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[ Abstract]
interventional treatment of intracranial aneurysms. In-stent stenosis (ISS) is a common complication

Flow diverter (FD) devices have gradually become the mainstream approach for

after FD implantation, which can lead to ischemic events and affect the prognosis of patients. Current
studies have shown that ISS occurrence is closely related to hemodynamic changes. From the
perspective of hemodynamics, this article reviews the research progress of mechanisms, evaluation
methods and treatments of ISS after FD implantation, in order to provide reference for clinical practice.
[Key words] Flow diverter; In-stent stenosis; Hemodynamics; Wall shear stress;
Circumferential wall tension
Fund program: National Natural Science Foundation of China (81974177)

DOI:10.3760/cma.j.cn115354-20241206-00765

IS 17 26 & (flow diverter, FD)/E S —Fh 46 24 44 1Y
M08 NIRYT T, BT 32 BT /5 sl ks 13897, Hoam i
AR I3 3l ) 2 A vl sh TR P i i o R AR
i PN B kIR 11 P 2, D0 G R R sl 5 78 5 3 8 e S
BRI R SOR S, ST4E Sk, FD RIE RBIEE TR, BT
VAT 2 kR | v 3 KR A5 E— 2B kgl T LI PR R
FAW, SR, FD A AR G A B —Le I KA , 4] 10 =2 28 N ke
7 (in-stent stenosis, 1SS) V34 & 7 %4 8.8%" . 1SS 1] 5% 1
FD (YA 7R | S50 e i 238 I sE3a 7 KUK . g

FW 1SS Z R HEAEFDIEA ARG 640 W, FL ML F3h J1 2Bl
B, ¥ Rk 2 W EALBAERY, T FD A A RS 1L 7 )
F12E AR AU XD 1SS (A Ak FD e Bl BRI FH SR ms |
B3G5 P9 S R R TS LA S S R S ARSI
B AE L, B9 FD ARG 1SS 1Y & A HLH EAG 5
P LARTT PSSt AT 4R A R e R S B B 2 2

— 1SS Ay HE A
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AR A, S BON B0 A sl AR I . 1SS B2 T3 28

7] e 2 _ BeAs iz
AR (%) = (1 _M) x 100% , H 15 2% i

AR S AR A Y LS AR, BRAE AR  B  I ) LA
o FDAHAARJG 1SS £ i 2/ Ml 1k, I35 0 AR T8 Jl A
SR R DR, 5 )5 PR 50 g R 2 1 AR

ISS e 7% A2 BE (14 43 G b o 76 A [R) B 5% o0 A 7 25 5
Esshaiheen SEMF1 You S5 8 75 Z 0 AN [R) 6 1SS Bk 45 72 %
Gy M FE AR AE (<25%) | H RE Bk 78 (25%~50% ) | BE Bk 78 (>
50%) ; Wang 25" Chalouhi Z5™153 4 4% B B % (<50%)
BEBE7E (50%~75% ) T RS (>75%) 5 Gui S5V 53 %k
75 (50%~70%) . F A (>70%) L [419€(100%) . FD A AR
J& 1SS W) F ) K R N 8.8%, TE H A 0.2%~44.0%.
Ravindran 20 2 45 2538 T 43 Wil 5Y , 45 FD A AR5 1SS
-2 4 A %6 8.8% ., [ PN — T 1F 9% & 7 FD A A R J&
ISS 1 %& 4 %y 8.4% ( 111/1 322)U9, Sweid 2504347 T
598 il FD A A AR J5 3, 1SS & LR K 6.3%., Gui MK 1
Rifi 15 W, FDAE AR G 5 H 2 15% & 4 T 1SS, 1SS kA=
R 2 5 1T RE ST RO B 9T H N AARHE R RRAE (LNAE IS 3
IR 07 ) S AR T B Bt 7 e TR AR T B3

1SS [ HLAE B LA — N R A4 Z B B 7 W e &
R RS AR . FDAEAARG , M4 P R 3800551 2% ifi /s
5 TR SR A A M, 375 R DR A L BRI A K R T R 4T it
A7, A2 JE - 7 L2 it (smooth muscle cells, SMCs) 1 8 5
TR, S B P I LN A 2 2 SR AL, B I R 1SSP T,
ZORERL CAnERER A 42) AT REIA & R R AE , BL I/ IMRIRT AN/
DU g 1SS Y 2 A UG AL, B AR I | Sl (7 &
SR RE R R Sy 4 R sE AN DC I T S IR I S 2,
AR HE 1SS B A2,

— FD A ARG L 3h 12 AR Ak

FD F ARG R i 3k sl 1 2% Je A= AR Ak K6 1 3iE DA A Py
Bl kR 9 A % 2R R B K AR T Bl TR A AL e RS
3, DN A2 2 i A4 T B K P ZEPY . FD RS AR BTG TT RO K
W 2 sl F S E R AR A

FDHEAARJF , 3l kR S50 A9 1M 3 8 BE K RE T 0 47 7
(wall shear stress, WSS) & /b i 2 o 4%, BRIy - (1)
U M Y E IG5 (2) WSS T HT A0 Afi o X b I Bl 12
Ak T 9 P M A0 B 1 3 T S A 5 R 90 2R Y e B
T, B SN kR PR ZES . FD AR S B0Eh kR #5 &
HC I v B ML B0 0 2 e A X B A BB T A Bl ik
Je % PR L3S 2, DAk T R S Bk I 3 A AL BT TR YT
12 A PERA AR R A FDM AR G KA T2
A, Kim Z5PF5E % B, 24 FD A2 5 208 shIOR DE LI,
JRi T B BE S T, nT B0 L ST AR

FD 1 15 43 J& 7 75 % (35%~55% ) F1 £L % J# (45%~60% )
75 S Bl DKIRE P I SR E R AN . Mutlu 255 % B, IR T o
JE SN RE f 2 AR HE I A, Ry AR T R B i A A R
J1 351 KE (energy loss, EL ) [F) #f 1 J2: J5 B iy 98 %% 14 S 4 48
B Zhang 4258 £ Meta 73 M4 H 4516, FD A AR S5 EL 119

AL LIRS 3, Foh sl Ik A & 5 EL BRI W E MG, 4R
T, Peach 523 38 X 3 443 X 8l ik I 1) AL ATE 5 & 30 FD %
TESECFLIRR B ) R v ff 1 i iy I 3 ) 2 A
IRTHES B EL 0% Jmy &8 5 T e, 3850 3 Jkorgg A5 224 A JRURS:

% 7% 59 Y195 %4 (oscillatory shear index, OSI) 5 AH X} 5 #7
fit 5] (relative residence time, RRT) 425 1kl J& FD Al AR J5
ML 8 714 A5 AL B B R 9 . Boniforti 2595 o 11580 i 14
12 (computational fluid dynamics, CFD) J5 ¥ A58 & # , FD
FEAJS Sl KR P (4 OSI . 35 3% in, 1) 34 1 T 35 P71 )7 5 (time-
averaged wall shear stress, TAWSS) AR , 42 7 1 1042 T8 i, .
FD HLA AT RRT B934 i 32 2295 T TAWSS B AR A OSI T3
BB RIE T, AT SE A 1L A 55 PN B 42 i B, £ i A T 1
Liu S0 103 SRR 51 PN I ieg (4 3 B 3R W, RRT F#3i X8
B kR B 9 K S SN S B AR S R

= ISS 1 K AL

FD AR AR I3 30 7 2% B AR 40 2 1SS & AR 1 A IR B
Ko XA ) WSS FEE 5K ) (circumferential wall
tension, CWT) AL ifil i 45 =X i A0 BLAE L 2[RI i2F 1SS 1 JE
o WSS J& A X I 45 P BE /) VIR g, FL S AR A L
Wi P 2 S fiE . Ik WSS (<0.4 Pa)ifs 5 P K¢ 40 i B B s h5 , I8
DS ACE A BT FRAR A R, £ N IS AR, You
SR 2 JH CFD B 48 43 # JIE 52, Pipeline Ifil i 5 1) 3% &
(Pipeline embolization device, PED) % 35 43 % 3 Ik J& ., 1%
WSS K i F K, 5 1SS kAR IEM L., SR, &
WSS(>10 Pa) M FJ G- EBEH AT AE L M) 1 A BE AL 4554

FD ARG , CWT Ry L E— 25 sl T WSS 58751 &
BN B S R . CWT ARy il 8 BE AR A2 AR 45K 0, 32
FD AILHCRR PRI K B2 22 19 2520 . FDAEAJS , CWT 5+
B T T 51 R U R RS SRR BN, JEOT i LA
384 5 T P 5 9903 Abramyan 25595 1 %t 2 350 1] FD 4#
N PN Bl JiIRs B I TR B 23 BT & B0, CWT 5785 55 1SS KL
6 7o B AR 9 (P<0.01) , Ju & FD il RS AS DU B 58 4 B 48
XMW FD AL AR B AR XS Ty 1SS B 2 X

A AR AR S WSS il CWIT SE[RIVE FH % 3800,
T 3o YA v R 0 L AR IR S 5 1SS R it BE . FD
FE ARG, J 08 0L 0 3 B AP A0 T AN T 98 T Sl kg
N IRLGR B 27 U T SR IR AR T Rt . AR
L 38 308 1 iR AL A A5, 3 I AR XU P, 3 5
Monteiro S5 1 627 AH T W Z 43R B Y R —F—
PED 7% DX Sl A A AR B, B 0508t A 9 5 o5 L i
TERLISS, LATF 3FFHLEN (4928 B AR IR B T 1SS & R 1) 56 4%
PEAT - AR WSS B 55175 5 N B 45 403 Rl 4 S g, CWT St 3
S ATLAMRE 7 Jor ) A 2 9 T o A X 35 L (IR A 38 ) #E
A AR E A B, =& U FIAE ] e & 2 B1SS, 20
I8 PRATF 9 2 0 5% 3 — 3 $H AR FR I s iz 2 P Ak FD Rl
R I FH 5 W 114 B L S L fth 05

VU 1SS B PTAL T3 i
B 5% I 4 1% 5% (digital subtraction angiography,
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DSA) B R PFAL 1SS 19 4 45 e , (L TC B4 FD AE AR5 i
it 8l 12 AR A SRR FD AT AR AU B i T
B, CFDE ik 2 i A48l T, ] g B A3 A I A PN i
B WSS FIUE I3 43 4 % OCHE S 4. Stahl S5 5y e 1
CFD i3l 1SS {0 35 85% 47 S 1Kk 15 80%, fite 4 ff A2 40
IR WSS [X 15 (<0.4 Pa) 5 PN JBEHE AF 1 AH G, b 1 TSR s )
SERMEHLSAKYE . SR, CFD M RERHK GE 3 5 B/ 2
BOR) A = HAREE 2%, 75 Tl A BURIIR A S RE, i —
AERREE R T I R

PO g & #E L Pk L 1R (four-dimensional flow
cardiovascular magnetic resonance imaging, 4D-Flow MRI) if
S A A Dy SR AL = 4 2 3 I BTN L T 00 a0
A SF 2 45 E . Castle-Kirszbaum 5P 5% 7w
4D-Flow MRI Hg A6 I 1 2y kg 25056 ifn 37 2 £ 4 AIK 30%~50%
MR INEAE , $8 75 1SS 3 i 451 B4 5 Meirson 55975 —
T & B 1SS B 1 WSS - B AL 0.3 Pa, #i7m P R
A AT R KR A . R4S 4D-Flow MRIELAT 42 APE RIS
i B I 25152 22 <59% ) 19 W 8 O34, {HLfey B AR N A2 2 A A
TR R T AR B R AL B T N o A A X L
It ¥% i 1% (phase-contrast magnetic resonance imaging, PC-
MR VE A R A 4 AR, 3228 FH T 0 e 00 o o 9 ok 2
R . Kamada S5 55 & 3, 1SS R34 FD X 8k if 3t izt
SEHy 29 20% (i 50 mL/s [ ZE 40 mL/s) , HL LR b s/
JE S e v R W 2 IEAE DG OE &R (r=0.82,P<0.01) . 4
4D-Flow MRIH H. , PC-MRIBAEA , fHAY R T 47 i 43
BT SRAL A I 3 B 7 2 0 B AR A B

25 /i 22 3% 4548 75 (transcranial doppler, TCD) FlZ i % (4,
%3 W 7 (transcranial color-coded doppler, TCCD) [A H:Af
51 S AP A XU B ) A, 7 1SS (1 i 2 5 Bl s B
AR E . Costa %CRFSXIESS , FD A AR 5 TCD # shi45
BT 155 1SS 1 & A RURS: g B AH DG (r=0.78) , SR 3K 75% 5
Tony ZEU9 3 — 3 BGE T TCCD 78 Bl AR 1A 1SS A v o
(5 DSA —B( 141k 80%) . R HL AR PLFHATE T 7l 520 | B
A WA a3 0 AR Ak, DU HE G RS BRI 202 0 A,
I J5 St 32 G A T 0 00 R A U S M R i

B2 ISS I i 3 1 SF A T s A 2 MR F B
CFD F14D-Flow MRI 24t &4 B2 3 BB AR w3 ST 9T
FARFTHL] . PC-MRI AR G AL BRAH XS HL 4 2 2% L 3 A
TS EREK A . TCD/TCCD WSEA 1 sz FvE S5 vEm v,
PRI GG S 1 A ) P T B A SR i e DR S e b o7 AR 40 52
PRESYT 250 R BRI DL A2 YT T oK BB 538 1 P4 O
22,0 1SS RO RS 432 AR AR TR T T R I

L ISS IR

1SS 36 Y7 3 M 2 BEALHEPL M/ MRIAYT LM N A AR
7 I FD W K FD AR B 45 i 2 v 3 i i 3h F1 22 DA
SRR IR B E TS o

1. B NR 259 - Bt /N 245 4 3 2ok A ) /DN 2R A
R AR I A FE2 G XUIRS , T) 2 00 Ak FD X 38k B4 1l 97 3 77 24 3R 8%
BB I /N 1697 (dual antiplatelet therapy , DAPT , 411 &)

DT bR+ S ML A% T ) 2 T AR YT 1SS A K . Lauzier
LEVIRE ST 23 1) PED B3 & P, DAPT {if 89% 2 % 1SS JC ik
J& , HLICH A& [R5 i 44 , B/ I3 J el WSS DX I 1 i
M, 4EFR M A%3E . Senol 254k — 3 K I, BLIAYY
(U3t s T sl R A B % ) 7R VR )2 FD AR AR S5 AT A Bl it o
R H(<59%) , B I I 8 R TR A PR o G LB E 4R
7N, PU /N 245 9 AN S o) P RS £ 3 38 3 Ak 1 3 20
2 SR (N ARG 30 37 50 38 00 AL 45290 ) 11928 A 43 3P T

2. M8 NIRYT - A TR VR ISS I EL#: T F B,
23 e R Y AR N S R A MR SKOp AR B B LA
W% 8 AL IR ) J12% . Geale ZEUUR 45 | BREE B ARG TT
ISS Jim Ifil 35 7 2 45 T+ 24 30% ( DA 20 cm/s 14 % 26 cm/s) , i i
LI 50 7 B S 00, WSS 43 A #a T34 57, I i A AR i
T KU IR R N B AE S L IS PRI T A% o 0 I 7 4 T il
T LML AR AR 5 T A B 0 af e AU, DA AR T AL

3. )2 FDIRYT 18 2 FD £ AR MM Sk 2 T il i fi 1k
AR 2 0 AR 28 M R 3 T A ML B R AR 1SS Kk R
Abbas F BT R, ok F#T— 10 FRED X 26 & (& ke ik
JZ)IRYT N SR IR L 1SS K A R E 3% (B {5 48 FD I
50%) , PR Uk 22 820 46 i S g A P9 IR 2, 4 F WSS 7R TE R
JUFE (0.4~15 Pa) . Velvaluri 25558 | IR 4 2 FD 3l 4 i
Ik WSS [X 35 (<0.4 Pa) FILIL /NSRS B, 18— 25 08 1k i 45
3 IR TR TR 20%, BbAh, U2 FD (IR A W si AT
AR 2 ) B SR A W AB S P AT R 30 il 25 L, , 30 i 3t 3
WIS YLl

4. FD Ak 3T - FD 9 Ak 5 31, R0 A T.50 Rk
(artificial intelligence , Al %l Bh % - EL 5% A 1SS Bl TR0 53 (1 BT
W4 . Tikhvinskii &) H CFD 45 & S He ) i HLA I, 2
T WSS FlHE 3B 2 R0 F00 1SS KUK , 45 S 7 o 1 2R 3K
90%. Yamada %I & BE TR & 24 > 1) CFD B8, 43-#7 FD
FE A I AR X, TG WSS X 8k (<0.4 Pa) L5 P B A4
AR S R E P T 22 92%, AR T % 4 TCCD S5 ML i
T DSATE A 22 S8, TT R 3L 136 R b 28 I 45 114 S 1sf XL
B PPAS T H

PN /1N | (IWANY LB B aR AT 1 7 | i (1 A
T L1 IO LU T B R WSS 43 A, 3% 2 FD U I Sk BRI
1SS KUK, B [RIVE F 1 i i sl ) 2, 456 36T 380 FD fifk
W, BE B R THAT AR

N VR4 R

FD HEAAR G , 137 30 71 2428 L Bk 20 kg A ZE 1 S,
W IR B 1SS 9 & E . Ik WSS (<0.4 Pa) fig JF Py g5 3 7 | S
CWT I 3 ZE L (AN s oim ) 1k — 2L ez

SR, 1SS A LA LI 30 ) AL i A 52 4 e B, 47575 0%
AWEGE . RAHEFE R AT 34875 1 < (1) AL B XU
VAL BT S R 5 13 B0 1 2 ST 2= S 800]
& 155 1SS T A 4 201 52 8 FD S ECMAR LAk, o £/ WSS
e F5 e R BV L (2) BT AT R & B B BT IR 2 A0 [ 38
oA RE AR AT 2R 3 A 1SS & A R [ B Ak SR 35 a9 R
A5 Q) FHR B WHRER « M4 N R JAE S AH X 43 A A IR
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