e 240 -

FE A AR 5897 2011 4455 8 %55 3] Chin ] Interv Imaging Ther.2011, Vol 8,No 3

Application value of bolus chase method in lower
extremity angiography

YANG Guang-qi, XIANG Xian-hong™, CHEN Wei, CHEN Zhan-lue
(Department of Medical Imaging, the First Af filiated Hospital,

Sun Yat-sen University,s Guangzhou 510080, China)

[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the application value of bolus chase method in lower extremity angiography. Methods

Thirty patients underwent lower extremity angiography, 18 using the bolus chase method, the other 12 using the routine
method. Total dose radiation, the amount of acquired images. the amount of used contrast medium and the operation time
were compared between two methods. Results The total dose radiation, acquired images. amount of used contrast medium
and operation time of the bolus chase method was (21.4042. 80)Gy/cm®, 30441, (26.56+6.84)ml, (3.0341.29)min
respectively, while of the routine method was (55. 00+4. 30)Gy/cm?, 208+37, (54.2+10.36)ml, (9. 68+4. 25)min, re-
spectively. The differences were statistically significant (all P<Z0.01). Images produced by bolus chase method had more
Compared with routine method, the bolus chase method

motion artifacts. but did not influence diagnosis. Conclusion

needs less contrast medium, less operation time and less radiation dose in lower extremity angiography. therefore has im-

portant clinical value.
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