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Abstract

Intracranial aneurysm is a cerebrovascular lesion that seriously endangers human health and
even endangers life, and its high lethality and disability rate has been of great concern. Computa-
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tional fluid dynamics (CFD) can quantify the hemodynamics of intracranial aneurysms and can be
used to study the occurrence, development and rupture mechanisms of intracranial aneurysms,
but the use of CFD to assess the risk of intracranial aneurysm rupture is still controversial. The
purpose of this article is to review the significance and role of computational fluid dynamics in
assessing the risk of rupture of intracranial aneurysms in recent years.
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1. 518

BE A B2 AR B AR AN Wk 2, it o 3 kR RS, H S B AR B T, BRI P 30 R BT S0 e e IR
DA A2 Hh I 536 S A 4% 77 B s ) 3 (R AR R B, EE RS A . BT SR A Y AR R I I
X, MGEEN J) % — BB KIRE S A (R S, H AT IR 70575 N SRR A AR R DA B A 2L
1175 T AR FEADAEAE G, ARB R IRL] [2]. Ttk B4 712 (Computational Fluid Dynamics, CFD)fE
DR T LLSE 543 BT P9 2 KR LR 2 g 2 Rl B kR 52 D0 B T, T P SR AR R 5 B A% G S 06
M DL SE B NAR IR B0 /725 ) R, T 52 218k Rk 22 (1 AL 3] [4]

VAR, CFD #)v2 N F T N sh ko i Lt A PR BF 7 b, PRty £ . © ShAkig
TR A KA A kR AR A ILiRL 3l 0 2 Sa R R 3R [5] [6] [7]: @ L@ SL i MA R, PG 3
Pl RIS 28 BN S5 SR Wz A4, A U8 ¥R YT 19T 28] [9]: @ T AT A A IfiL i B )

AN KA, AT R VR B AR AR ET AR R B, PRSI S LI A2 75 T AL 2
I3 1 75 3K [10].

QA SR P N B0 fok e A R R R AR RN MR 7 o B T AR I PRAS S 2 B kR i T &S kAT
Wigh, H T CA SCERARIE B T SR A ) 55 B S AR R — e M TNE R, R0 BE T 8 U] 77 (Wal
Shear Stress, WSS). #lki% 95 U]#5 £k (Oscillatory Shear Index, OSI)S54R bR PG A E . ST H TSRk Z AR HER)
FiFEREAT VAL, X EESRAR IR FIAIAZ G0 A SN TSR ) A B B ST VRAG L P 30 JJRa ik 2R XL
W8 (149 T2 25 2 R ILIAL B 70 27 2 0 % JF I FH 6 73 T 3P 240 I B 7 SR VPl P A 230 Jk e 28 XU v IfL i 3l 7 2
WEFEIIAE G
2. HHERFEHEERMES

CFD /&l tH 5 F B, X M SRR AT SUE B — K5k, Bt A £ R 4
JIERTRAA T2 4z 7 FE B Navier-Stokes J7 FEEAT SR A o Ik R 1 B CFD AT LB Hexh Al L8 2EAT
HEE, A P AN [ B ) S R R AT L ARSI T A I PR R o AL I R S R AR = AP IR
O =R EE, @ X =4ERRGHET IR AR5y, @ Ms) 112 b . BT i ) i
N5, BT RE =R AR AOR, AR CT 8 DSA i, K45 miEH DICOM
KA, R AT B = 4 U ARI AR AR ST RS R R o g AT 20 kR i 2R AR VA 0 54
DICOM Hi#is B il T nT iR g A, RSl kR il R H 1L 5 BN kR R A8 v Re 23 B 2 o403, 520 43
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MM A RE: TR B AR AR B 2EFR bR, Wil R MR RE . Mok B
OF, RUILAEREAT CFD iy, X SeFis 564 315 R e EUE . BARMEA — 2 R A2, J8 T
Aedm A, (ORI AR LA, R SR BE T D) R T RAE B D B S, X T BRI R AR R
THEIETCMN, WK 22 B0 BTy 308 FH b v 52 D B0 2R T ia A4 o 380080 3 Kk A28 PR A A T s s N 3 3ok
AL 17%M W 2%, 11714 % 4614 (Boundary Condition, BC)¥i & H /N[5 Sk BE T 1] S 7 (Wall Shear
Stress, WSS). JE/IBH . ES A MM ZE, H BC I N4 R BN 5] 557 50 ik g8 P A1) 7 o
T8 2 Rk ORI A Pt R A 7 G — A, DLERBR SR fr mT # S M [11]

IR 5 Fik RN 3 kTR B 1) 4 s m T Sk P 0 AR B R, A s OB IR, X2 S
% Jhk 8 B A1) ()37 [ B8 & (Fluid Structure Interaction, FSI). %2 ¥ @ ANIPERET R, @it FSI b idsr
1) CFD #L2Y, 25 [& T Zh ks Be P AN B, BT B S A B kR, BUER M =, RS TR UE VT A Bl ik
JAMB RS . Fu SR8, @i FSI HEIRS WSS 2> ik kA Bh T HEWr Sh R i 2 i ml BEAL B .
BEAT UL, FSI 20 M BE R B bkyRs CFD AR 37 o dfk s, 2 SR SR i) 25 0T 0 R 7 161 o

3. WHEBIBE RN SER MR NFESH
3.1 BEFSH

I3 TS 248 b A2 I8 1R 3943 LL (BN KR R B R AR 13N KR T3 ELA%, aspect ratio, AR). fAFILL
(BNIKIRE A B K AR BNk T4 1A%, size ratio SR)AIR N A (B iked A #5088 3 ik 18] 1) £ B, inflow angle,
IA) [12]. Xiang [41557EXT 119 il 2 5 R WAL N S KR AT IS Gt i 548 e SR R i
SR Z AR RS R IR (1 22 B Goi k5 8 S 2 KFEARZ ISR, SRVAR,
LA S5 S kR i 2GR E 22 5, SRR S TIOI B0 fkRa s Z R S AT fE R R 3R, AU R,
L35 e X ER A T 2 FJed Tt , s e P8 (1 I dat o 5 B0 TR G PR, WSS 360, R AIEm, A
TG IR R [4] [13]. F B BIBNIKBI AL RN 2R KB A, fEVPA S BR i R A RI,  Rigs&
ENEESHRAT AT

3.2. MiEEINFEEH

T E S H O FEEET VI /7 (Wall Shear Stress, WSS). &% B V1#5 % (Oscillatory Shear Index, OSI). J&
71718 (Pressure Difference, PD). & /J#i2k & % (Pressure Loss Coefficient, PLc)%[6] [7]. @ BE I /1
(Wall Shear Stress, WSS) & IfiL Jit X} ML BE V) [ AR 77, A2 Sl KIRE T AN R B th il Fi b 2 . fs il
MR B 1% 58 . @ k%% 3TY1#E 8 (Oscillatory Shear Index, OSI): 1§ WSS 7£.0 5 J& 13 75 o 7 ) 484,
M E « WSS J7 [ FI 1 BEARAER K, OSI kK, dH F TR A M S SRR . A 3R B TE A b L
R[] OSI = T REER ISR, 50 OSI XN Tk . @ J&J1Z{H (Pressure Difference, PD): f&
Bk RE BRI e AR, i 53N KE N DAL B KR ) TR . @ R Ik R E(Pressure
Loss Coefficient, PLc): 55z ke % 248 AL BEASAH 5C B He g4 2% o 16 23 300 S Lt ad ik ) ik e A 8 e
SRR, BIAR sk & sh B IS EAFIF &, W PLe &K, LidHAhSHE 2 /ER T3k
JEREFERR, T PLC R 12 L 225 298 2 Wk L3 it it 7% b s ) B4 R 2 R

4. MRADFS PR BRRI R R AR

AEHFINN, = WSS P SEN IR R MUK Willis SR 2% (AR 250 . WOW . 454R 4200 . m i
IEAEIE R WSS, JEITRR I A KA, R BEAE, R NUZEE, SRR
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Cebral [3]155 1 1 HRFEA RIBHFFE & 210 AN Sk CFD B8, 255030, RS bR iP5 i i
K WSS 25T [Rl— B (R BNR . o— W Fo R B R R . BB AkRE P, =7 WSS il
ZLHEC . Russel [5]55HiT 7ES kI CFD BLAY AR BR BELRE R HE— DRSS, TEBNIKIR 2 B 3L X dl
WSS {H . Kono [14158%) 1 4G v B 22 BNk B Ui 14 A H , IESERFEEIE WSS X 35 56 4% TR
BRI B R

1M 53— B 23 B AL AS 1 T AR 518 . BTl AKEE A8 PR AR 0 Bk WSS, S EUGIE S#
BNIKA %L . Omodaka [15]555%% 6 51 K fii o a8l ikJsg 13647 CFD AU 48, FE45 & FF MR Al i
T, 25 RAR IR S A WSS BT AR IS KR BE . Fukazawa [16]55% 12 5 fif 4 2 ik
Je 1Y) CFD AU 70 38 B AR s AR 1 WSS 2 R T 2R B ik « KFEAH) CFD 4kl A STk iE . Xiang
(415514 1 ZH R A 8 (e LA AT 92328 S 181 A3l fikRd CFD #8E4Y, AT 9% S o 3l ik T Ak A7 7E I WSS X
B, WAL WSS K, Bk N WSS KT 3R sl ik A WSS, ez RSN, k280 kg i~ 15
Rl K WSS (AR, MK R F7 X 8 A (Low Shear Area, LSA) AJ 1 Jy Tl 2 fik 88 Ak 24 ) 3t 57 1 6 4]
#. Zhang K Xiang [12] [17155 50 SIFRIE T 173 51 K2 204 1516075 1 58 K A 21 N 2 ik I %o B ) KR A £
CFD WL, 45 RRHBNMIRMER 5 LR8N )15 RV FSHE VMG, Wik WSS, & OSI, JEA 4.
Lu [18]55 8@ i 78 52 15 N ki 1) CFD BEB44R H, BB kIR 9 WSS 2 I T3 sl ik 4 WSS, il Al
243 ik M AN Bk A WSS FETCIA R 22 S o Gl R AR N R T AR IE RO, M AN
A2 AT DATEF A AR o R AT SR W2 08 Sk AT SR R0 AE . R/ JB I, TEES . JRBERE p 551
M5 R, TTCAHIWIRE RS R BAEE S X, AR, AR T W53k CFD 45 SRxt b, SiiE
) BkIR T 2L AL WSS AR [16].

R RAESAAE R, WSS 1 m BURECA T REVE AT S kR i 2 R 2% . Meng 4856 DA IR
BOCHREEAT TS T, DU BN G 141 . fhde i m WSS S IE TR WSS 861 nl ik BEAN 5 S
MIREIRE S, MK WSS Kim OSI 2xfilik s hEAM MRS S IR E . SkRE G, AR XS
WSS IR T A 25 o =5 WSS 2 S B AR 1 A B T2, ShIhkR A Bg 2 AR 80N B R ZE A2 . TR WSS
FRIIRAS FT e 2> S BN kg 1E — 3G K. DRI, Iyt BY 1) 0 0 AS 8] W] B0 P 3 1k B = AR 70 8 B 78 IR
T X8 P N 20 Rk Rg R B (14 A P AR SR [19] o 2 P PR 0 JOk TR TR B ) 9 RE A BE a3, Xof T 1t 9 ) ik g
T Ji DA S A BRI P T A S R Y, TS A 0T s PR DK 2 5 L P A e 21 9 3 kg vy 7 R AE B il s A
R X . Qian [20]155 8 i b 15 A M BN kIR K AR L) CFD 23 b, REs40 R Tt i vl AR s AT A
Rr[A 2 . Takao [21]5F 43 #T T KFEAS S RO S5 AR BN kR, E04E 87 IR & 13 IR shikod, H
T 2L iR P 250 W LR JE R b, BRIk g N TE B U5 I IR) & AR 2, Wt 90 45 SR S v e 3 kg 1) s )
PR RE(PLO)FRAR A T % . kR BE AR B A D\ 2 Bl kR i AR R 7 fE G Rl % . Kadasi [22]5%
T I 0T EE A Fh i WL P R [X 3805 CFD A5 (WSS 45), &I HEE X I WSS {2 2 FZIC. Suzuki [23]45 i 1t
WE5T 50 K Fh B KBk CFD 234t AR T WL, IR K PD B X S2 2)) ikoJe B X I W) & 28 ik
82.0%.

BT BiR 2 It 7 UL R B A% T IR Bl 7 e b oxsd T i 20 Rk i 2 RS DPAl R e iU 25 SR, 7R
DEEITN SRR AR G IR A SR, e, XEET CFD MMt R EIF— SR, &2
SHEEA VAN, LAIR NP B0 kR 2L 1 N ZE AL

5, REEERE

IR CFD ST 151 A 2l kR i 28 10 U AL AT A7 3, B AR Ak — e IR KU T (5 R . IX 0T,
RIS TN B KR FARETT IR R PRSIV PR YT R B AU DR A, LA A L 370 3 ) L i
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