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Larger balloons are recommended for lesion preparation before using DCB: IVUS analysis
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Larger Balloons are Recommended for
Lesion Preparation before
Drug-Coated Balloons

an IntraVascular UltraSound analysis
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Methods




May - Nov 2018
DCB procedures 35

Prep DCB
GI'OUp size size

|
Sman Lo < 24
|
Equal B 11

*all balloon sizes were up to operator’s decision J

N




IVUS dissection analyzed
after “Prep” & “DCB”
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IVUS dissection compared
between “Prep” & “DCB”
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Results




Prep size mm)

Prep MLA (mm?)

DCB size (mm)

Final MLA mm?

Final dissection grade:
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Worsening of dissections
between prep and final
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Discussions




Up-sizing : risk of further uncontrolled dissection
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Same balloon size makes less change
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Limitations

Non-randomized, retrospective single center study
Small number of procedures

IVUS definition of dissection not established in common
...its predictive value for restenosis is unsure

However, we want to predict the result before we use DCB




Conclusions




Prep Size DCB Size

NN
QNN




Thank you for your attention

Yo Iwata, MD
yoiwata-chiba@umin.org
Funabashi Municipal Medical Center
Chiba, Japan

JET2019
Tokyo, Japan
February 22(Fri)-24(Sun) 2019




	Message_Dr_Yo Iwata
	岩田JETAWARD2019　



