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<> GUIDELINE

HBEKICK2BEBIRRE DIRERREE

H A E R R 2 ARG -
ZEE  EE

UWEERR &

BEIREERZH T A N7 4 VINERER

ZRE  mRE
AREE W P
R HW O, NEREOL, (o
=k
LE  ®

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 K14 22014 (JSH2014) %

o

EOCEIFIET, B

5 i

—H#eZE L CHIH

M VST DB WO T2

1. 30 MELUF F 7213 50 i Db C38E 0 FRE &5 IMiLE

2. WET »EIME, FRFAEZ & 3K ExH

L CHIESEoRIME, EEE T

3. ACE [HE# F 7213 ARB BlIAHR OB RAE OB

4. FROOP % WEEMEE 72X A ok

# (1.5ecm PLl)

5. ZEBROFHD D h 7 ik E

6. BREBBERE T ELHBO O B

(73

7. BEER O MMM

8. AAYBIREEE A & oo i B R

9. &Y 7 A MAE

3) BENARIRAE DEZMTE

BERZEOZME L LT, BEEMAIL class
[IZHEIEE N T WD (Table1).

4) [RRGER DB

PARIF AO O EELIZHE D ARAS 2388 L T w
%75, FMD R EZEIRE % EOREIZOITEET 5.
G, AL, AR, BB SIEELCE
B3 % (Table2). FMD i, BN ARHOEETH 5.
FATE LD S PR LA SN B MEET,
FEIIRIC 60 - 75%, BHZFAMINIME 12 25-30%, W
M DBENARAS 9%, UL DBIIRAS 5% FEE DB 5555
5. BIREEIC BT A IEEIBALOE NI X 258 T
HERL (90%), PIIERL (~10%), ZHEED (~1%)
W ENG, BEIIR TR 2/ 3 AFSEERAL T,

i)

AR ) = v o AL KSR RS & MR AT SRS, B R U PR, CEDNARBREHRIIE L v & —BIUE - ERRE, LN RS
— AR, SRV BE R RS, CHL R IR BE U RS WORE, A% R SZBE R A R RS - B E D, SRR ERRE R v 4 —

AR, THALR S A v v & — A
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Table 1 FFEIRIEAE DZWTTT

Class I

1. @& (Duplex %)

2. CT7 27574
3. MR7 >4 7974
4. BT — T OVINE T

Class I

L. A7 MINAREY YT T4

2. EIRIERIR L = 26

3. I L = RN

4. 517 M) IVEkER
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

Table 2 FFEpIRPEAE B L OB (fEH7)

HE WAL FMD ELBIR 2
ik ik Pt~ A s
HE Bk Tk /e
IFSE AT AR Bl P~ A 1) F2hH
A T ) e Wil

G I ¥ I S Vi o

Z Do ﬁggg@ gggﬁ; ST

* L ENARIIRIINRSRZE - AfiZe D REME 2 H

Fig. 1 #HERMMERIEE (FMD)
BRI 2 B

FEBAT R & L THOERIRINZ (string of beads) 7%
AH1s (Fig. 1).
2.2 ZOMOESAREERZE O M

AT I L EAEZE (renal infarction), B EHIRMEE, M
B, BIEIREOR, < 5ICBHNOEIR (ZEMEBIIR,
Jif AT 1) CHE IXIEIAR) - O MLt D &2 5 CKD
REAEE TORBIHMIIC S ISH SN 5.

186

REEP AR o ey

mEE AR

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

3. & =

3.1 WBEOHMET7 7O—Fik

BRI AT (OEF T 70 — F 038R T,
FreicEs, BEEVTS) TS (Fig. 2).
F 72, EEIRE, B A X, BHNOBIIRO G
(ZANENGE, 2RE A7 T & W), BV CoOWE 7 7 a —
FLEMTH AL (Fig.3). WHeZz SHiE (6 BRI L
FOMRENEFE L) CEHT L. BEVAICLD
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ELEET BT

Bz ERIC £ EREED RO TR EETERVSEED HB D),
Pild BRI E /3D EICELS E &K
EHICREEHITE I ETRVEBORRIPBNDHEDH S

Fig.2 AR OMAAL

Fig. 3

F A BRI IEAHT F 72 BB S T R 2 Rl &
HHZETHMTELEALDA.
3.2 HRERFOBREMERDERTE

BRI SRR TIE, 3Ny 7 A (hULE
Wk 3.5-5MHz) HEFEFHL, LEZLLT

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 42 No. 2 (2015)

Hm7 7 o—F

7 #H (2.5-3.5MHz) #EfiiT%2Hv25. #HEE
OMMBEL, ¥4 FI v 2Ly IIEss5 7L—
AL — Db (FR) (X202, 77— F7 I AR
HT—T) T EERNRICLTFRI0 PLEZHEDS L9
295, WEL YT 30-50cm/s (B A 7 IMLHTED
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MR, fEEE¥ DVDIE T J—EMRM AL, X T 1 SRR, 2012

N EIAR

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

Fig. 4 a KEIR - EEIROME, b BBIROSEILE

Tilting Scan

s,
o mesnetend

DN

Celiac Pl SL‘L-\.'
S\

O, BaaRasss e

[ PSS

& @ & @

Fig. 5 LEHD 5 OBi%

MR LEERE) 2127 5. BNIMITHE R
47— FTIHEL > D% 10 - 20 enm/s IZFEET 5
3.3 HIRAE

RENIREERT ST, BEIIROEIAEE 2 0Bl 5
% (Fig.4). ZOFE, tilting scan EEVHHTH %
(Fig.5). 7z, HIJ52 5B MH8 & ) KA TEWH
DPIHENR D & O 7= FEHNIMTEAEIE TE 5.
3.4 BERORTRAE
WROFRIE, Wi, 7OV AB L OGN KT
T, T RTITEEHND.

1) BEREES

R, BREORHNZ, PR O LM A S WL,
TR0 L 728 (FEssa) TERT% (Fig. 6).
BEIRIEIEG L, EEAROGEEIER L TRET 5
(Table 3). KEIR T &2 S MG 2 BFEIRIC D E
By 5.

188

2) ho— KT Zi%

71T — N7 I EoFoR i, EAT BT
f720 9 Mz Rt (BsR), = S7H 5 IR« 5
(% R) L35 (Fig.7). 2721, BEIZH 5 —/N—
ZFRRTIUIZORY) TiE 2w,
BEIROMHECEHTH S, & IS, By 7
VTHEZE, MY 7 F IV ORMETHEL RIET S 2
L, AHTH 5.

3) INIVARTZi&

N 77 ML TG O FAR 5 I 5 O R R,
PR 12120 ) i 2 2588 & 0 B (R ),
HEPDHIMILEIERE ) TH (BOKR) IZFRT
% (Fig.7). 7-72L, Iz iiils ULz om
DTl e,

F 72, BHIR &R & ORI, MTE IOl %
VLT 5561, LENOFRTESEHTH 5.
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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

] _.r ‘
ull m#ﬁ' sl Y f:}t y
—

BRRESEH)

I 50cm/s

1sec

Fig.7 79— F7 5% - VA RT I KB FR T
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&

X158 B0 NG/ 1€ A R0 I

HRWEIAR
2
PSV

ER R
e
PSV

AT acceleration time, PSV; peak systolic velocity, RI: resistance index

Fig. 8 FRIERBIGEAL. (R EREE Wk B Eko ¥
A8— 1 9 FIEBIRGE & BEPARE OMED T - FFM, BEpSE

HIR. 2009 @ —#BEZs)

E % BARA2 Em EH

& W ARl S AN

WA, kR REBERIFAN—N REBIRERCBFRIREDED S - 51,

EEEZELHRR. 2009

Fig. 9 Ao

3.5 FHMEIEE DA%

1) FHAIEE

VEBIZH B, BEIRE BB (BMEED
KR CEER O XIFE IR B L CERBIRD &) O
M, BORE, EEETA XL 35 (Fig.8).
2) EHALE

KENR (Ao), HEIR (RA), BHNOBINR (X8
BhR, FERIBHIIR) CIHLGTEEE ZEHAS A, EEIIREK
ZEDHEIIIEEIR & KB IR CHHE L, FRAEEEAM
WCIREMBIR (b5 VIRKEEIR) CTEHMT S
(Fig. 8). IMHEDH > FVEAL v M, A7 T
ZBHERALACRRET B, ¥ TN A XL, Wi
MEETOYA XL L, METRIEIZEEET 575,
BRSO CLIP AR % ER LRI A R IEEE

190

(NESIPRNITN

T4, 77 A8MIE, FHlEAEEZ ZRE L T60° DL
NTORERE RIFE T 505, WHEZRR D AGHA %/
ST A5 L9 RT % (Fig. 9,10). Ao i RA
BT, RAIGEMGE TEHAIT 225 FMD TldH
MER R AL ER ISR (Fig. 1) "5 2 L I2HiERE
LT, MHEOBNTAMOFELBEL, LT 5.
BN IILGE O FFAM X DORBI IR, FEMBIIRZ L DONT
PHBR L3 C X B AL TR 9 % 2%, #ALIE B, W,
TO3 #FTCORHNNEE L\ (Fig. 4b,8). =M
R D BIRT 5. B CTIE, ERENEHRE Bk
E) OFESLEREZEZFNT . B A X02EE
(&, A 10 em, ZAfE10.5cem CFIfE) 7245, A
HAIZHIEET 5.
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ASTBE0E, MifEE64.0cm/s

Fig. 10 7 J MG I TZEHGIRE O A5 12

AFBESE, MFRET.0cm/s

AFAE60E, MiTEE105.0cm/s
£ 22AL (MBI %)

// KB

isrammig —O)

I

ERWER

ER AR

E R WAk
PSV
A A A

Fig. 11 PSV, EDV O &Fifi

3) EHARERR

O ] #5512 B2 (peak systolic velocity:
PSV) - ¥EaRAEMMGE#E (end-diastolic veloci-
ty: EDV)
FHEFRIEIX, PSV & EDV C, BB ZRIEET,
3.0 EToORHlAE E L (Fig. 11).
BB T, i ToFIofE %2 2 5 M
% (Fig.12).

(2) renal aortic ratio (RAR)
Ao &£ RA T® PSV It (RAR = RA/Ao) %K
5 (Fig. 7,13). 7272 L, KEHIROFEHENE T
IZIEF L, TERoMEIZASHE 60 BT E L,
FEhif R T 5.

BB I FFAlh

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 42 No. 2 (2015)

PSV, INEEER] (accelaration time: AT), B E1X,
RI, BRZEFHAEME COEIMOA L & #
2L, T 5. FEREBIEOICES T, it
DEAC S B Z EIEET 5. BN OUHENEIE
Tld, early systolic peak (ESP) % i2& 55D
e L ss, AT %EHl$ 4% (Fig. 14).

@ pulsatility index (PI) - resistance index (RI)
PI I,  (UDUE H oz v L 78 R — e oA B I
FE) = F¥mii#E (Fig. 15) TR 5N, B
HEE COBBIZHVONL Z DB 5. RLIT,
COPUAE 9 e v L 37 3 5 — 1k e A 00 IO oK ) +
I BRI S I R TRd 5114 (Fig. 15).

191



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

b
; B IARESS(E)
PSV:80cm/s PSV:120cm/s
AR /
B ._\,C . ; ,
/ { R TR : - A

0.67 B AR R (—)

* o x - [ Psvistems |
AR S B PSV
RAR
R BB X ROARPS Y

RAR=410 50 = 8.20 RaliE:-=d€]

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

B RO IR

‘ IRHEHAE — 2%
D / (eary systolic peak : ESP)

hadl

KIER KM

R EORN

e ATER

FEEIRE R

Fig. 14 early systolic peak (ESP)
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A(PSV) — B(EDV)
A(PSV)

resistance Index =

A(PSV) — B(EDV)

Isatility Index =
m neex O MR

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
< [HHERT R >
BN O BRI
Wi E — 7 3% (ESP) /AN
AT (NGNS ) > 0.07 sec
PAH 72 i
RI DA 0.15 <
Guidelines for the Reporting of Renal Artery Revascularization in Clinical Trials
Circulation. 2002;106:1572-1585 & 0 5[}

Table 5 #ZMWBEIRIEEAM (PTRA) %% L CXvi@Eis (JSH2014 &
VI

OMATEIRER 2 H % 2 BRI AEREZ H L,

a. FUURAIZ &t 3 FHL EORREZMNL b BEOREZHE SN2

IR GE i ANERSTiIIES

b. BT 2 EIE

c. JEMERILE
d. EEAYIO P HIZEHEE 2 0 S i
e. ZRIRIEIE L 72 R AR o itk
f.
g
h

DRI E
. ANEESERRUE
. RMER SR (FMD)
@il RAS
QR L T 5 HE D RAS %&£k 5 MR

EDV % &£ %2 B E |2, REFELHEET LI EHNTE

4 . BERRHE D HE o
- = % (Tabled). RAS OIATEHEMOMISIE, F755

4.1 BBHARIRE #insd A (Table 5).
1) RTZHRICEDEEROHTE AT : BN O MK TO AT IF, #@H 1370
BEIIRPEAE Tl OV A B X ONEE N KT T TRk msec A{iti T, 100 msec (120 msec) DL I35
ZEH B L URER O M Z L8k L, AT, PSV % T, BB O A O k% 4L & BE )
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Early systolic peak

Fig. 16 Jit# ¥ & %37l (AT)

ABARFIEZAE
f [ EiFiE0.58cn

£ BT

ABERA MR EBREAMR

Fig. 17  KEPIRFHRZEHE B C O ML I

(Fig. 16). 7B, EEOKEIIRFIAIE R KE) PereERiL, 50% L _EFkZEC 180 cm/s, 60% Ll
BRAEZ2E CIX R & COIMTRIETE D AT 2SR TlE3msPlbEshTnwg, F7-, BEWE
3% (Fig. 17). AR TH D 720K K UMESEET, AT
@PSV : BEIRIL, #HEH 100cm/s HIETH Y, Y NREROBIEICOEHTH L. B E
A AL T ERE 2 7~ L, PSV > 180 cm/s LML, PSV > 220 cm/s DIBEIZE N TV 5,
F 721X EDV > 90 cm/s THES A2 L HIET 5. BN O T, PSV 25 em/s FREZ B (127 5.
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B BRI %

ESP AY aY
RI 0.58 0.61 0.85
AT S50msec 140msec 55msec

WEN, EEF REBFRIFAN—N REBRER CBERIREDED S - 57, EEZEHAR. 2009

Fig. 18 RI 2 X % ¥

a)MFREE AR AR
wHS—FFSEHHA
W ILAFF SR

Fig. 19 a H#)iRE () oBER (EHEETE), b EBIIKE OB kTR

(JRAR (renal aortic ratio : Fig. 13) : RAR I&, 3.5 FECHWINS 2560557200 ET 5. $72,
Dk (KEDIR C oI (& B MBI R O A A B W, RIEAEIZO0. 15 KMTH 5.
fLed5) R EDIRELEBITRAEITHIET . ®PI (pulsatility index) : PI i, BB TOIRE
(@RI (resistance index) ' RIIEHREDOIE L & WCHWHNL Z DD 5.
DICEMEICZ Y, F-HEBRNETREES A 2) BBARE (aneurysm of renal artery) (Fig. 19)
JEE, CCBEIER, BREEEREE & OB, il BIIRAEALIC & 2 B, IMBRERRICALNS
JEEEOFREMET L EPRE SN TS, s 5. EWETIE, BEIRICERT 52
MATHZEOFHIRF & LOUoH I TEBY, RI MR eR (BRI L) —5RIET 525505
> 0.8 DAL, MATHEM ORI (72 %) \Zh T —FRVBEEIND. BiFRS v M &
2L, BERAERORIUMMMEE 25 2 38 5) PO AL, MEEOZ L WIEEZ R 2 & Tl
LEnTwb (Fig. 18) 25, i, Hikoie BT E L. JERERAEZIUEHEEEE TRl 5. BH)
OWFHEEST L. F72, RUSKEIIRFA U5 IR SRR I BREE R S NG 2 LB, MilZns

Jpn ] Med Ultrasonics Vol. 42 No. 2 (2015) 195



LRAZWIIAR. RRAGS W RAR. TREE, F: {02

Fig. 20 KENIRMFHED FEYIR~DW T (EEBHET )

aAhSI—F75iE FREMHE

b/ LRFTSik

Fig.21 EAEMBOBHRY ¥ > & (X%

Rz ETBENs 2L H D (R0 1%HI
o). BEPARATIE, ILIRIERE & LU CEHiic & 5.
TREIZEIRDHSRIR L D £ <, M (1.S5em ML I
THEHD) A7 PERENTEY), 2-2.5ecm LET
#IR) ZEHILC, AIKILOFH B, HLARAE R O EF,
FIE ST O REER, iR - MEOFTEOF
R R EE L, GRELTIET 5.

3) BHARAERE (dissection of renal artery)

TENIREAE L, KEIRMEEEICAPEL THRET A
& (CREPIRIAEED W K © Fig. 20) AL Th 575,
KIS 7 — 7 VR CRIEEIC S A b b, B
BRAIIEAS, FIEL NV CREEL: 75 v 7 1A
fi&, HEO—H2r5%5) Lo TIPEER-T
WBEZE, ThbbHEL U U Bz ke (5
) DIFAEDFREZ T ORI & 72 5.

4) BEA%E (arterio-venous fistula)

FRMEOBFFIRETE & F RO /M 1 R & 5%
(MR 22 &) OBERIRS ¥ v M 0H L. BE—F
DOHRTIEZIMTEY, " I7—FTFETEFA 7K

196

DHT—=T—=F7 77 NeET 5 (Fig.21). #{E
TR IR BE VS ELIRE & 22 0, SRR A A% 1 -
L TPl RUIFEK TS 5. BFFIREHEIL, aneurys-
mal type & cirsoid type (277 S 5. Aneurysmal
type TIZIIKF /325 B € — N TR TREZ &
bIZHT— FTTETCOBENVIHETH 5.

5) B2 (renal infarction)

LEE) % & CoERT, FMieh 7 —T7 VT
HLEWCRRLTCEET S, 2UHEBE—-FOA

WEBMTES, VI —FTIETON T —FKRD
RIFE LTt (Fig.22). /XU — K75k
PERTREL > V2 T, 17 —74 Y% T,
ZHID S MELYEZ TBIET 5.

6) B#%iE#k O

HRMROFHEIZS, TI—DICHDTETH 5
(Fig.23). 71 7— N7 7o ERIMEMERZE (H
38, W a4 | Fig. 24, EMREOBFIRY v ~
N2 &) OB EFEFESOLOFHIAS L& R DL B
HEDORA Y M, HF— X7 —) FTIET, B
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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

Fig. 24 W&HRZE DG

|
WA

‘l :[flfj ”

The 3rd day The 7th day
PSV: 15.3 cm/s
PSV: 28.7 cm/s
EDV: 1.6 cm/s EDV: 3.4 cm/s
Pl :1.75 Pl :2.12
RI :09 Rl :0.88

Pl:1.35
RI: 0.68
AT : 0.1 sec
ZE [ Bh A IR R e
JEHI

The 35th day

PSV: 29.1 cm/s
EDV: 10.0 cm/s
Pl :1.26
RI :0.66

Fig. 25 i oftasig (BEENBIIRILTL T

kDN 7 —FoREWRTH L, EHEIROIM
W2 B et s 5 2 &, & SICBBIRY AL
DN T —FoREMBPEREENT LI L TH 5.
O MEERRZE
% (Fig. 22) RRAEMAOBEIRS ¥ >+ (Fig. 21)
(2B 2 EE WA RIEEIR L7225, BE—FO
ATIERFEREHTCE RV, Bk v~ T
375 — 78T, ¥ x v FEEBISHERRD

198

RENZ X DEFA 2IROAF—T—F 7727 b
AL, FHESERO IMLFE I AL ML 2 JE D 3k
WELTRE 2 D), BIERIR S ¥ >~ b OFFAE R R
T, PRI MR A AL, PL RIAMET 3 5%
WA aae 2 B L Cld, 1-5%ICHEEL, B
BIROBIIREELIC & B5k%2, WETBE 721X EE)
PRARFGEOMEEPAETH 5. FAEFHD PSV
2m/s DL EF 72 I EEEIRD PSV. B Bk D
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Wy

The 3rd day
PSV: 33.7 cm/s

The 11th day
PSV: 29.2 cm/s

The 24th day
PSV: 27.0 cm/s

EDV: 10.7 cm/s EDV: 3.4 cm/s EDV: 5.8cm/s
Pl :1.15 Pl :2.13 Pl :1.52
RI :0.68 RI :0.88 Rl :0.79

Fig. 26 S TOMMEIIS ORI (B 92 E NBIIRIMLTTIET)

PSV3. 5L FEMHEL 5.

@ HH#E SIS o FFAM
SR PUG O % W R SLAR B A IE 2 O SRR
MIAF5E (acute tubular necrosis: ATN) 75 B

X (73
(FIERUZ 272> T2HF & L7230k IEA)

Textor SC. Progressive hypertension in a patient with
“incidental” renal artery stenosis. Hypertension. 2002;
40(5):595-600.

Pl E TOFEMIX, F 4 &AL T 2 HEREBIIHIGT 2) Rihal CS, Textor SC, Breen JF, et al. Incidental renal
L7, EHAE MY K LT TC X ISR artery stenosis among a prospective cohort of hyperten-
- . } ) sive patients undergoing coronary angiography. Mayo
E_%))l%. L TK/‘ ZQ) (Flg. 25) . TE#@&KE‘%} ATN '/C Clin Proc. 2002;77(4)2309_16.
WZEMBIROIGEM MFLEESNME T3 5. BIE 3) Hansen KJ, Edwards MS, Craven TE, et al. Prevalence
, . . of renovascular disease in the elderly: a popula-
DIFAEUE & HIRIARIE C I, JE5RHI R tion-based study. J Vasc Surg. 2002;36(3):443-51.
WEED L., TBIRDPHEL TWADE ) O 4) Rundback JH, Murphy TP, Cooper C, et al. Chronic re-
U - W " N nal ischemia: pathophysiologic mechanisms of cardio-
RATEZ T 5. BRI OSHEESUGR vascular and renal disease. J Vasc Interv Radiol. 2002;
PHEHA O ¥ — 7 RIS IZZAL 2 RO s, K 13(11):1085-92. Review.

S et LT e = S S 5)  Vachharajani TJ, Dacie JE, Yagoob MM, et al. Detection
MBSO LI & B L, SRR O Mift A5 of occult renovascular disease in unexplained chronic
BHIZIKT L, PL, RID LA %529 % (Fig. 26). kidney disease. Int Urol Nephrol. 2005;37(4):793-6.

6) Hirsch AT, Haskal ZJ, Hertzer NR, et al. ACC/AHA
_ 2005 Practice Guidelines for the management of pa-
& tients with peripheral arterial disease (lower extremity,
L0 O R HE g SRR R RIS 24 72 0, 2014 SEIHAE renal, mesenteric, and abdominal aortic). Circulation.
PN e . R 2006;113(11): e463-654.
COHCHATIRDEA 5 FERRCFMEL 2 AF R L7270, 7)  Anderson JL, Halperin JL, Albert NM, et al. Management
SBOMZERHEIC L VELETDLE L 2 A2NED H of patients with peripheral artery disease (compilation
- = of 2005 and 2011 ACCF/AHA guideline recommenda-
bl eEfiy 5. tions): a report of the American College of Cardiology
Foundation/American Heart Association Task Force on
. BR AT N ST AT S . Practice Guidelines. Circulation. 2013;127(13):1425-
2% BRI I —REOFMHERORE “

BE WS & 2 BIIR O EFAEAS 2 s 3 A BRI, 8) Shimamoto K, Ando K, Fujita T, et al. The Japanese
EREICS D0 R CIRE - RBIEIEZ LT20, Society of Hypertension Guidelines for the Management
. B B of Hypertension (JSH 2014). Hypertens Res. 2014;37
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