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Impact of Malondialdehyde-Modified Low-Density Lipoprotein on Tissue
Characteristics in Patients With Stable Coronary Artery Disease - Integrated
Backscatter-Intravascular Ultrasound Study -
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MACE N7 L 7= TR 1 TH - 7= (ON%— Kb 3. 45, p=0.03),

UL EO#ER S, MDA-LDL 1%, ZERIERFIZHIT S lipid-rich 77— 27 OfFAE
ZTPRL, EHI2iE PCI BOFPHRETHT LI E2TRBTHHDOTHD, Lo THAE
ZESZBERBIL, KN FEEIH L (EY) OFMERET 212+ 0MEdH 5 6 0
LD,




