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Background

• Small vessel disease intervention

In 30-50% PCI; DM & Female

Risk and benefit ?
Dissection, perforation and restenosis 

• DCB use in de no very small vessel (VSV) PCI,
RVD ≤2.25mm:  Efficacy and safety: unknown
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2018 Jan to 2020 March

193 Patients

216 de novo 

VSV intervention

55 Patients

58 Lesions

151 Patients

158 Lesions 

DCB DES

Follow-up 12 months



Patient characteristics



Lesion characteristics



Lesion characteristics



Clinical outcomes

¶ MACCE: Composite endpoint including TLR, non-fetal ACS, Stroke, HF related admission and all-cause death 



Clinical outcomes



Predictors of 
MACCE in VSV PCI

• Female 
• ACS 
• DAPT





Conclusion

• DCB in treating de novo very small CAD is 
associated with comparable outcomes to DES.

• DCB is an alternative treatment option for very  
small vessel intervention.

• Female, use DAPT < 3m, ACS presentation are 
the independent predictors of MACCE in VSV PCI.


