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Fig. 1 Plague and remodeling photographs by the
intravascular ultrasound catheter

(b) post—stenotic dilation

Fig. 2 Schematic of arterial remodeling models

Fig. 3 Physiological waveform of pulsatile coronary
blood flow
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Fig. 7 Wall shear stress changes at the cross section D

Table 1 Wall shear stresses and shear rates at different
cross sections

unit: (W.S.S.)dyne/ocm?, (W.S.R.)s™

Section

T fs) ‘ A B
Model ¢ b

Fig. 4 Wall shear stress changes at the cross section A pre-stenotic | W.S.S. | 1.38 | -1.06 | 122 1.93
model W.S.R. | 40 -30.7 | 353.6 | 55.9
post-stenotic { W.S.S. [ 0.63 159 [-0.135] 1.21
model W.S.R.| 18.3 | 4609 -3.9 35.1
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