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Abstract  

Background: The introduction of wire-free microcirculatory resistance index from functional 

angiography (angio-IMR) promises swift detection of coronary microvascular dysfunction, 

however it has not been properly validated. We sought to validate angio-IMR against 

invasive IMR and PET derived microvascular resistance (MVR). Moreover, we studied if 

angio-IMR could aid in the detection of ischemia with non-obstructive coronary arteries 

(INOCA). 

Methods: In this investigator-initiated study symptomatic patients underwent [15O]H2O 

positron emission tomography (PET) and invasive angiography with 3-vessel fractional flow 

reserve (FFR). Invasive IMR was measured in 40  patients. Angio-IMR and QFR were 

computed retrospectively. MVR was defined as the ratio of mean distal coronary pressure to 

PET derived coronary flow. PET and QFR/angio-IMR analyses were performed by blinded 

core labs. The right coronary artery was excluded. 

Results: A total of 211 patients (mean age 61±9, 148 (70%) male) with 312 vessels with 

successful angio-IMR analyses were included. Angio-IMR correlated moderately with 

invasive IMR (r=0.48, p<0.01), whereas no correlation was found between angio-IMR and 

MVR (r=-0.07, p=0.25). Angio-IMR did not differ for vessels without obstructive coronary 

artery disease (CAD) (FFR-) but with reduced stress perfusion (PET+) compared to vessels 

without obstructive CAD (FFR-) with normal stress perfusion (PET-) (median 28.19 IQR 20.42 

– 38.99 vs 31.67 IQR 23.47 – 40.63, p=0.40). 

Conclusion: Angio-IMR correlated moderately with invasively measured IMR, whereas angio-

IMR did not correlate with PET derived MVR. Moreover, angio-IMR was similar in patients 

without obstructive CAD, irrespective of ischaemia status, hampering the identification of 

INOCA.   

 

Keywords: INOCA, angio-IMR, IMR, PET, MVR 

 

  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 7, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.05.23299545doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.05.23299545
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


4 
 

Abbreviations  

Angio-IMR, microcirculatory resistive index from functional angiography 

CAD,   coronary artery disease 

CMD,   coronary microvascular dysfunction 

CMR,  cardiac magnetic resonance 

CFR  coronary flow reserve 

FFR,  fractional flow reserve 

ICA,   invasive coronary angiography 

IMR,   index of microcirculatory resistance 

hMBF,  hyperemic myocardial blood flow 

HMR,  hyperemic microvascular resistance 

MVR,  microvascular resistance  

PCI,   percutaneous coronary intervention 

PET,  positron emission tomography  

QCA,  quantitative coronary angiography 
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Introduction 

Chronic ischemic heart disease is a multifactorial entity that is caused by either epicardial 

atherosclerotic coronary artery disease (CAD), coronary microvascular dysfunction (CMD) or 

a combination thereof.(1) Traditionally, the management of symptomatic patients is 

focussed on slowing the progression of atherosclerosis through medication and the 

detection of obstructive CAD. However, a large portion of patients referred for invasive 

coronary angiography (ICA) does not have obstructive CAD and the prevalence of post 

percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI) angina ranges from 20–40%. (2, 3) Fractional flow 

reserve (FFR) is used in the cathlab to assess vessel-specific ischemia, but the 

microvasculature remains unassessed by this epicardial measure. (4, 5) The interplay 

between CAD as assed by FFR and CMD has gained attention, especially since a CMD tailored 

medical treatment may lead to an improved quality of life. (2, 6) Yet, invasive resistance 

measurements are time consuming and therefore not routinely performed. Computed 

measurements of coronary and microvascular function hold the promise to differentiate 

between CAD and CMD within a single analysis. Quantitative flow ratio (QFR) has been 

shown to accurately predict the epicardial significance of CAD and a QFR-based treatment 

appears safe. (7, 8) Furthermore, the introduction of wire-free microcirculatory resistance 

index from functional angiography -angio-IMR- provides a direct overview of epicardial (QFR) 

and microvascular disease status (angio-IMR). (9, 10) Directly after introduction of angio-IMR 

the practical applicability was studied, but angio-IMR has yet to be validated against a 

golden-standard index of microvascular resistance (MVR). As such, the first aim is to validate 

angio-IMR against traditional invasive resistance indices and [15O]H2O PET derived 

microvascular resistance. The second aim is to investigate whether angio-IMR can improve 

the detection of ischaemia with non-obstructive coronary arteries (INOCA) in the cathlab. 

Methods 

Patient selection 

This is a sub study of the Comparison of Coronary CT Angiography, SPECT, PET, and Hybrid 

Imaging for Diagnosis of Ischemic Heart Disease Determined by Fractional Flow Reserve 

(PACIFIC 1) and Functional stress imaging to predict abnormal coronary fractional flow 

reserve: the PACIFIC 2 study (PACIFIC 2), which were prospective clinical single-centre, head-

to-head comparative studies conducted from 2012 to 2020, at the Amsterdam UMC, VU 
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University Medical Center, Amsterdam, the Netherlands. (11, 12) All patients were 

suspected of having obstructive coronary artery disease (CAD) and underwent a 2-week 

protocol in which patients underwent [15O]H2O PET prior to invasive coronary angiography 

(ICA) with routine 3 vessel invasive FFR interrogation. This PACIFIC post-hoc analysis included 

patients with angio-IMR and invasive IMR or PET perfusion imaging. The study complied with 

the Declaration of Helsinki. The study protocol was approved by the VUmc Medical Ethics 

Review Committee, and all patients provided written informed consent. 

PET 

The PET scans were performed on a hybrid PET/CT device (Philips Gemini TF 64 or Ingenuity 

TF 128, Philips Healthcare, Best, The Netherlands). The scanning protocol has been described 

in detail previously.(13) Briefly, a 6-minute dynamic scan protocol commencing 

simultaneously with an injection of 370 MBq [15O]H2O during resting and adenosine (140 

µg/kg/min) induced hyperemic conditions. The dynamic scan sequence was followed by a 

low-dose CT-scan for attenuation correction. Patients were instructed to refrain from the 

intake of xanthine or caffeine 24 hours prior to the PET. Peripheral arterial pressure was 

measured 3 minutes into scanning. 

ICA and FFR 

ICA was performed according to standard clinical protocols. (14) Patients were instructed to 

refrain from the intake of xanthine or caffeine 24 hours prior to the ICA. All major coronary 

arteries were routinely interrogated by FFR irrespective of stenosis severity and imaging 

results, except for occluded vessels or subtotal lesions with a diameter stenosis (DS) ≥90%. 

To induce maximal coronary hyperemia, adenosine was administered intracoronary as a 150 

μg bolus or intravenously (140 µg/kg/min). FFR was calculated as the ratio of mean distal 

intracoronary to aortic guiding pressure during hyperemia. A FFR ≤0.80 was considered 

abnormal. (5) In 40 PACIFIC 1 patients invasive IMR was measured. A pressure/temperature 

sensor-tipped guidewire (PressureWire X wired, Abbott, Chicago, Illinois) was advanced in 

the distal third part of the coronary artery and connected to a RadiAnalyzer interface 

(Abbott). The guiding catheter was then flushed with saline. Next, 3 ml of saline at room 

temperature was rapidly injected through the guiding catheter. This process was repeated 

twice, yielding 3 thermodilution curves. Operators were encouraged to replace discordant 

values by repeating injections. After baseline measurements, hyperemia was induced 
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through intravenous infusion of adenosine using the same protocol as during PET imaging. 

During steady-state maximum hyperemia 3 more thermodilution curves were acquired. IMR 

was calculated as the product of distal hyperemic pressure and mean hyperemic transit 

time.  

QFR and angio-IMR 

First, QFR was computed. Two end-diastolic frames at least 25° apart from the coronary of 

interest were used to reconstruct a 3D-model of the coronary artery. The reference 

diameter of the vessel was constructed by marking healthy segments of the coronary artery 

preferably proximally and distally of a lesion of interest. Lesion length and diameter stenosis 

(%) were extracted from the 3D model. Contrast frame counting during resting conditions of 

the analysed artery was performed to obtain an estimated contrast flow velocity which is 

converted into a virtual hyperemic flow velocity. Subsequently contrast QFR is computed by 

the software package. If contrast frame counting was not possible fixed QFR was used. 

Secondly, the mean rest arterial pressure was calculated (the sum of all invasive arterial rest 

pressures divided by the amount of measurements) and angio-IMR was computed. The 

formula used to compute angio-IMR was described earlier by Mejia-Renteria et al. and it 

incorporates arterial rest pressure, QFR, vessel length and contrast flow velocity.(10) If 

contrast flow counting QFR was not possible and fixed QFR was used as alternative angio-

IMR could not be computed. QFR analyses were post-hoc performed by a blinded core 

laboratory (ClinFact Medis Specials, Leiden, the Netherlands) using the QAngio XA 3D/QFR 

2.1-research software package (Medis Medical Imaging Systems, Leiden, the Netherlands). 

Patients with chronic total occlusions were excluded for angio-IMR computation.  

Data analysis 

Parametric PET images of quantitative hyperemic myocardial blood flow (hMBF)  in ml/min/g 

were generated for each of the 17 left ventricle segments according to the standard 

American Heart association model and quantitatively analysed by an independent core 

laboratory (Turku University Hospital Finland). (15) Regional hMBF of each coronary territory 

was defined as mean hyperaemic MBF of the entire vascular territory in the absence of a 

perfusion defect or as the mean hMBF of the perfusion defect (≥2 adjacent segments with a 

hyperaemic MBF ≤2.3 ml/min/g) when present. (16) Regional hMBF was used to define 
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ischaemia because of its greater ability to identify ischaemia and better prognostic value 

compared to coronary flow reserve (CFR) using [15O]H2O as tracer. (16, 17) MVR was defined 

as the ratio of mean distal coronary pressure to coronary flow. Mean distal coronary 

pressure was estimated by multiplying peripheral mean arterial pressure during PET with 

FFR of the corresponding vessels. Regional hMBF of the corresponding vessels was used to 

define coronary flow. The right coronary artery was excluded from analysis to minimize the 

influence of myocardial mass. 

Statistical analysis 

Continuous variables are expressed as mean ± SD or median (interquartile range) where 

appropriate. Categorical variables are presented as frequencies with percentages. Normality 

of data was examined by means of QQ-plots and histograms. The relation between angio-

IMR and invasive IMR or MVR was assessed by Spearman’s correlation coefficient. 

Agreement between angio-IMR and invasive IMR or MVR was assessed using Bland-Altman 

analyses. Analyses concerning the correlation between angio-IMR and MVR were stratified 

for vessels with or without obstructive CAD using 3D quantitative coronary angiography 

(QCA). The Kruskal-Wallis test was used to assess differences in FFR, QFR, 3D QCA and angio-

IMR values across groups stratified for FFR/QFR and PET results. If the Kruskal Wallis test was 

significant, post-hoc pairwise comparisons between patient categories were performed 

using the Mann-Whitney U test with Bonferroni correction. Means of hMBF, CFR and MVR 

were compared using an one way analysis of variance (ANOVA). A p-value <0.05 was 

considered statistically significant. All analyses were performed using IBM SPSS (SPSS 

Statistics 26, IBM, Armonk, New York). 

Results 

Study population 

The final study population consisted of 211 patients with 312 successful angio-IMR analyses. 

Baseline characteristics are presented in table 1. Angiographic and PET characteristics 

stratified for FFR and PET results are depicted in table 2. The study flow chart is shown in 

figure 1 and outlines the excluded patients and vessels. The computation of angio-IMR was 

feasible in vessels with successful contrast frame counting QFR analysis. As such, vessels 

without successful QFR (n=355) were excluded. Of 439 vessels with successful QFR analysis 
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an additional 87 vessels were excluded because of the utilization of fixed flow QFR or 

missing arterial rest pressure. Detailed flow charts for failed QFR computation have been 

published before. (8, 18) A skewed distribution was observed for FFR (0.89, CI: 0.81-0.96), 

QFR (0.93, CI: 0.80–0.99) and angio-IMR (27.74 CI: 20.85 –38.02). Angio-IMR and MVR were 

available in 309  vessels, whereas angio-IMR and invasive IMR were available in 29 vessels 

(figure 1). 

Validation of angio-IMR 

A moderate correlation between angio-IMR and invasive IMR (r=0.48, p<0.01, figure 2) was 

observed. The Bland-Altman plot for agreement between angio-IMR and invasive IMR is 

shown in figure 2 (right). In patients with both angio-IMR and invasive IMR available higher 

median measurements of angio-IMR were found in comparison to invasively measured IMR 

(median 32.53, IQR 20.84 – 41.37 vs. 17.91, IQR 10.14 – 27.96). Angio-IMR was not related to 

MVR (r=-0.07, p=0.25; figure 3 left). Agreement between angio-IMR and MVR is summarized 

by a Bland-Altman analysis depicted in figure 3 right. After stratification for diameter 

stenosis the absence of correlation between angio-IMR and MVR was confirmed in vessels 

with ≥50% diameter stenosis (r=-0.13, p=0.32, n=66) or without  (r=-0.02, p=0.77, n=243). 

Stratification for left anterior descending or ramus circumflex coronary arteries yielded 

similar results. 

Angio-IMR in patients stratified for ischemia and obstructive CAD 

Median vessel-specific angio-IMR values stratified for FFR and PET findings are shown in 

figure 4 (left). FFR negative vessels showed higher angio-IMR than FFR positive vessels. 

Vessels without obstructive CAD (FFR-) but with ischemia (PET+), the so called INOCA, 

showed higher angio-IMR levels than vessels with ischemia (PET+) and obstructive CAD 

(FFR+) (median 28.19 IQR 20.42 – 38.99 versus 19.12 IQR 15.10 – 29.50; p<0.01) but similar 

to vessels without obstructive CAD (FFR-) with a normal perfusion (PET-) (median 31.67 IQR 

23.47 – 40.63; p=1.00). Similar findings were observed for vessels stratified among QFR and 

PET findings (figure 4 right). Vessels with a high angio-IMR but abnormal FFR are scarce 

(figure 4), and only 11 vessels were revascularized with angio-IMR in the highest quartile. 

Discussion 
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In this investigator-initiated study we sought to validate angio-IMR and explore the potential 

of angio-IMR to detect INOCA in symptomatic patients. Our main findings are that we found 

a moderate correlation between angio-IMR and invasive IMR, whereas no correlation was 

observed between angio-IMR and PET derived MVR. Furthermore, angio-IMR was elevated 

in patients with non-obstructive CAD, irrespective for the presence of ischaemia, hampering 

the detection of INOCA. Our results question the validity of angio-IMR results and stress the 

importance of a state-of-the-art reference standard for the development of computer based 

algorithms to predict CMD. 

An armamentarium of techniques to quantify invasive resistance are available, of which IMR 

and doppler-derived hyperemic microvascular resistance (HMR) are most well-known.(19) 

Both measures incorporate assumptions and it has been shown that invasive IMR and HMR 

cannot be considered equivalent.(20) Invasive IMR has practical advantages over HMR, e.g. 

simultaneous registration of epicardial and microcirculatory parameters, which lead to a 

more widespread use of invasive IMR.(19, 21) Our study confirms that angio-IMR and 

invasively measured IMR are, although moderately, significantly correlated. Of note, we 

found a slightly attenuated correlation between angio-IMR and invasively measured IMR 

compared to prior studies (r=0.70 and 0.76 vs. 0.48). (10, 22) The primary objective of our 

study was to validate angio-IMR against [15O]H2O derived MVR. Notwithstanding the 

moderate correlation between angio-IMR and invasively measured IMR we found no 

correlation between angio-IMR and MVR. Our findings question the value of the moderate 

relation between angio-IMR and invasively measured IMR and stress the importance of a 

state-of-the-art reference standard for the development of screening methods. Invasively 

measured IMR and PET derived MVR are not interchangeable indexes, e.g. invasive IMR is 

inversely associated with myocardial mass subtended by the coronary artery. (23) As CCTA 

was absent in the majority of patients we could not correct for subtended myocardial mass. 

To minimize the influence of myocardial mass we excluded the right coronary artery and 

placed the pressure and temperature sensors routinely on the same location in the distal 

third of the coronary. We chose PET derived MVR as reference standard because PET is a 

reliable method to quantify MBF. (24) Because hMBF during PET was not measured 

simultaneously with angio-IMR we corrected for driving pressure during PET by multiplying 

mean arterial pressure and FFR. The combination of these parameters measured at different 
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points in time is valid since FFR is not dependent on hemodynamic variations, and hMBF and 

mean arterial pressure were measured simultaneously. Contrary, IMR as a reference 

standard has been criticized since it is difficult to obtain, operator dependent and, if 

collateral flow is not taken into account, non-specific to the microvasculature.(25-28) 

Hitherto there is no effective therapy for CMD and there are no reliable cut-offs to 

differentiate normal from abnormal MVR using PET. CAD and CMD share a complex interplay 

and a single reference standard might not capture this spectrum entirely. Presumably, 

invasive and non-invasive reference standards are complementary in understanding this 

complex interplay and the use of hard cut-offs will likely not improve our understanding of 

this pathophysiology.  

The second objective of our study was to study whether angio-IMR could aid in identifying 

vessels with ischaemia but without obstructive CAD. In the cathlab, FFR assesses a 

coronary’s potential to improve in terms of perfusion after revascularization. It has been 

demonstrated  by van de Hoef and colleagues that a high microvascular resistance masks 

FFR defined ischemia. (29) As such, we hypothesized that angio-IMR as a computed 

resistance index, could aid in the detection of these territories and guide appropriate 

treatment. We found a considerable group of INOCA vessels (FFR-, PET+) but since angio-

IMR was elevated in vessels without obstructive CAD, irrespective of ischaemia status, angio-

IMR did not aid in detecting INOCA.   

Several PET flow tracers are available, but [15O]H2O most reliably quantifies myocardial flow 

because extraction of this freely diffusible tracer is complete, independent of flow and 

linearly related to myocardial perfusion.(30) Importantly, in a study by Kaufmann repeated 

measurements of MBF and CFR during the same study session were similar, demonstrating 

the validity of the technique.(24) Therefore, [15O]H2O PET is considered the golden standard 

for quantification of CFR and microvascular resistance. Our study results encourage the 

further development of angio-IMR. However, angio-IMR was not associated to the golden 

standard of resistance quantification, namely [15O]H2O PET derived MVR, and findings of 

angio-IMR should be interpreted with caution. 

Limitations 
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The results from the present study should be interpreted in consideration of some 

limitations. First, the majority of ICAs were not in adherence to a dedicated QFR protocol; 

therefore a significant number of vessels could not be included. Second, angio-IMR 

computation relies on contrast frame count. Since injection pressure was not standardized 

nor registered we could not correct for differences in injection pressures. Third, CCTA was 

not available in all patients. Therefore we could not correct for subtended myocardial mass. 

Fourth, although the [15O]H2O PET scans were analyzed for perfusion defects with a clinical 

judgement for vessel anatomy segmentation was based on standard coronary anatomy and 

individual anatomical variations cannot be excluded. It should be noted that individualized 

segmentation appears to have little impact on the diagnostic accuracy of PET. (31)  

Conclusion 

Despite a moderate correlation between angio-IMR and invasively measured IMR, angio-IMR 

did not correlate with PET derived MVR and findings of angio-IMR should be interpreted 

with caution. Moreover, angio-IMR was elevated in vessels without obstructive CAD, 

irrespective of ischaemia status, hampering the identification of INOCA. The algorithm of 

angio-IMR should be further optimized against state-of-the-art reference standards. 
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics; mean ± SD or N(%) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Abbreviations: ACE, angiotensin 

converting enzyme; AP, angina pectoris; 

BMI, body mass index; CAD, coronary 

artery disease; MI, myocardial infarction; PCI, percutaneous coronary intervention 

 

  

Characteristics Study 
population 
N=211 

Male 148 (70%) 

Age, years 61 ± 9 

BMI, kg/m2 27 ± 4 

Cardiovascular risk factors  

Diabetes Mellitus 43 (20%) 

Hypertension 122 (58%) 

Hypercholesterolemia 117 (56%) 

Current smoker 35 (17%) 

Family history of CAD 117 (56%) 

Prior MI 68 (32%) 

Prior PCI 111 (53%) 

Medication 

Primary antiplatelet therapy 197 (94%) 

Secondary antiplatelet 
therapy 

37 (18%) 

Beta-blocker 137 (65%) 

Calcium channel blocker 62 (30%) 

ACE-inhibitor 69 (33%) 

Angiotensin-II receptor 
blocker 

37 (18%) 

Statin 171 (81%) 

Long acting nitrate 37 (18%) 

Symptoms 

Typical AP 79 (38%) 

Atypical AP 54 (26%) 

Other 78 (37%) 
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Table 2. Flow, pressure and resistance indices stratified for FFR and PET findings 

 

 Overall  FFR+  PET+ FFR+  PET- FFR-  PET- FFR-  PET+ p value 

[15O]H2O PET 

Regional hMBF  

(ml/min/g) 
2.93 ± 1.17 1.76 ± 0.42 3.27 ± 0.49 3.75 ± 0.91 1.84 ± 0.32 <0.01 

CFR 2.91 ± 1.14 1.81 ± 0.58 3.24 ± 0.67 3.57 ± 1.03 2.09 ± 0.59 <0.01 

MVR 

(mmHg mL min/mL) 
26.80 ± 13.37 31.35 ± 13.96 19.50 ± 4.54 21.11 ± 5.12 43.62 ± 16.69 <0.01 

Invasive coronary angiography 

FFR  0.89 (0.81 – 0.96) 0.69 (0.55 – 0.75) 0.77 (0.74 – 0.79) 0.94 (0.88 – 0.99) 0.91 (0.84 – 0.95) <0.01 

QFR  0.93 (0.80 – 0.99) 0.70 (0.48 – 0.80) 0.80 (0.70 – 0.89) 0.98 (0.90 – 1.00) 0.94 (0.87 – 0.98) <0.01 

3D QCA Diameter 

stenosis (%) 
37.50 (23.00 – 49.00) 57.15 (47.25 – 67.55) 47.00 (39.75 – 55.65) 33.00 (25.00 – 41.40) 37.00 (32.50 – 47.00) <0.01 

Angio-IMR  27.74 (20.85 – 38.02) 19.12 (15.10 – 29.50) 24.18 (20.57 – 32.61) 31.67 (23.47 – 40.63) 28.19 (20.42 – 38.99) <0.01 

 

Abbreviations: FFR, fractional flow reserve; hMBF: hyperemic myocardial blood flow; IMR: index of microcirculatory resistance; MVR; 

microvascular resistance; PET, positron emission tomography; QCA, quantitative coronary angiography; QFR; quantitative flow ratio 
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Central illustration 
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Figure 1. Study population outline  
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Figure 2. The correlation between angio-IMR and invasive resistance indices 

 

 

Vessels with combined angio-IMR and invasively measured IMR were included only. Left: The 

correlation between invasive and angio-IMR. Right: Bland–Altman analysis summarizes 

concordance between angio-IMR and invasive IMR findings. 

Abbreviations: IMR, index of microcirculatory resistance
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Figure 3. The correlation between angio-IMR and MVR 

 

 

 

 

Vessels with combined angio-IMR and MVR were included only. Left: The correlation 

between angio-IMR and MVR. Right: Bland-Altman analysis summarizes concordance 

between angio-IMR and MVR findings.  

Abbreviations: IMR, index of microcirculatory resistance; MVR, microvascular resistance  
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Figure 4. 

 

The Median (95% confidence interval) of angio-IMR stratified for PET and FFR (left) or QFR 

(right) results. Only significant p-values were displayed. 

Abbreviations: FFR, fractional flow reserve; IMR, index of microcirculatory resistance; PET, 

positron emission tomography. 
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