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Fig.1 Restenotic patterns after DES or DCB treatment
Exacerbated symptoms (53.3% vs 20.0%, OR=3.53, P=0.012), rate of occlusion (49.1% vs 24.4%,
OR=3.61, P=0.036), and increase in the occluded lengths (43.9% vs 14.6%, OR=3.82, P=0.029) were
more frequent in the DES group than the DCB group. On the other hand, the frequency of an
increase in the lesion length (45.6% vs 39.0%, OR=1.26, P=0.57) and the requirement for TLR (66.7%
vs 68.3%, OR=0.98, P=0.95) were comparable between the two groups.
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