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Abstract

Revascularization is an effective strategy for preventing ischemic stroke in patients with carotid
artery stenosis. Carotid artery stent implantation is a safe alternative to carotid endarterectomy,
especially for high-risk patients undergoing surgery. However, stent restenosis increases the risk
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of recurrent ischemic stroke, limits the benefits of interventional treatment, and poses a signifi-
cant threat to patients. Cervical vascular ultrasound, CT angiography, and digital subtraction an-
giography can be used to detect restenosis after stent implantation, each with its own advantages
and disadvantages. When patients with restenosis need further intervention treatment, different
treatment options can be provided, such as balloon angioplasty, repeated stent implantation, etc.,
but the optimal treatment strategy is not yet clear. Therefore, studying restenosis after carotid
artery stent implantation is crucial for improving the long-term efficacy of carotid artery stent im-
plantation.
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1. By

WA B R RS AT, @R s B R R A, P EBSE IS O, St
R EORGUAE,  CRO I AL JE A 3 R AE T R R[] o 78 38 )i 0L/ 1 e R85 v 44 800 Ay ik LA i
Arp, HRWIR 2 LIS, sz 25 25%~30%, 90%LL b i ks FEREAG AT 8k [2] . #
Bk N D] R A (Carotid Endarterectomy, CEA). #i5)iJik 3 428 A\ AR (Carotid Artery Stenting, CAS) i iR YT
Ak AE . R AR AR E TR . 2O SR SERR A BT RS, CAS il CEA fETIR & KM
Ay TFEREA K, P AT IR T A 35 722 57 (3] [4]. [ BR3Ts ik S 220 5835 (International Ca-
rotid Stenting Study, ICSS)¥s 1713 24 AR PES A kR 72 38 DA 1.1 begl B b1 2 e 21 423k 50 AR 9T Hh O %
5% CAS (n = 855)8f CEA (n = 858)¥47J7, FPARfT 4.2 4F J5 &k BP9 4 50 i B0 1 26 v ) B0 (52 vs 49) 1
Bt 5 E XK B3 7 57(6.4% vs 6.5%, HR = 1.06, 95% CI 0.72~1.57, p = 0.77), aJT412 7] 1 4E. 5 4F
R ABEVI IR Rankin BERIFEA BE ZR[5]. BEENMAFERWIGERE, CAS CEUNMA]. &
FARUE RIR TT BB KB 78 7, R ARGIECH BN, AT, 3Bh Kk SR N R 5 B8 (In-Stent
Restenosis, ISR)#& CAS # WIFRIEZ —, B& T FEIKHUS SN, ISR GG IR XU [6], X B #) Ak
THEEW, EEFEFTINAIT, MIMHIEE T CAS MiaIT M. Kk ISR FIFAXTEE CAS iBITH
KT RO . H TG R BT BB AR LE 22 57, AR SC B AE X5 IR 032k e T A — 25
®, ISR BIRAE, AR BF TS .

2. BRI SHREEERS

S J N Bk P A (0 R R HLA M AR IR R, CEA JE ISR I Ft £ W I A N T 1R 2 SE N K
A, FEGPINBESEAA IS MR, B SE GE O H1UE 2 G2 LA ERAE) ol il 5 BRSNS ik ok
FEREAG[7] [8]o SRTHT, —SSURdE S22 AL AT BEAFAE 22 7, KD CEA J& ISR A6 Hh XU 34 i ALL~F- L
CAS J5 I &[9].

HATES Ay ISR [ 3 AR B Ik R 7 A P BRI Fl B0k B 98 AH AR P BT B [10] . BT A A BT B
W AR 51 R B, AT RE TR I R BRI B S 2R B BT B, R e A B A0 S DR B (U ) R FE) i

Tk
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NS A A PR (1 32k P9 B4 R B I 1 AL B 1 5 ) e HL At 24 W i e [1.4] [12] [14]- Bhfbk 2B 245
EIK EAR K AR, AR LR 2R 5K 2 S BB AR R i A2 AL [15] o X e fE rh 2 1 S N
FREZMEM, KEPZERAL T HEMIIRE, A2 ERRE T @E T 9EHE T,
DA IR, SURRE RSN, JF H 2R 2R R AN S R, WAL R 4R
M PEAAHAIAE . AMEVUSRET 4EARM, e T EORT R ARG A AN AT BE B, SR SO AR AR [15].

SCERNF AR FERE AL AN 5 ISR #SC, & — RSB ARBEALBE SR A B D R, 12 AR A4S
ER=ANTEEN B 1) RANLACR AR 2) BIERZIBORE LI R 3) RFEAZ LBk
TR, FEBAN R ETEE [ 16] -

ISR KRAW K Z My T15 5k, WIS, HEZEDTMAMILIH CERIREF L, (H36H]
Bt SR FHHE 5 70 7 A B R BT e A i i . I B AT RS2 BB L R B B sE e, (B e IFEFEAG 3 ik
SR REREAL FE 55 PR 2R RSB TP S I o K S PR 3R A5 B R B P B A P R v AE AT L) BN R [ 7]

ISR HIB VIR AT SRAAAE il LR e 4 T, ZRMAER (R Bk HUBEAAEOR A ) # AT
REFBUEPAE AL . ISR BYEVIANIEAL R 3R ekl B AT A BR 22 iE A B e 0 B0 eiAs, B 1T RASK it
MEAIRTT, % ISR BIHUMAI BRI ZR, A ISR B A A .

3. BRENEXREER

TE S 3R 50 I O AR S 3050 ik Y I BT) B3 A L %5 (Stent-Protected Angioplasty versus Carotid Endarte-
rectomy, SPACE) [18]#f 7T, ISR #5E XL 7T0%HI 87, Ff HH 2% )k 75 (Doppler Ultrasound Sonography,
DUS)#fiae, (HILHIF 7877 AR ARG FHE, JE 2 1l 75 == 6 e ROTAN 16 3 3h 77 2 S 506 pas it
T2, 24 1SR BRIt 10.7%.

7E S5 ik R HE Bl K i P9 I8 )k A (Carotid and Vertebral Artery Transluminal Angioplasty Study,
CAVATAS) [191# 5, [FIFELL DUS #EATREVI, #E L PSV 130~210 cmi/s 1E A Z /b H B (>50%) 5% % (1)
I 5, PSV > 210 em/s A FE(>T70%) 84 Il FHE, X T 8 RGEIREGE A 5 FSMT MRAL CTA
B DSA PEAhBe 7 e AR, U B Rl SN 25 SR R AR PP, B IR ST R AR AT T R A
o IR RIE M WIRIT I PP > T70%01 1 4F. 5 4F RIFRAEZR DN 21.7%. 30.7%, Fifk
7 > 50%ELHAIZE R K AEFRTY 48.5%. 58.6%. FATMN, IATKIKZ EpkEHL /> iz CAVATAS ILE A
TBIT BB B T AN R A OB AR, X TR S E ISR Rimm . ERHTA T E, BATRIE
NS R, 5 ARV G 16%00 B HILHEE ISR, 6% 38 HBLE & ISR.

TEATREIR AN BB 72 (825 1 ) BR R 5 iU BT AR 56 (Endarterectomy vs Angioplasty in Patients
with Symptomatic Severe Carotid Stenosis, EVA-3S)r, FR A E XUNLA>T70% ISR BRI 1A%, Hr
50%~69% ) FF 4k 7= N FHl DUS IfLVE AR EEE ,  TT>70%H) ISR I P12 i 4 A2 Iy B 2 24
e, FHME WA IR IEE > 300 cm/s HI T3 X>70%H] ISR. & #7>70% ISR #) 3 E R it KA %N
3.3%, >50% ISR ] 3 FE M Bt KA RN 12.5% [20]. EVA-3S [R50 8 % 3543 3 i K BV [21],
M AR IR PSV (BIMH 210 cmi/s)fifi & >700 FF 3k 78 BRIALE P ZE, 5 4F FFpk7E Rtk AEEN 2.3%, 10
SRR RA RN 5.0%.

FE 390 2 K 13z 25 P R SR M AR BE 52 48 BN R Bt AL I IR 1056 (Carotid  Revascularization Endarte-
rectomy versus Stenting Trial, CREST) [6]W 7, ISR & X AFEN Ik E AR/ 2570 70%, KM 4T FE
VIV ARG BB, I8 =T70% P A (RSO S DA (o 32 0 {1 2 300 em/s BYOE LAt o ARARIX —Aifl, 4%
HAIE CAS J& 2 #EN Rt ISR RIHE N 6.0%, 4 £ Rt ISR KFFEN 6.7%.

ICSS J&i24 ikt CEA FI CAS VRIT IR MM N fikcpe 72 97 i R ) — I 7, EIX ARG
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ISR i 7E SUA=T0% 5k AR B R A A BBk A 2E, FHsE LABE A AT U7, AR P AL i P i 4
o B U7 0 8] (O BB kR AS R, BUiRbRuE 5 CAVATAS —3, 55 ISR (1 1 4E81 5 4E Bt &Ik R4 5
N 6.9%7411 10.8% [5]. 7E ICSS VR E /3B, BA PSV > 130 cm/s 1 A 2 /b /b i (>50%) Bk 75 1) Il S48, PSV >
210 cm/s F 9 H B (>70%) 878 1 FUE, RASTER AT 4 45 /Db rh B I PR A B B AR BT R AR R
40.7% [9]-

ZE ERTIR, ISR WIRAEZ 2.3%3) 40.7% A5, X2 5 E BB R T, P B X ISR
14 58 SORIBE D7 I (8] PRI AS [R] BT (RLUEVA b ISR S5 4 e SORVRYT 56 UG To I RARpe 4%, 1 bl 1g S0 1) WL ¢
FFIZI6RTT B GCEE P A F2 AN (BR) S 2L W31 5 mm 15 B ) 508K LA F (F /b b ) Bk 70%E1 LA b (),
BB ik A 2E o
4. RM7ssE

1) DUS: DUS HA I, #EfMiME. LutcBmS s, FHT CAS RERIE MY, &n LI
SEBIBKFRAN B I SC A, IR B KE. SBN AR SIS . 2 DU 4kiE DUS X1
CEA A J5 A 1Ak 5 CT 1ML/ it 5% (Computerised Tomography Angiography, CTA) B 1R i A e .
7 Nikola Aleksic 25 \[22]HIWF7C R RS CTA AHEL, DUS i3 Py 3 Bk FE A0 25 s 8 97.7%,  #
JEMEA 100%,  BHAEFIE M 98.4%, [ FIME N 100%, F ok 45 A2 B A FH A SRR 14 200 50 ik P4 s 4
B ARG R AG 11, I LB 459 42 1) 200~230 em/s (1) PSV %t v T 50%~69%!¥) ISR, >230 cm/s (1] PSV
X RLF 70%E5E K ISR, 2AT, CAS J& 1) DUS BEEEXE LARRRE, A & IS N B3 1 3l ik i m]
ook, MRS T A RGP, SR ZEFNBN K 2 8] IS ASVCBE, 56 A B o, DR 7 22
BT RN S 2R 5 20 2 ik P T8 P b dfe 75 )2 7= AR AR s AR B PR 2R [23] o 45K 2 A 72 14E 7 DUS &5 CTA.
I L 1 52 (DSA) LUK € CAS JE A FIFEE ISR 1) PSV BIME, % HE>220 cm/s A T2 H1>50%FF
Az, >300 cm/s iIZWi>70% K45 [24] [25]. X $EH I PSV BI{E# CREST 1 EVA-3S i FiAF A oAl Ak
ERFEbR. (HZTE 1ICSS I — TG T S AN 5 30 B0 Bk 28 4 1) ot o BRMEL AR HE 1) P F 7R [26] % CTA
AR 50 P8k A5 1) PSV S fE Il FHE N 125 em/s (REIUEE: 63%, Hp5it: 83%), H AN SCAEMAELE
REEHE . AT 70 2 UEHE R B 75 Z38 i PSV UM, 7T AE LA 130 cm/s 7E >50% ISR [ I{E, 300 cm/s
YE>70% ISR 1) B B A %8 e R R S FANME o

2) CTA. 3L M 5 1% (Magnetic Resonance Angiography, MRA): 15 BN R R AR A, AfH &
IIHERRAE, IROVE SSHT W R AP B S NG B, X4 ISR JG & K NBE, N JE84h
ST ALK . SR CTA 52 BN T B RO SRS AL O S IR 2, X ] BE 2 Wi HS B 2 VPAS [27] - E4t,
MRA BN 75 BT A 4 S BORGE SRR B, (ED0) iy PRV IELRE B A . M N SRR as B I FH A7
B o

3) HF IR M4 1% ¥ (Digital Substraction Angiography, DSA): ‘B &2 Wi i sh Bk 4= (e hritk,
B AT CATE I A R TR AS P 1 00 B AT RS W, SR, X R EARR AR, 7B A
AR ER NI CAGR N R 5, HESHFREAIEAE . MR e R Bk E IR a2 55 5
KA. G, wIRE R A A GRS T AR 2 RS W BT e R T PR ISR AR RIHAT IR A, M
MLE J5 2R1297 T & -

5. BIRERZER

1) —fRImREF AL S R R R IR BRSO, BRI Ml I g 5
OGN« RTINS BN oA P 2E L A1 IR P A2 ISR B SE R IR 3R [6] [9] [28].
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2) A7 b BEH I RFAE AR AT BE RS PR A . B KN R R Ak B R TR B A ST AN OBk A e S L IR
VFL A FEE X BEHAFAE S ISR Z 18] RIEATHEFC . I 39050 100 7 368 7 B iy BB AE 10T 45 B 1 Tt
CAS J5 6 AR ISR, ABEIHHAL . FahBihs > 50%M ISR EEH[29], A7 & ILBLLR Py H
AT, AR BRI S AR N N B AR S OREG, TTREHE ISR ALK Z[30]. SAFINI
S NWF T4 BT KR 5 CAS Ja B 4 /NR IR R, BEHUR KJEE > 4.37 mm BB R
ALK [31] — Tk XF 105 44 CAS J& B3 T ¥ BE U [A] 1.95 48 J5 A I BERE T 20 mm BEH s Fpk 4
EEFAK[32]. PRSI ISR A, — T E LIS KBRS AL A b, VP ISR 1R
M, REBEHEAF > 8.2%15 36 N H I XA N B AR S G, TR R v B b A Pl R S B
Wrzd, SECISR 1K AE[33]

3) TARMRNGHM T SN FEP A BE AR TSR M AR L I8 SN2 402 > 700%
B ST T Rl T [34], RIGHRATEAE >30%5 ISR A K[32]. H—WilF ik 4K . AR
W22 ISR KA, HAGSCBEKE B IEACCOZRK I 1 mm, BRI 11.2%), 53X H
B EFAHR(EARIEM L mm, FEBAE LA LR 50.1%), F H AP SRR A ISR KU 51 [35]

4) CAS JEZWiRI7 SR ZE T e AT M e . GRS T 20 L IR S AR 45 28 B et IR B ik S 2R A AR 8
F ARG ISR AEAEAR SN CAHIE 52 [36], Mazighi 55 A [37145 75 1 ISR &35 7E CAS TR Ji 1 i SUntas & 7fl =,
1 RIGATIEIE A BN ISR JHR, T IX 2 8 2R I Snas 7 2 R R SOR A AE AR BT,  WeB IR AE SR IR
A B T T R T RE SN ISR IIRAER . HAMERE(hITRAMIATT) R R AEE RN R &
[38].

5) HAtFRARTEFER A RIS RMERNAE ISR FIRATEREEEMER, Bl 8 % e br il
JZ N, im0 A % 9k B 4 B % e 2R (Neutrophil-to-Lymphocyte Ratio, NLR). H 44 41 i i1
5 A& A 11 L 2 (Neutrophil to Albumin Ratio, NAR)ZE . B 7% &K BLTCHE IR #2 CAS & NLR (RE7) &
A e ISR FITRIIFEFR[39], CAS RIAI CAS Ji NLR {H & (1 B3 B A8 R AR e [40],  [RIEARED NLR
AIYERTIM CAS J& ISR [T T F b5 - 7E X NAR FIRE 7T R & A AR BT NAR & (FE 2k NAR /KF >
13.4)5 CAS J5 ISR KK H I 1.94 f5AHIC[41], MEE NIRRT NAR FHiE nl fig &5 CAS & KA ISR 1)
T K 25 . Dai 6 AR 261 5] CAS 3 34T T Ifi/Mi-F3 /48 (Mean platelet volume, MPV) 5 ISR J¢ & 1
LRI CAS HI MPV {H > 10.1 fL f&E 3 & 4E ISR A2 MPV <10.1 fL B 1 3 5L b, ixub i
AIREsZ a6 T CAS Ja InsRPTii /MG YT [42]. 2 WU L3R B ML AE 75 2 R AR I fa R R &R, FE0S AR K-F
KIARHE S ISR X RIFATHEFL, —DUR A O ST 38 62 I8 1 =Bk (BB 2 I ey 1275
mg/dL, KT IR L PR) AR T CAS J& SN ik Fi Bk 45 1 FA bR E4[43], CAS Ji % Mg 2 A ]
/KSR 0 1 4 3 50 Bk S 2R (VR i s L [44] . H i =8 - B ATHE (TyG)F8 £kt iz FAVE I R VP4 4 4
FEFAR AR S FE i, BRI TyG Fa %05 s 55 i F e 2 XU R IEAH 5, ml FH 384 & )
[45] 0 I Jel Bl R ] LA S e JRy 0 o R P2 B AR E, F 0 6 5 P2 1 O R R A TR AN 65 v P I ) L 2% 2
5 CAS Ja 5 ISR (A, AIRe2 T ISR R 4 [46].

6. CAS R BERERATT

CAS RJEHHA iRIT HRTLAZGY . s EEANE. Ko ISR 2R, H2E N2 iz #
IRAFERE . RONTEIEIR ISR > 70%M 835 4 42 N A A0 v () XU AN 0.8% [47], FFrT Resx I T
AR HAANIZE B AORE o« BRI ISP} 2023 473 ik ks 1°F A Ak, 1 35 20 F R 20 Jk 32 s /7 BRI DR S R i R )
[48]F8 X} > T0%JoRER FRAR 4 R R WU AR iR YT (| A A JSUEHR), (HA S PP 25 mT A 5 35k i
PEAE R A, U R R IR YT A T e N BT IR A, LA s LT JZ $ 4 (Computerised
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Tomography, CT)/fi 34k B f% (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI)Z /R [FIITCAERIESE . AR > 20%.
P PR AT R BEER AR BT AR B X @B Rl A B . MRI L n] WLBEER Py b afi 0 o 5 i 46 52 452
FE 1 /NI 22 i 22 05 80y s DO 30 1] 2220 e A — I B R MU T8 5 IR, T2 TR AR 22 50 DU R 3
e AT M2 E R . X 50%~99% ISR MIFER P 3 EUGHAT T K HERE C 2KiEdE). HATE AR
MRIT 7 SR ATERE R, dnge R A s Y IS OB AR (i R BEALVE A B D13 29IRZ8R5E). EE X
BN, FARIAIT(CEA. LR, HEFHBMEA). BT ISR RFFML, HbZdOariEt: L
WA RINATT J7 %8, BB AR VR YT 77 SRR TE , (BFFEEIK ) CAS ¥ayT &, W70 ™ H A 1ih
JT WG S U

HYNRTT . PUILMREEZY B BN EE . 9K Sh R H0 ] P78 LA s s Ve . 2
5% CAS 3 Bl F AR BB MM IETT 5 T AR A i ZE A G 20 E 2. (Ishkk A i2iaTem ) #E
17 CAS RJGHERELE IR FHBT A VLAR 100 mg A SRS E 75 mg 22> 1N, WSS 85 AN 52 38 mT 3k A
HoAbFT AN ZGY, DA S 58 N R AR (R AR [2] . TEIS At —Fhad Bk R AR A 11 BT, W]
Biib40Ha N cAMP il EXT TR BNk AN E SIS 2 N A 5 B 75 T A 2 AE ) COIE 52 [49]
[50]. JLIUARR ST 5 PR CLS Rk 3 Ik SO AR AR S5 I SO B4, KO CLS a7 (B 12 A~ H B
K [A]) AT REXT FEAIC CAS J5 ISR IR A2 RAT IR s fEH[51]. Britb 2 4b, flyTI259t%f ISR BA
KPR ERT, iS5 A AL R A S5 SRR R AR T T S 2P Rk ek SO P BB 22 1 R A2 [52] . BMT
X/ CAS Ja PR A 1R AE AT REA 2

MIZE 5 : J/I7 ISR MITIEHIRZ RN, B ikl UAA RE MR, (A8 ARELSE. CEARIT
A RS SR AR M AR BRI A7, BT ARMIERAE TR 38m, st T HA XU K 2= 1)
BT, PR PTA B BREESCEE A BUE A T RESRAESE 4 (4R 3, (A — 2 MR 2. HATZse it
AR S, (RAAE D HOE 7t 5 DEB 48 K Jis A LS B AR T6 9T CAS J& ISR, %P1 DEB M \ifi
JT CAS AR JG SR A PR A & — Fh B 22 Ak BB A% 10 80697 77 1%, 58538 1L BOY AR AH LE (0%~50%),
1BIT G E K ISR ZEEMIK(0%~33.3%) [38]. Xfg &K WIEH DEB 1) PTA {11 H 5@ ERE M) PTA, WIHE
L R (A SRR SE

ARSI TN BF 255 2l I ek /> SR PR A BT R, DL T L4 P (Vascular: Smooth
Muscle Cell, VSMCs)34 58 Kk /> B R AL, AEIFARIERR A . 1M BLIX LS 29 W7E I R b 1) S 32 1)
WS VSMCs [RGB GIE R 2 iR B RAR DG 25 I K AR B U D R R 1l . DR S5 R R
SR T BRI, AR SRR [ RIH) VSMCs 958, T HLZE R B S SeI K Fe ik . BT M A
T KBRSk ERBEB I AL[53], 7E B AN R HAA IR RPE SM 220 J3 35 TRIK3) VSMC
PR 2 it S IR 7 p27 Rt Rk, AT A R VSMC B85, 45 R Lenti-SM22a-p27 JEGL K
AR B ERARH AL 2, HAERRTEE 55 28 KA IR BB A (M, FEAN T2 B Py 2
o BEERIETT WSS R E S SR se S ES A 7T b, HAR A OR 5 R FE R T IR R, e
BEAR BRI TT SRS o

7. BE

BBk S BEAENASE A R TR e 01 2 A AR T B (H ISR BRI T A NIRTT I i b o BT 28 S
J& 8277 BRI 74—, CAS Jaili5 M ISR RAEF ZEFMA. HAWEYEAE, MEFEB. Bk
SREREALTE 2 ISR I R B A BRI, HiAE — RINBONE RS . DUS #EATRE VI EAl ISR,
BRI A I G 5, (An] EE AR T, SRS EUE LRl Tid, Fik
—4hiG CTA. MRA. DSA EMITAL, AESHAITHRAUKIE. A7 ELLBMT. iz E# ¥, MEFR
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