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[Abstract] Clinically, intracranial vertebrobasilar stenosis(IVBS) is the main cause of posterior circulation
ischemic stroke. Compared with the vessels of the anterior circulation, the vessels of IVBS are more tortuous,
and the vascular anatomy of the stenosis is more complex. The recurrence rate of stroke, the mortality and the
disability rate of IVBS are higher, so its treatment is more challenging. Unfortunately, IVBS has received very
little clinical attention, and there is no generally accepted specific therapeutic regimen so far in clinical
practice. At present, the main treatment methods for IVBS include risk factor management, lipid -lowering
therapy, antiplatelet drug therapy, endovascular therapy, surgical treatment, etc. This paper aims to make a
comprehensive review about the above treatment methods so as to provide practical references for the

treatment of patients with symptomatic IVBS as well as for the secondary prevention of stroke.  (J Intervent

Radiol, 2023, 32. 924-930)
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1097 75 XTI I RAS B4 o 8 I
PRIT RS TR AR W B2, A SO E R IRIT 5
A AE B R A B IR IR T B/ 25 96
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1 CERERER

SAMMPRIS I} 5% 3% B | 76 R 45 1] 1l 48 A B PR
% . I <140/90 mmHg (H R % H 3 1l <130/
80 mmHg) fIX % & g & 1 (LDL-C) <<1.81 mmol/L,
I B% <<7.0 mmol/L 3Rk I BEA UL/ 25903697
n R A N 3 Bk AE B AL B % (intracranial
atherosclerotic stenosis, ICAS) i & A5 i B AL T AU 12,
JRURL S AR 1 A B R 2845 3, X TR AT sTVBS i
B AT R A B IR L

2 M&BgETT

SAMMPRIS WF5E 2 W12 58 AL i ff LDL-C P&
ik 2 <1.81 mmol/L(70 mg/dL) 2 FEAR 25 v 42 2 XU
[z —  XFTF sIVBS B hp R s shfth 7T 25 p%
J&IAYT B LDL-C M4 2 <<1.81 mmol/L(70 mg/dL)
S FEAIK 50% ., S B A E P AR FE R AL TR
I7 AAIF R4S ELAR 09 B i K F- | iF — 2 B R e
A RIRA TG I — 2058 H ARG 254
FENG R b A7 B A 78 sTVBS S8 il 1756
TE . R U R £ FR i O il A R K AR E A
(reduction of cardiovascular events with icosapentethyl-
intervention, REDUCE-IT) "3 B | 7£ #112 M /0 1ML %
P OME PR ELH I =R T (1.52~5.63 mmol/L)
) Al ] ik TR TR ST 4g/d 5 DO i
A N AR R o A2 XU #H G (HR=0.75,95%C1
0.68~0.83,P<0.001), IBLAh,—I0 56 T i & [ 5% (L il
M FL &= Kexin 9 B 7] (proprotein convertase
subtilisin-kexin type 9, PCSK9) 25 # 43 Hr i 7
SRR 4R, I PCSKO 1 il 551 n] i A5 v 1)
AFXH XU [ AER 269, L33k 8 i AN 52 BE £ 2 v o
SR L LDL-C /KPS e, AN 38 il 7R 2 v X
B o T A e AU (2 e 5 0 At 3 22 1l 4
G 2R S R ) A PE A R
A, AN TR MR I T A2t v R 0 A 7T R
W A, {HSE LDL-C /5>1.81mmol/L (70 mg/
dL) , inFH PCSK9 #1157 & 5 HL g 17 AT 26 B
N 259036 97 BB B ¥R 9T AR [R5t il 2R o Iz 8 A
YEA & — PR R

3 mI/NRZEYETT
3.1 Bl E] DCARER A SMLAS T

Pt i /NAR 25 W3R 97 & sIVBS B3 i £ E 3R
J7 F-Be . WASID BIF 5 J2 fii 4 2l Jik ks A B A e S5 st i
PEAHTIA BN IE YT 1 B AR IR 5%, % Y
i A on 5B E U ARIG T AR L 252 AR IR T
1) JB 3 2 e A v O LA B8 TR B8 1) A X XU BTG
(HR=0.46 ,95%CI 0.23~0.86,P<<0.05), {HAEHLH
ZH H i XU B S (7.8% vs 1.4% )10 4k WASID #F5T
ZJe B DCObR B A the 53 BB P I A )iz B i
NG, ARk, R RUBC B I /N ARIR IT (dual
anti-platelet therapy, DAPT) ) sIVBS & # it — 2034
i, H RS S K R JR T SAMMPRIS #F5% | %
TF 5% 2 B TR RE IR M it N 3l Bk B 2 (709 ~99% ) =
1 £ 38 LB 25 Wi T (B W) DR AR+ SR A B
MU L /NIETT S S B PR 245 1) 5 B 25 iR
I A LGS PR YR YT 6 BT A v A2 RO T RE A
Z il BEPLM R 1 A2 A BT R R 6T
IVBS 4, M NIRYT 2 AP A0 T3 & T Bk
HWEIT (27% vs 9.8% ), CLAIR W55 R, % T
ICAS 3 B ] DT AR 45 Sk A% 75 55 B ) DT bR PR 245
THIT A G, T R D T TR B A i A A7 vt A
FEfF S B —T 6T DAPT BEYE 3K 1 CHANCE
WF5E, Z 5T o B W) DE ARG A S e A 7R 3R 9T AT
FEAK 90 d P A= v XURS: , ELAS 2 358 i g i 25 47 JXL
B JEF LA EARSE, H AT AHA/ASA S 2 —
YL BAE B S AR R 30d Y, X N K sl ik
TR A (T0%~99% ) T 30 A< ol TIA B, Bl
) DG ARIR A S A% B 3% 22IR 9T 90d AT BEAR A h &
R ST
3.2 AR B i R A BT E] UG AR

CHANCE 2549 3 K 7 41 Bff 5 20 35 W 3B 43 BB 3
F7 7 G A TG R B M, X AT RE 5 A CYP2C19
DIResle e S JL I (2, %3) 45 0, BEAEMIIFE R,
A% il 1% T A0 S S R AR B R P AR A 04 Il AR
TP, PRINCE WF2 285 4 7 % T8 A gife afn
ArfyrprE fE TIA B, 5 &R B 155 B =] DT bk
AH L, B4 i 965 B B BT ) DT AR 4 AE 3R 7 90 d f Ak Ay
I /N e sz g P BB 3 A EE 9 T AR (29.7% vs 12.5%
P<<0.001) , B A% Fitg ¥ 6 A B = DEARZH 3 A4~ H i A o
52 % H B HAIG (8.8% vs 6.3% ,P=0.20) , {H P £ [A] 22
SHG i E R L, THALES W58 3649 AT 2 351 4
A I [ 51 P 47 Bl Bk o R B Ak 1 B 2 = 30% 1Y)
B2 R M M A T TIA B 25 3 BoR | 5 B ] DT AR
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BAZIRYT A L, RS B 5 1 B BT ] DT ARG 30 d
BORAE A P RS T R B, X T CYP2C19 T
BB JC SE L L R A sIVBS A, B0 4% i 1% 1Kk 4 Bl )
VE ARG ST 2 —FfoBr i SRR BT il /R 7 5, AT RE LA
WEAEIG R AR #5
3.3 VI by PR 20 BLE B B ] DG AR

PG A S 55 —Fh Bt il /NAR 24540 , 308 3 30 o e
— PR (PDE)-E3 34 i /M 85 MR 1T (cAMP) Y
A A /MR P CASISP #WF5E & 3R, 5 Bl =] T
81 mg AH HG, PG % i e 21 v 7™ 555 P9 H 0l B9 A AR
R R M (1.95% vs 0.28% ,P=0.038) , {H P 4 &
PRAE T R A AL, AR R CSPS-2 i 5 LK
TV A 5 BT ] DEAK 81 mg MUY AL, PN ALARE A
2R K 2.76% M 3.71% i /2 Ak 2 &b br i
VG 6% by s 7 T B A v A T R RE A AT D DS AR
(EP SIS IS Uy 27 N AW - o 24
PEAR 2, TOSS WFFE A& — I 2ty WUE | 2R
I, A TR K 3 Bk M1 BB 8 A
112 ], B sh Bk ke 28 & 23 3], B AL 43 B ok 78 3%
flb 8 (200 mg/d ) 2H 5% 22 Bt 70 4, Br A B8 o B K ) e
1 AR BT ) DT Ak 100 mg, il i @4 3t 4% 1 &
(magnetic resonance angiogram,MRA) I TCD 1k
AR R AT 6 A 5 skE B E AR
b, 45 5 WK, P 5 il e 4 P ol Jkope A4S 1E R A
AR T 22 2H (P=0.008 ) 27 % WF 5% ¢ W 78 4% Al s
I B BT w] DS AR TG Y7 X T AEZE TCAS 1 F 72 7T R HLAT
— BT R AR T A G R A R A T KR
I PR 336 2 — 25 E 52
3.4 IR BT 25 K A BT ) DL AR

PUBE IR TT NP /INAIR I A2 A0 6 Bh bk s 1
e il A% T2 b B A B IR T, COMPASS F 58 36
W, X A 0 3l ks B 1 1k s i Itk A AR
H 5 ol BT DT AK 100 mg 1 ¥k/d AH EE G
HRRIPIE 2.5 mg .2 ¥K/d B A BT HE PEAK 100 mg |
1 ¥k /d T J8 2 R AT i 155 = A AU (5.4% vs 4.1%,
HR=0.76,95% CI 0.66~0.86,P<<0.001) ,{H % = &
R HE iy S XU B 5 (1.9% vs 3.1% ,HR=1.70,95% CI
1.40~2.05,P<0.001)2, KK TFTEALE sIVBS B4
PE— 2 B R AR 8 OIR BT BE 25 (divect oral
anticoagulants, DOAC) APt ML/l 24537 97 1A e 4
i K gd Ak
3.5 W|WEAG SR

5| e A 25 J2: — Fh £ 3% 45 22§ 05 Bt il /N B 3R 4
2549, 32 L 5k mT A A it N Al A ARk il (COX)

AR 2 A2 (TXA2) A Bs/b , [R]-t mT 3 ) — iR
BRTFE (ADP) B B RRER /MR L (PAF) R
I A VOISR (AA) S5 5 1 it /Ml R 20 5 B
H VCARAH B | e A 25 114 B P 3 B g Bt ot DR B
ik M —I0 Meta 438720 & 78 VT4 1] e A5 25 ¢
T 5 FI1IA 57 B L O H 0 0 B it AR T B Y
YRR, BIEgIA 19 T RCT #F5¢,5 304
il F 3, Horbmg| WA 25 4 2 668 ], X BR 4 (Hifth 24
)2 636 i, 45 5 o, b e ot O M I A 5
B I W A 25 4 5 ) ) DT AR ZE AR O L AR TS A
FET U UREBE IR e 26 AR T ke AR R4 T T 25
ToGeit2E S, BAE 2 A PE T T, WA 25 40 Il
F S A I AR T BT ] DT AR 2 (P<<0.05) , M| WA
2% 8 W D fE AL & AR R AR T B ] DR AR xf
- B ] UG AN TR 527 5% 5 W N K 1 sTVBS [, 1)
WA 25 1] BE e — PR IR TR

4 MEREFT
4.1 2R R M OB AR

1980 4 Sundt 55 55 WA 1 1 H 28 5 2K 4 1
B W B KR (percutaneous transluminal angioplasty,
PTA) JRYT 2 (5 B SR s Bkopk 78 J A I 406 . E
21 iy, —E/NREA I EPEESE B8 T PTA IR
J7 IVBS (42 Rl A7 £ B2 PTA JRY7 I
RAE BRI, ATRE S 9N BN K ULZ AT S
AR = S 2T 4E )2 A O A0 TS P AR I 1 A
BT AR BR 3 X FL R AT 5 v] BE 2 5 S0 A ik 24 5
FIES . PTA IRY7 5 FBe A= LA Fr o, v RE S
BRAEY 5K T R] 7 Az HUARNE T, 5 S04 BE P R RN
JEET o401 5, LA R A A 3k R v Y- T UL RN 5 4 2 21
b BE 3G A A OGRS ST TR I ORE R A
ARG FEPe 7= R A PTA AR FH A2 3] T BRI, 3L
AR T Dk — In) B, BT B P RS A AR T A 2Y
VIR 2 R4 (drug-coated balloons, DCB) £ % iiF 5 7]
FHT TCAS A 2243 Z44M 58] (A S A2 B ) 55055 3 19
FCnvg % 5w ) E g T DCB 2P, 2021
4T 16 A DCB-PTA JA3)T ICAS (97 R %
S Meta 43 B "2 7% ,DCB-PTA 3497 Bl F AR 1
It K HE KA RN 5.9% (95% CI 2.5% ~10.3% ,IP=
0% ,P=0.649) , FE- 3k %5 R 5.7%(95%CI 2.6%~9.7% ,
P=0%,P=0.516), ZWF58 & W] DCB-PTA 47 ICAS
SR MBI, HET DCB-PTA 7£ sIVBS &
B L 4 2> 1394181 Gruber %5 R4 T 0 DCB 8§
Winspan 2R A ARRYT 19 B E B ICAS &M E
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55,8 il & FH DCB RYY, Hoh 3L sh k#7482
5], HE Bl bk A 5 P Be g 2E 3 ), Rep JEsE TS, 2B
VB 9.5 AN, Bl U5 1A (8] JCRE IR M A B 2 1 81
5 Winspan 34248 A 4148 L, DCB 41 e 1 55 12 - &
R R AR W A PRI T DCB A
J7 16 Bl sSIVBS B E M &%, R 141 (5.3%) &t
shikJe )2, B F AR & A TS IEA A 1 41(6.3%) , 76
FeT kA GRS BE T 6.3 A H , TR H TIA K
T AR LA AR MY 5.5 A A TR AR K
Az, JEFRSESIXT 21 232 DCB IR YT FIHERLE 30 ik
SCHRN PR 28 (ISR ) S8 A 10 I DR B8 RF A7 T [l it
Ay M, S5 2R B R ,DCB 3R J7 ISR Y H A Bl o R
$190.5% (19/21) , Hid 13 #il (61.9% ) 34 K15 5214
“EBEVT , A K AR BE YT TP AL R 7(5.5,19) 4 H L #0
M5 PR 25 RN 7.7% (1/13) . iR /NEEARBF 5T 36
B, B DCB IR YT sIVBS &% 4l 1711, {5 2 fiil iy
MEFLIR S IkGE R T M, B2 L £ DCB %k AH X}
PRIME | A ok T B R AR I R 52 14— 20 B0 UE FAR
DCB 497 sIVBS (7 8 FIHE A .
42 BRI AR

gl PTA 67 A7 78 50 L4 SOR J5 Bk 78
SRR, 21 Al W), 48 B XA 8 AR (percutaneous
angioplasty with stenting, PTAS ) i #7 JU X B 41 PTA
A ICAS B FEZ A WIRYT 7 B3 X R 4
Ja BR 5K S AR T Jre 1Y) B M AF 9T 02 SSYLVIA BiF
58, B SE R A1 HE Bl KRN 3 ik S R A A
RJG 30 d WAHRN 6.6%, K5 30 d 2 1 A H
BN T.3% R4 35% W B E KR T Bk AR
61% J TCAEIR B 75 40 SSYLVIA #F 5% Ml FHER Y™ 52
U0 2R GE3R 97 RE R A P9 AT B ko AS 4R AL T R
PGSR . — RS T Wingspan H K
A LA Z LA Enterprise 3242 1Y K41 A 5 4707
SAMMPRIS #F58 % 1T I A8 1 U 25 W)IR 97 Fi PTAS
(Gateway Bk%E PTA R 4454 Wingspan H Ik X 52
BOVIARIT RYIT R (A S5 R PTAS 41 30 d P26k,
PO BRI 2567 4 .28 THR (14.7% vs 5.8%0)1,
VISSIT B 5E4E F T 05 b — A IR R G (B A A K g
7R PTAS VY7 TE 30 d sl DBk (24.1% vs 94%,
P=0.05)5", JEFXPIASY, {8 PTAS {GJ7 1Y
ICAS B3 L i 2 F %, {HJ& SAMMPRIS WF52 ik
AR P AP A BARES AS HEAT 43 SR BRI N T
sIVBS [ # PTAS IR Y7 Y7 8075 — L9745, ik
JUAE B 25 1 28 1 TR 45 (1 PR & J2  PTAS 697 i
A T JG SAMMPRIS B, 2015 4E2 rh o 4] A & 3=

4 H L A IR P B KB A AR AR £ i
WF 5T (n=300) 7%, ICAS L4 N IR YT 30 d 2+ |
TIA F1 %€ T2 R AL N 43% 3, 2019 4 2~ fi i
Wingspan 3228 & 48 E1iT 5 Wil WEAVE 115 K,
ICAS £ PTAS G719 [ F AR W I K& 5E & A AL
H2.6%'% 33X WG IG5 2 W AE A i ik T B AR 5 A
BERARE LR FE WG T ,PTAS G977 Bl F A
W19 ARE R A= ZR 8%, 73— SAMMPRIS 195 /5 43
Mo, B 2697 4 14 61 (6.2%) B & 1R iR
J7 30d J5 BB M s BOR A T PTAS 414X
551(2.2%) o X B R BT AR I ARE A A A 45
FEBARACE- B, 5B 25903697 #H LG PTAS 397 1]
REREAR Boar S BUR ME A 38 BT, — S8/ hREAR
BAZI ST S50 - PTAS V9T sIVBS S L2k
ARED, Liu FEBPPAG T @ A At PTAS
IBIT 97 Bl sSIVBS & LM, 45Rm) 30 d %
HOTIA FIFET-RA 7.1%, 33X WA & 25 e A v i
0 ,PTAS 16 JT sIVBS M4 14 50 9] 2 4 1k 2 ] 4 3%
1o o3 —IEEXF sIVBS 835 4 th i A B 25 26 40 B
AN 23 WA sE (FRAR 2590697 41 591 9], PTAS iR
STl 483 B, 45 R BRI 1 4R BET- R Y
(14.8% vs 8.9% ,IRR=1.3,95% CI 1.0~1.7)"*, 7E/™#%
i 35 T BB K 25 AHE PP AN A A S AE 4% ] R 1
IF R AE G BL T, PTAS 1697 Al REJ& sIVBS 1A &%
BT FEL

5 FRiET

1990 4F Ausman 25 IE T 6 HILRSF 2 W) iR
Y7 2 TP A 5 RS 3l kAR i A R R AT PN ME B ik
W DI R AR 2255, A 2 i) 58 5 R i IR T 2k F
FE 4 A P A Bl fik B B R A RR T 245 iR
7 IR NI JE R Bh G S SR A S A EL S 1 F )
SCIE BRI R A . TRAR I A AR R GE T 85 i E
JEE LA A 50 ik it N B m SR RS 8 ik P 2 R AT R T
Bk -/ 5 R S AKMIG B Bk -/NHT T 30k
Wi SR/ Sk VDGR 25 69% 1 i
TG JET- N 8.4%, 2012 4F Ota %524
T34 sIVBS [543 W4T PTA FHK 80 ik - /)N ki
Lk A AR B4 58,3 B AR S B TCREIR , i
Sl ik - #E sl kW & AR 32 220 FH 5 A6 B OSUIHE sh ik
B 7% ol LIS ol bk 1A 28 BB B 9 Wang 250X 17 ]
i AR A it A B S AFE 3 ik P S5 B B0 A 2l ik A 2
XU HE B ik ™ EE A4S B8 5 AT AL B Tk —HE B0 kW &
A, Horp 7 ) B SRR IR 58 4 G2 i, 7 161 S8 A E IR ek
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3 PR E UG A R XA s B & AR5 1%
GEIF T AR LEAE I B TR AR g, (E X
T sIVBS (83, Lk TR T s A R T AR K
B v, AN A A O W LR T T B, XTI A
I7 5 SO N P BOAS P A R IS 3 Tk A 2 AR A IR
M W& AT R A RN

6 HfigsT

175 & e 1ML 951 b B (remote ischemic conditioning,
RIC) J& — P AR A BT %, 78 10 i A7 % s 401 38 2.
AR E R, COUE B T PN sl bk o AR 1 4L
B H RIC A9 K AL N 78 415 28, Tl Rk
3 o A M T PR A U o e A — TR AL
I ARG 98 AT 103 Bl A 30d N EH ICAS 515
) A A T TIA BB T A BB AR 4 22 T R iR
S, T W48 BRI 2 A SN RIC IR
J7,68 Bl B H I THFGE, T4l 300 d A2 %
AR T X BRLL(7.9% vs 26.7% ,P<0.05), XTIk K
WEM T RIC 76 FiBE ICAS H 3 o e it 1 = 14 &2 % 1
AR RRR RS, H AR E A — 502 e
T30 AR 56 (RICA ,NCT02534545) 1IE £E 4T,
IZAR B AR SE 3 000 147 5 AR 1Y ICAS 23, LU IA
TE ICAS B AT RIC IRTT B PR R R

7 it

H A AU & B P 24 B 25 3R J7 415 J2: sTVBS
BB R IR YT O 2 TR 2 A T HA A R
A RAER) SIVBS B L NIRIT B )1z M
FH TS TG 32 28 9 P8 748 s 18 A S5 TS 30 ik A
FEBFH FARIGIT AT RE A W, AT — 21
25 W36 97 LA SR i AT,

(& % 3 #k]
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