e
it
X
il
Hr
)
%

HAE SR EA R - DI kERR &
ZRE  ER 5

BHERBEE RS T T4 VA RER
ZEE BB I

RIZRE S fmET
Z B Al P, NEAEOS,
=k ®
1. B :p)

R LR RN (RO, NRERRE, i
JESE, BAE, B &) OBV, SO
AP S, BYIREEALEE &R B 5 B ER
A | DR PARATIC K B IEAER 7 B T & 3R
ERCE

2. & &

MHERAEEE L TE, BEEIRKZ (renal artery ste-
nosis: RAS), E#IkAE (aneurysm of renal artery),
T EhRAEEE (dissection of renal artery) 72 &7 5.
TRz O JE R (B IREEALYE = atheroscle-
rotic: ARAS, #HMEMPERIZM = fibromuscular dys-
plasia: FMD, &%, REVREIF K2 &) @k
g% (chronic kidney disease: CKD), FEHHE O
FERFiZe L2 DI &b,

2.1 BEARIRAE OFMH

1) BESEE

RAS %, CKD Tl 6572l 1T6.8%, BEIIRE
SCFERIE T 20%, KIHBIIREEEHB TIE35-52% &
DIED D L. EN ARG L 45 BU LoBEEZED
50% L > ARAS A% %1% 41% T, 16% (% i
RAS Th o7z, F72, BFMEESEMAEZ, ®ILE
RO 1-4%RBEL SN Tw5,

2) BRI ZRDIEE (RRE - BRKRATR)
~BIMERET A K4 22009 (JSH2009) %

BIRARE DIZERFHEE (F)

i

CEiE S CPIEEIAT A B

— ez LCE I

1. 30 @ LLRT & 7213 50 % LR o 5 U S8

2. TR, HEETES T

3. TryFEFT UL UEHMEEER (ACE) BHEE

72T VXA T VY U FRKERSE (ARB) &

SRRk {iz ke
JERRH OB E @GR A X0k
ZEIRFENE - TR KA D il 7K [
JE RIASEA 0 B 1 e B
JEL R I B DR AT
K77 1) ™7 A I
. IMAT TR O IS EFEAE, 77— 7 WVIHEZD
Tk Az E

3) BEIAREE DZIE

BERIE AR OZWIEE LT, BE MM class
[IZHERE SN TS (Table1).

4) [RRAEER DB

AR X A O E#LIZHE D ARAS 23881 L T w
575, FMD REZER K% EOFFREIZ L EET 5.
EHG, AL, AR, EEERER SIEEL CE
B3 % (Table2). FMD (&, FINAHOEETH 5.
FASHE NI S HED LRI A S N5 MEEFFET,
FEIIRIZ 60 - 75%, BHZFSMNIMAE 12 25-30%, W
fOBIIRAS 9%, VUL OBIIRDS 5% FEE OG- 05%
L. BIIREEIC BT B BEERALOE NI X B0 T
HEAL (90%), PIERL (~10%), YMERL (~ 1%)
(SN D, BEIRCTIZRAL 2 /3 DSUF5EERLC,
FEEOAT L & L CHERIK (string of beads) 774 5

© % N e

UREZ ) = 7 AL A T AV A IS o iR MRS SRS, AL R AR R R LA SR, SRR SR L v 4 —
M - B, MRS — AR, BT BRI ER R B, SRR IR B W R, 4% BT AL RS AR 8 - R DL,
B EERERRER L ¥ 5 — CIRNEL, "R AR v 4 — R RRAR
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Table 1 FFEIRIEAE DZWTTT

Class I

1. @& (Duplex %)
2. CT7 27574
3. MR7 >4 7974
4. H T —TIVINEER

Class I

1. 77 NI VAW Y FTTT4
2. FEIRWEHIRL = 6%

3. IMAEL = itk

4. 17 M) IViRER

ACC/AHA 2005 Practice Guidelines for the Management of Patients With Peripheral
Arterial Disease (Lower Extremity, Renal, Mesenteric, and Abdominal Aortic)
Circulation. 2006;113:e463-e654

Fig. 1 #HERMMERIEE (FMD)
BRI 2 B

5 (Fig.1).

Table 2 FBINRHCAE PR ELOBENS (16T17)
o AR FMD HEBIR S
il i Pdp~hAE B
MR o bk bk
WF SRR R Fi~ A A
B i Frfil il
N TRREALYE | MR -
Z D o i S 100 YA

* L ENARIIRIINRSRZE - AfiZe D REME 2 H

2.2 FOMOEEIREERZE O
AL WAL EAIZE (renal infarction), B BIIREE, f#

BE, BRI OREM, S 51

CKD R A TOBERFMIC b ISH SN 5.

3. &

=

3.1 #REOHKLE77O—-FE
FABNAZMBNGL (OB 7 70— F AR T,

390

B ERBEOFM S

REEP AR o ey

T 5 /

mEE AR

ORBEWITR. OEMIE RS (FEIRL V). a HEERGLE, b £H

FreicEs, BEEVTS) TfTH (Fig.2).
F 7o, EERZE, B A X, B O
FARL, REEAZCH T, BEEMZ COWE 7 70 —F
bHMATHS (Fig.3). WHEZR HAfA (6 FRILLE
DEHNLEE L) TEET S, BET AL 55
WA FLRF L AR F 72 BB T R R BB & &
LT ETHMTELLAELD 5.
3.2 REETFOBIREHEBROETE

BERE S A I, TNy 2 AF (FULJE
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ELEET BT
BaBRRIC EF 2 EREEAR- TR EETERWVEEDNH D /2D
Bl BAEAIFBDOLEICES EKON.

ESICHEEHMITE ZETRUEBOBRRPBNZBADHD

Fig.2 AR OMAAL

Fig.3 W7 7u—F

Wkh3.5-5MHz) HEFEFHL, LEIZLLT 1295, JiE L~ Y 30-50cm/s (B A 7LD
t 7 4 # (2.5-3.5MHz) EfiliT%H\5. K LR E T RE) 22123 5. BN
OMMFEE, ¥4 F3I v 7Ly IIEss5 7L— 377 — F7I5HL Y V% 10 -20 em/s IR ET 5.
AL — Db (FR) (&20#8, 77— F7 AR 3.3 HTEE

HT—T) T HE/NBIZLTFR 10 U EERRED LD RENIRIEIWT S C, BEIIROELGE %2 I B5 T
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MR, fEEE¥ DVDIE T J—EMRM AL, X T 1 SRR, 2012

H.4-b BHRONELE

e

AR, ¥  DVDIME T J—EFHLITAS, X 7 1 DHiAR, 2012

Fig. 4 a KEIR - EEIROME, b BBIROSEILE

Tilting Scan

e,
i P

DN

Celiac Pl S.kiz\:
S\

[ PSS

O, BaaRasss e

®d @ & @
Fig. 5 LEHD 5 OBi%

% (Fig.4). ZOFE, tilting scan EEDVHHTH %
(Fig.5). F 72, )57 0 BXIERDBIE CTE 5.
3.4 ERORRAE

WO FRIE, W, 7OV 2B X G N
T, NI FTIERHND.

1) BERES

IR, BRI, BE O M A S W L
SR L7215 (EASEEE) CTFRT 5 (Fig. 6).
BEIRIGAEAL, MBAROHEEIER L TRET S
(Table 3). KENIR T2 &GS 2 B EIRIC D iE
BT 5.

2) hZ7— KT Zik

7T — K7 g0 e, FEIECHERT- 12
) M % ARt (BRER), & SH 5 Ik % H
(%) L92 (Fig.7). 2721, WIEHIZA T —/3—
FORTIEZOIRY Tld v,
BEIROBIFIZAERATH L. LI, Bk 7+

392

VTHEZE, MY 7 VOB THELRET S
Ehb, FHATH 5.

3) INILA RTZik

K 7T M TG O R 5 I 5 MO FRIE,
Bl 122 M & B & ) Bl (GEo W),
WEPLMAEEIEARL Y TR (BOJM) I2FRT
% (Fig.7). 7272L, MG M%ZLETIUTZOR
CIES/RN

F72, BREHIRE OERIR, ML O %
VLT 2551, CERORLESEHTH 5.
3.5 FHMIEE OFHEI& &R

1) FHAIER

VZEBISIH B, BEIR & XEAR o Mt i
oA, EEEIAALTS (Fig.8).

2) EHAlE

KEIR (Ao), BB (RA), BHIXIKBIIR CIIL
MAHExFHS % (Fig. 8). MW > 7R~ »
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B s i ey

R

WER, fEEF RE BERIFAN—N RMBRER CBERIREDOED 7 - 5,

EEEIEE AR, 20009

Fig. 6

WrigkoFor (LB b, T B - 4h)

Table3 AHDBENROARE L Z O (& EE)

1A 2 3R 47K
A 83% 15% 1% 0%
" 86% 12% 1% 0.2%

B e 576, f6eBl) 2B (n=855)

Ugur Ozkan, Levent Oguzkurt, Fahri Tercan, Osman Kizilkilig, Zafer Kog,
Nihal Koca: Renal artery origins and variations: angiographic evaluation of
855 consecutive patients, Diagn Interv Radiol 2006; 12:183-186

R 55 X h AR

I 1 W

Al ] i |
G

BRRESEH)

I 50cm/s

1sec

Fig.7 79— F7 5% - VA RT I KB FR T
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Fig. 8 [ZH#EMYBIESNAL. AT: acceleration time, RI: resistance

index, PSV: peak systolic verocity.

(R, T W 8

TR 28— b 9 RAYBEIREER & B E WA O J7 - 5,

PSR AR, 2009)

EW BARAS N # mE ER

X W BhAR Aok 80 i AR

WA EHRF REBIRIFRA/N— N REBIRES CBERIGEDED S - 5,

E=EZELHRR. 2009

Fig. 9 A4fo

M&, BRAEEBAL CIESFEEALICKET 5. T
T AR, EFIEIEERTOT A XL L, mEHR
TICRRET B 7%, FRAETBA TIRERZEE LR
JEH A RIZEET S, B 7T ASHaI1E, FHllgEz
ER L T60° LN TORERE &M & 555, THE
HIRY ASAZE/NSLSTEHLHICTHRT S (Fig. 9,
10). Ao (& RA T T, RA ITEIGEECTRHIT 5 27,
FMD Tl3H BRI H 2 (Fig. 1) 2565
CANZHEE LT, OB oA D FLE L

FLERT A, XIEIIRIZE, B, T3 » T CoORH

394

WBIFsTE

EE LW (Fig. 4b,8). EMBIRS B 5. &
T, FRMEMERE Bk OFELEHERE
ZEHIT 2. B A Xo2EEIE, G 10em, /&
1 10. 5 cm CEME) 7225, EAZEICLERT 5.
3) FHAIFEIR
O B 5 5 ML 2K BE - (peak systolic velocity:
PSV) - SR #EE (end-diastolic velocity:
EDV)
FHAIFRIEIX, PSV & EDV T, BB T,
30U E TRl £ L (Fig. 11). b
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ASAEE, MEERFE64.0cm/s

ERIROBBAUS THAFHAEDEVICLHMAEE DKL

Fig. 10 F 77 MM TZEHRE O AG 12 & 27240 (BRI %)

/ AEKIAR

L R P AR BhAR

ASTBESE, MFEETIOcm/s

A5t A E60E ., MiH&AE105.0cm/s

ERRPIR

PSV
A

EDV o

A N

Fig. 11 PSV, EDV O

BB, BOICOFIIME BHI M

% (Fig.12).

(@ renal aortic ratio (RAR)
Ao £ RA T?D PSV It (RAR = RA/Ao) %K
% (Fig. 7,13). 72721, KEIIROFEEIE
WZEE L, EOME X AS A 60 BRI E L,
EN Y1 AR e

(R 9 - N I 2 ifi
PSV, NIZEEER  (accelaration time: AT), BELE,
RI, SRAEZBA A COBRTOFE L & b B
gL, FHlld 5. FECEIEDICHES T, i

D% 1L75 HHTELIEET L. BHNOTHEIEIE

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 41 No. 3 (2014)

T3, early systolic peak (ESP) % §R& 50D
fEaE%E L e ss, AT #EHll$ 4% (Fig. 14).

(@ pulsatility index (PI) - resistance index (RI)
P, (U B 5 i L 8 B — ik SR B It
FEUR) + FIIMiEE (Fig. 15) TR b,
&EXT®EW HWHLNLZ DD, R
(AL J91 o v TIOL O 238 FEE — 0 e oA 91 L 7 52K 2 )
= lm‘(fﬁﬁﬁﬂz I E TRO 55  (Fig. 15).
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T4

Pl 1.30 1.12 | 0.57 | 0.87 0.97
RI 0.65 0.60 | 0.39 | 0.51 0.54
R-R ER Pl i. RI?T
R-R i Pl |. RI|

Fig. 12 Ul B IRE R o 7 2

a b
B RIREHS (&) 88 K WA
|
N T B /
B AR ,—\ﬂ :
/ { AL TN : o
PSY . .
f\ {\ RAR= 807120 = 067 Ll G Eies)
5 g ™ T
R ARG BRPS Y
RAR
R BB EHARPSY

RAR=410~ 50 = 8.20 RaliE: A€

Fig. 13 a RAR O%H !, b RAR H L%l

BRE MR

: R — 2
; /:' (eary systolic peak : ESP)

SIE R kR

e —s80xs

;"_é_*; ATER
s B W ARIR % B

Fig. 14 early systolic peak (ESP)
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resistance Index =

A(IREENIPSY) — B (fEIRHAEDV)

A(ILEERAPSY)

A(IR§ERAPSY) — B (#LIR#AEDV)

pulsatility Index =

C(TF 8 ifn (7 7 BE)

Fig. 15 PI-RI Ol

Table 4 EERSEAE OEH W L

<R >
Peak systolic velocity > 180 cm/s
RAR (B Bk PSV / KBk PSV) > 3.5
Bz tamlit

<[HEERT R >
P IX I8 B AR I
IARRIIY — 7 3% (ESP) o/
AT (PG IIEBEE) > 0.07 sec
S 22 M 9
RIDELAZ 015 <

Guidelines for the Reporting of Renal Artery Revascularization in Clinical Trials

Circulation. 2002;106:1572-1585 X 0 5|

4 . BENRRE D

4.1 BEARIRRE
1) RTZEICEDIREROHETE
HEIREAE TIZ VA B X ONERE N7 TRk
B LR EZO MR % Lk L, AT, PSV X
EDV % £ %2 ZE12, PR ET 5 LN TE
% (Tabled). RAS OIATHEM OB, K723
#wAHid % (Table 5).

AT : BFEIMFEO AT 1X, 8% 13 70 msec A
T, 100 msec (120 msec) VL EIXEE T, #H%R
AL O A D SR 722 & Bt (Fig. 16). 7
B, BEOREIRIRAE R KB RG22 E T 1
FETOMGEIED ATHEET S (Fig. 17).

@PSV : B@jR i K #E (PSV) &, #F 100
cm/sec HIfZTH D, AT TIEBEME LR L,
PSV > 180 cm/s ¥ 721X EDV > 90 cm/s TH &
g L HIES B, FRAERIE, 50% DL EksET

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 41 No. 3 (2014)

180 cm/s, 60% ML ETIE 3 m/s L EE STV 5,
F72, BERIIERETH L7080 K Uit
WHHET, A7 Y MAEZROBRIZOAMNTDH
. FRRZZHERHEL, PSV > 220 cm/s AV
ZIZENTWAH, BFFEEANIMITTIE, PSV25
cm/s FEIE, ZEMEINR  Vmax = 30 cm/s Kiiii &
BEIZT .

(JRAR (renal aortic ratio : Fig. 13) : RAR I, 3.5
Pk (CKEDIR T ol & F i MBS R O AR5
fre32) % EDORELEITREINITHETT 5.

(DRI (resistance index) : RIIIEHEFEDOIEE & &
DICEMEIZZR Y, F BRI PR SR O
JEIE, COBEIER, B E & OBE R, Sl
JERBEDOTFHREEET L2 L MESN TS,
MATHEOFHR T & LOULHENTBY, RI
> 0.8 DAL, MATHEM ORRME (72
2L, EERERRO RIGKE L 25 2 & hH %)
EENTWw3 (Fig. 18) 25, 4, Hikoi L
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Table 5 [MATHEM OBIG & 72 5 RAS OIRHE - A HfHH

1. M, HENAHOEES RS, LIE2ER%EME L (Class I, LOE B)
JE KHASBH Dtk BE % 1 5 ATEhEERILZIH & 727 RAS

2. Al - B, R 0B EEE 2 - 2@ ifE,  (Class Ia, LOE B)
IR O B I 72 & % £ 5 72 RAS

3. BUHEEALT, WM RAS RRBERED H 5 HE O RAS (Class la, LOE B)
o Hh

4. BROJEZEFED RAS (Class IIa, LOE B)

5. MESEGEVETIED B AT, MATEIREMLZI] & A2 WMl (Class IIb, LOE C)
RAS REXTWB UMD B 5 " HIE D RAS

6. MEEBEETIZH 275, EETOLAHEEMED D S “IFT  (Class IIb, LOE C)
BREAIZ I S 207 A HIPE RAS

7. BUEBAET, Pl RAS (Class IIb, LOE C)

(RAS : renal artery stenosis. & T AW REMED D 2 Bl — 5 Tem DL EOE )
[Circulation 113, e463-¢654.(2006) & 1) 51 /7]

Early systolic peak

= k2 =2

Fig. 16 kI IC & 55 (AT)

DORTFHHEES 5. F72, RUTKEIIRI P00

JECHMT 2560855708535, $7-,
HE, RIZLAZ0.15 K TH 5.
®PI (pulsatility index) : P11, BHEE TOIFE
WCHWONDLZED D 5.
2) BE#ARE (aneurysm of renal artery) (Fig. 19)
BIRTEALIC & 2 B, AMEREMRICALNS
WD > 5. BRI, BFEIIRICE T 5 FE
MRk (BEEIMRIC L) —MRET 2560 D
%) \Ch T —FRDVBIEINL, BFRS v~ b
O BEICIE, Bt Z L WA RT 2 & T
HITE L. AR Z SR EEE TR 5. BB
IRIE L ERERE L RARFE R S B T & 5% <, M7Zhs
i a & TEiEns 2 b dH b (BHEFE0. 1%H
%), BHEPRATIE, JLREWRA L LCEHETE 2.
EREIZZRDHSEIR L D £, BE (1LSem ML
TR ) A7 g TBY, 2-2.5ecm LLET

398

SR, B ME O W RS, AR - HEOR
BOHER EE2ZRL, BREEZRET 5.

3) B#ARAERE (dissection of renal artery)
TEIIREAE L, KEIREREICAEPEL THRET S
& (KEDIRMAHED K - Fig. 20) H5HETH %75,
BRI 7 — 7 VIR CEFEIC S AN, H
BRAIEAS, FIEL NV CRBEL 72 75 v 71 (A
L, HEO—Hro%%) 2o TIELE>T
WBZ L, ThbbHEL A Uiz e (1
JE) OFEAEDSRREZ W ORI L 72 5.

4) #hE8A%E (arterio-venous fistula)
FTRMEOBFIRAIE & R RO IMEIE R R 5%
(A2 L) OF) - R v~ FHH L. BE—
FOATIEZBMCTES, #I—FTIHETEF A2
Kohg—7—F77 27 b223 2% (Fig.21).
ZEER MG A X B Gl & 22 1, IRsR AR Mt 2% 1
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KR FIRZ
70.58cn

A

£ B RE MR A B RE MR

Fig. 17 KEWIRFPPZEAEF] T O ML I

BHEER | RBRRE | BReET |

ESP aY L 'Y
RI 0.58 0.61 0.85
AT S0msec 140msec S55msec

WA, ¥ REBERIFZ/N—N RHEBIVESR CBFRIREOEDF 570, EEZEHAR. 2009

Fig. 18 RI (2 X % ZEAfi

FALTPI RIFMETNT 5. BIEIRATZIE, aneurys- 5) B#EZE (renal infarction)

mal type & cirsoid type (Z474H 3415, Aneurysmal LB 2 & TOER T, Tl 7 — 7 VT
TR A B E— FCTHIMTTREZZA, & 1 HEWCERNLTCHRIET S, S28HIEIB E— FoOA
HT— R T TETCOBIEEPVIHATH 5. T TEY, 77— FTIHETONT—FRD
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afEE BRI
byhS—F7SE6A
e ULAFFSEEHR

LRAZE W WIAR. RRAS W RIAR. T RS, F: 02

Fig. 20 REVIRMGEED B EIR~DW I (EERAEIT5)

AAS—FTSHEE BREHE b)/LAR T SETHRE

Fig.21 BHEREZEOH) - #IkY v >~ ((RRME)

Rige LTHtisns (Fig.22). N7 — N7 % 6) BBHEROFHE
PHEHATHREL > V2T, 77 =714 % EiFT, BRAMBOFMICL, Ta—DISHFTEETH S
ZH DO MERER THET 5. (Fig.23). 717 — N7 JoE#RMEMREL (H
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color Doppler imaging

Fig. 22 FHZEZMEH oSG (B

Fig. 23 BHE~OMTHEME (4 FEIXEE MR
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Pl:0.55
RI:0.53

—

3 R B AR M i g

Pl:1.35
RI: 0.68
AT : 0.1 sec

3 M B AR LT iR 72

Fig. 24 W& HHk7E ORI %

W e, WA

The 3rd day

PSV: 15.3 cm/s

EDV: 1.6 cm/s
RI :0.9 RI

The 7th day

PSV: 28.7 cm/s
EDV: 3.4cm/s

The 35th day
PSV: 29.1 cm/s

EDV: 10.0 cm/s
Pl :1.26
RI :0.66

Fig. 25 BHE OB (BABIIRIILTIIT)

%, WA EEE%E  Fig. 24, HMBOB) /RS ¥
N7 &) OBALEIEBUROFHMAS G E 2 D, B
TEORA M, HT— 8T —) FTIET, F
athko 7 —FoR 2 MRS 52 &, ZEMBIRO M
M B BiRHll$ 5 2 &, SSICBERY AL
DA T —FREMBBELZFHTHZ L TH 5.
O MAEPERRZ
1% (Fig.22) X HEM{%D A-V fistula, shunt

402

(Fig.21) 2B 2 M&E AT AL ATR L 7245,
BE-FOATIIRFEZHEMTE LWV, AV
shunt Tl H 79— K7 I3T, v > MEEE
AR DOIRBIC X A EFA ZIROA T —T —F
777 PR LNDL. JHETRO MG
HEORCEGLE 2, AV vy NOfFEE
BCW L€, FRERAERIIMGE 2 A4 L, P, RI
PMET T 5. WETEZEIZE LTI, 1-5%I2
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wﬂjf LN wmre

The 3rd day - The 11th day

PSV: 33.7 cm/s PSV: 29.2 cm/s

EDV: 10.7 cm/s EDV: 3.4 cm/s
Pl :1.15 Pl :2.13
Rl :0.68 RI :0.88

The 24th day

PSV: 27.0 cm/s
EDV: 5.8cml/s
Pl :1.52
Rl :0.79

Fig. 26 B CTOIEAMIULOFL (B NEIIR LT IETE)

FEE L, WEBiROEIIRELIC X 55878, W&
HEIIBEBRAFOMREIETH L. K%
i o PSV 25 2m/sec L B F - X BB IR O
PSV./ W& @k D PSV 3.5 UL & HEHR%E &
5.
@ A SIS O FF-ATh

SR SUR O W R SLAR B A IE 72 O SRR
MIAF5E (acute tubular necrosis: ATN) 75 B
i F COFHME, %4 & LT AIREICHIS T
B728, R D K UETT T & 28 R
A% LT b (Fig. 25). fH#ESG< ATN C
(L IEHBIAR O JEERIIM TR E A T 5 5. EiE
DOFEH S & FIRIMASAE T, JLoRI I 2%
MEROD. BRPHEL T B0 L) DOk
RPEETH L. BHEE O FUS R,
IHEH O ¥ — 7 R I3 Z L Z 3D 2 WS, K
MBSO FA% KL, $RRIA o Mk 253
BIZIET L, P, RIOLEF %305 (Fig. 26).

NES

Al OFERERREMEA RIS 720, 2013 SRR
TOHERCHATIRIL A SIRFERCHENEE 2 1F K L7227,
GROMERHE I L VEET P RLEE R LNED D
5T LMY 5.

2% BRI I —REBEOFEEROHRE
BE W X 2 BIROFFEAMAS R % s 2 BRI,
RG220 2 CHEREE - EREIEA L7290,

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 41 No. 3 (2014)

JRADA IR Z KR L, FHAME S Pf & T §
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