIAITISR, [F 5444
¥ I POBAYAR YT ISR MY BE IR f8 & BE AT X I, i 4
WARKELG IS, MU 14, DCBAH
8/41 (19.5% ) WyBFE & HBFRA, MPOBALLH
PR AE 4928/39 (71.8% ) (P<0.001) , 14F
B AR M4 E AR (TLR) 2351 °813.6%H131.0%
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(P<0.001) , {HBES 3 4F )5, DCBAIPOBAZ
[ % AR 25 I i £ADCBA A ZPOBA
4, Tosaka ITTTISRIGAS YR EHEEMN AR G
PR 2 20

— I Z hb AL S ( Femoral Artery In-
Stent Restenosis, FATIR ) PO 119 /4 3 i HL
5 HMDCBYL (n=62) MEMPTAL (n=57) ,
WAHMIFEEREEZRESNHN29.5%F
62.5%(P=0.004), 14ETLR4>5H9.2%F147.4%
(P<0.000 1) . 53 —MiREHLIKE (PACUBA) P
7454 fE AR B TSR B E ML/ B Z£POBA (n=39)
MDCBZ (n=35) . AMFFEH P22 K
HRKFFAIRL, 6124 8, POBAZ
() — 938 1% 243 W R 31.3% 113.4%, (i HIDCBIA
7Y SR ) — 8 % 53 I D 58.8% M 40.7% . TE
I DCBIL A BB ARG B9 # h, TLRIY A i
W A (64 . 88.2% vs. 83.8%; 12101 -
49.0% vs. 22.1% ) . B, SFATRIEL 1945 R AH
Fo, @A FTLRAY A MR X Al A8 i Tk
TRERNZERFH.
2.5 ERRE ( BIRETIAH AR )

ELIE EUF, A B AR AT DL B s 4 A Y
DA RS A0 L A0 3 T, AT IR BT R AR IE AR H
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RN 5 2 NI € 5 < 5 0 A < RS O A
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G0 F] B, AT HLE A 19 9 78 [ OF ¥ 0 AR
KRN (123+95.9) mm, 34.1%09% 25 K584
AZE], 6B —WhEs R (64.1% ) 5%
ol U) ) BR 4 A SOE R A A R, HAE 124
Al, —MEsE TN HEE37.8%, FREINN,
YE 2 T 30O6 T ahnT DL % A A R IR T I B ik
ISR, ABFBEMTFRRIFE, BEEKENE KR
e 0T B 2 B o B R AR A N R AL SUE R BB AR 4
fift ISR B) A8, 78 XU BF5E 7, g T 13541
ARSI PKISR B, Hirhs54061] (40% ) $:52 T OGN
BA , HARFZE RMPTA (AEEEHL) VAT . oL
Al ARIG T B TSRS KE K (222 mm vs.
114 mm, P<0.001) , HIIZKISREZL (69% vs.
20%, P=0.001) . BWOGHEHRBEVI RET, 114
ISR & W & 18 7 oA 2E 5 rp 0 B i fE 3%,
A B E 2 NTLRI B KAC (14% vs.
44%, P=0.05) . fHHLZ T, #OCH A ARRIT
PITITZR ISR 1A & B pe 78 ALK (54% vs.
91%, P=0.05) , 24EE KFH (69% vs. 100%,
P=0.05) . #EZWOCIHRARIBIT WIS B H
P24 Bt U 18] 52 K SR 9 T S AL AR (33% vs.
71%, P=0.04) . EXCITE-ISRi®X %P2 45 — 15
KARTIEERENLFGY, B AEIEEFXTFPA-ISR, #%
JCHE RS PTAML THAMPTA . AU &R IG &6 H
TLRI D 752%, 61 H —WinR0 e (71.1% vs.
56.4%, P=0.004) .

2.6 EEHAR (EERNBEEES DCB)

ULAE R, MR A £ (0 AF 55 3 K B0 B 4l B Dk 2%
HAREFE /2 M ISRIGYF AP Iz W &%, i RE S
A5 PR B P A R AT G . B Ah T R
I 25 B¢ E FID CBHK & ff 6 97 I IE 2 K TSR (1 4
FWFFEP, Van den BergO AT T —Wi/NEA
T REPEXT BB 7T (78.6% 0 H & I Tosaka TTTHY NG
Ay, AN TABRE S K ISR F , ¥AT 806
KEEADCBIRYY, WEREVI190H , XA 1HI K
WHISR, —WEBRNL.7%, RS NHE.
Sixt 2k 4T — 30 (8] B 4 B, 60651 BE B i D) Bk
A PTAF 29 5E B fig UIBK 5 DCB, DCBHIPTAZL Y
14FKaplan-MeierJg -8 78 fili 718 43 1 4 84.7 % Fl
43.8% . TEFBRZE M Z AR Cox B, H5PTAZ
I, DCBIAYT XU 4 0.28. GandiniZs 20
AN L BRI 41 % ( Tosaka ITTHY ) ) EE BT Gl
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M, BENLA OGRS DCBALMIDCBAL .
RO A BEADCBA T, 64 124 H i
R (% h91.7%M66.7% ) W3 TUDCBAH
(P=0.01) (5% H58.3%M37.5% ) , X —455%
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H (29 Tosaka 1124 183 Tosaka 11144 ) 4T T
XU BB PR R 9 . 6244 B 1 Z OB A+ DCB
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