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Abstract

Coronary atherosclerotic heart disease (coronary artery disease) remains a leading cause of mortality
and disability worldwide. Accurate cardiovascular risk stratification is of paramount clinical im-
portance for both primary and secondary prevention of myocardial infarction (MI). Coronary artery
scoring, which quantifies the atherosclerotic plaque burden via imaging modalities, has emerged as
an increasingly valuable tool in risk stratification and prognostic prediction for MI. As a core means
of quantifying coronary atherosclerotic burden, the coronary scoring system has undergone a pro-
found evolution—from traditional anatomical scoring to multidimensional integration of inflamma-
tory, metabolic, and artificial intelligence (Al)-derived information. This review systematically sum-
marizes the current application status of representative coronary scoring tools in MI research, includ-
ing the coronary artery calcium score (CACS), Gensini score, SYNTAX score, Leiden score, CatLet score,
segment involvement score (SIS), CaRi-Heart® inflammatory risk score, and the novel CAC-DAD score.
We focus on delineating the clinical value, limitations, and recent advances toward personalized med-
icine for each scoring system. Overall, the risk-stratification efficacy of a single CACS measurement in
asymptomatic intermediate-risk populations has been well validated, while emerging studies further
reveal the prognostic significance of CACS progression and calcified subtype phenotypes. Tools such
as the residual SYNTAX score and high-sensitivity inflammatory scores are reshaping post-revascu-
larization management strategies in MI patients. Al-driven inflammatory risk scores, represented by
CaRi-Heart®, and epicardial adipose tissue radiomics are breaking through the constraints of tradi-
tional anatomical scores by providing inflammation-driven predictive information. The novel CAC-
DAD score identifies a higher proportion of major adverse cardiovascular events (MACE) compared
with the conventional Agatston score (74% vs. 57%). Future directions for coronary scoring lie in
multimodal data fusion, dynamic longitudinal modeling, and Al-powered precision risk profiling,
driving cardiovascular disease prevention and treatment toward higher levels of individualization
and intelligence.
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FIEARBTE SiEH 5. 20 et 90 4F4K, Agatston 52t 1 & P HEIRBIKESAL AR 22 77k . HIEBLS,
ML AL BER UG K] CACS,  BIZRE PP AP RE L S VE I Gensini F7> SYNTAX P73,
BRLAER B RAEVHAE AN TR BESAR T R TR, e BRAR > (1 PR AE AN FEANTERAL -
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2. ETAERANM CT BIGRIES FREH
2.1. ERBNRKISILIR

seE IR B0 ik #5167 4 (Coronary Artery Calcium Score, CACS)/& H i N )72 B2 N 76 Bk VF-Ail
TH, @t den O CT H3REC, LA Agatston PEAMENZ BUELERME. CACS S et Bk ol 1
HEAL PR S ESA S0AT, CUABEIE S O N op FU o M0 A8 I S 1) B — Bie R FE AR o IR IR SE B PR
CLHERE A AR DA Lo L AU 20 J2 08— R B P JE B i A T L
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CACS K oM EAE T He 5 O WUREZE XU 22 T8] SIS L 7 7B - R % £« MESA BF 7EIESK,
CACS 7EAER . PRI AR A BEF ) 5 10 48 ASCVD Hh 2024 558k: CACS > 100 I8 XN > 7.5%H)
10 4E X, T CACS = 0 MITR/R AR A3z 0O 8 AR R [1] . JEAER,  “BH s MMSRs 7id—
HHIE: CACS =0 B A P HAA R F4RSRAC, 7T SCRABEIARRIATT oL . Ay T F 2555 I R 1
H[1]. ZAEBRTER CZIAT] CACS A3 = s SN PE Ak XU A7 BEAE — S TR S (1 ) TR [3].
—TRZNN 34,000 A IERAMA I ZE R0 [A]ESE, CACS A 2 Fil 4= R FE T AC & 0, HLCF0
RUREBSE TAE G ARG R o EEXTTOREIR 2 BUWE PR 8 I BE U 2 [5] 7R, CACS >0 5 10 4F
MACE [ 35 AH G, #2278 CACS fE 1% fa NBE R IR R AA EEXR 7 EME. b, s RFRLRR
HZERAH[6] (KFE T Circulation)ilt—25# 52 T CACS E45 5 — Wil b B4 g AT 28 1697 v s v () 1 =
Wl

5 [FI, W 50K CACS > 1000 JE AL % & fa R B[ 7], FoO I8 F ok S 4 — g willis N .
X—RPLEFRTE 2025 £ AHA B2 7 B i\ 7] ——CAC > 1000 Agatston BA7 il NEE, O I 34 X
W5 IR ABEAE Y o IX — 0 O fa A SR AR YT . BEG RE IR R BTR VR T AR T A M E
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2.1.2. CACS it RV BTG E

AR CACS HAE VAl R4 KUK, (H BBk ok FEAE AL fE — Bl I () ik e () 3h A 72 . Dzaye &53& T
CLARIFY ¥ MHF 7(4166 652183, ~FYJIEFE 4.5 &) 5o AR [8], ML CACS = 0 HEE NPHIE
AL 5 MACE B4INTG B35 01K, H A 1) CACS # RIS JL-FMf 1) 5 4 MACE XU AH
K(HR = 1.96), HIX—KREFEAFHL CACS 73 )/Z(1~100. 101~200 MI>200) IR EF R % . XK,
T OA HRAESAG I NFE, CACS 2 Ji 142 il B R g I PR T 91 7D R B2 A

2.1.3. CACS #iEm v 5 & A /R

FHl, CACS C#4N ESC Al AHA &L 5 L L& F67g . 2025 4F ESC M fig 5 % & B ra 7
TE B SR S5 2 P P el AR Bl S AR 2 (CT) BRI R 75 AT U 4E Ak (e 28435), A AP (EBEH 5 1k
TR TH . SRTHT, CACS 75T 5 WLH R IR & (BT REER,  TE A I A 1 B (L3
K3 5 ), Mgt SE “CACS = 0 HAA CHUEIZE AR 7 (GR35 . Molnar Z[9]1%F CACS
= 0 {HA MR i 5 34T Al 5l CCTA B & AT JE K, ik 85%~88%I[1 i # A7 7E JF FH ZE M it O
TR (B AR A BE ), T B AR B B HE RO 12%~17%, #2758 CACS = 0 FEANRE[F T« ik
E®” .

IEAk, 4 Agatston PE43 >1000 B, CACS S FH 2 14 e ik i 22 1) 46 ) e S PR 5 25 PR IK . KUigUikukur 55
[LO17EMR R 5 4k SR AR ZH VPl T Naples TS P43 (B -G 4/ 8 L A PR 40 e/ L2 e B A bk 2 40 /2
%A LU AR 55 9T SRS FRERAR) AN FEANME , 45 SR /R BA A L T B 2E 14 CAD 11 AUC 1] 34 0.725,
T AT Agatston $F43 ) 0.644 (AUC), 7R 28k SARDIRZS VT Al 0T e 288 85 1 KU 7 R LA
BAE

INEWHE[1LER Y T CACS H5ifufig. LI RIEEE a FECECEINE, KIS ES gm0t
S OISR B TS LR . thA, — IR T BB AL [12]0F K IFIRIE T £ T CACS (11§ 5 5
W, T TR ZE R KON AS, NGRS AR T B LA

2.2. Rk CT MERGITE BRI FETITES

2.2.1. Segment Involvement Score

SIS i it % CCTA BEUE LA W W BT IR KT BeEE ok 2 B P R A fr o ISR 3 T T it
M 5E(23,034 5 B ) WA W, s SIS (4) SRIESEAET: . (O IUBEBEAN & & 28 i KU 38 Jin 2 25 AH
K, CACS 1 SIS fEFRIMFE T B Lo IURESE 55 2% s J7 1 AE JUAH =, {H CACS 7EF 4 RIFE T J7 HAL T SIS
[13]o —EBALAEEA UG SE0 1 BB A7 A D B 4R 5

2.2.2. Leiden 2

Leiden AR 2k Tt fik CT IS AR (CCTAYRI KBS V73, AR BKBER AL . JaFEl. R
I3 RAL BT AR, 85 WSS KA AT 8 S N B — VP4 Leiden FRSFFENE IR B )
G e g . — R % T Korean Journal of Radiology HIHT FE[14]148 N 1241 B5EAL, & 0o 95 0 R 97
B, 4R EIR Leiden #147>20 70 i35 MACE XS A& < 5 431 4.39 %, H Tl MACE () AUC i&
0.840, W.ELT B —% FiF4 Confirm (AUC 0.777). 7 —J#F7¢ tH & B HXF MACE Tl it R 85 vk
90.9%. Leiden 53 7ERE R B R R 70 E RO B3, H BRI R BEH A7 0 14 531 5 4 08 22 = (Lo M B B
fifuf onset Lt B PEMEZ) 12 4F) [15]. LA EAFFCHE/R, Leiden A2 303 45 & PEAS BEBR G Aur 17 JEAN SR B 45 e
B, RRE BORS AE AR R PR IX — AR E N O U S RS . 4, Leiden 5338 AT 878 e AR 3
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2.2.3. CCTA BHR E BHOESMME

FOGEHE SRR, CCTA ATAE M & S B B far 48 5 7E Tl 5 TN AE ) T REREER CACS. EE:LE A
I, CCTA JE B BEHL A 7ETINAS R0 5 45 )5 J7 11 8¢ CACS B s TS I8 . Al Bh B BE g 2
Bt — O T IX— 4% Molnar Z5£[9]%f CACS = 0 {HA My iR i b, Al %iB) CCTA £ &
HT 7R =i 85%~88% 17 7F A B & M 56 0 8 (32 BN AR5 AL PEBE B ), 17 I PR Bl 1 (A HH AR
12%~17%.

2.3. RAEMKTTES 5 A T8 REWRRNEY & Bk R

RAEAEBNKSRAERE A A A AN PEHR Gy M B O BB R 3R o AR GO BKAR 70 E EEPPAG “ D R AE S
PEIRAS” TR A FRe 0 E RS VP il RN TP SOAEIRBI IR R FAF XL ” - Choi S%[16]
WEFCRM, TRIRBI K SOE 5 BEER 5y 43 PERFAE e MLt 26 0 B(FFR) 2 A1 50, N SOREAR 7> TR TR O
S 7 A B 2R B
CaRi-Heart®347: EARZNBK K AERY B HRIK

CaRi-Heart®/&—ffi2t § CCTA SR TR GEVPAG TR, It 73 Ar el R 3 ok fi Bl AR i 4L 28 ) S Dk f
HU(FAN) K ) H2 5 A0 e ik L 1) AR R 7K SF[16] 0 BT Lancet &R (1 5 KU ik CT EMHIE 7L, CaRi-Heart®
FAI-Score AT fEAEGE KBS A 3R . L CCTA fift i3« $5ALAR > AP HLE & 70 M 2 SN S SN B e A AR B i
AR JIE AR (AR O R R AR AT A0 32 98), FLATE SR R AT 2220 10 4R4RPE TIN5 B

UEAh, HLASSA 2 JrAE CT BRI 45 R 0 i BT AT ULk . Brandt S5[1718F 7R W], A 0ok
CT HIHL A SRR AT A7 R M e 51 70 2 & 25 Pk skl f2 Sz ) MACE,  HLFNALREIL T-1% 48 CACS AIgk
BV SR, Al T BAEC MU AR P e PREE AL AT T I 22 SRR AE AT T Al BB CCTA 20 #ir
I H RSB A AT SR, R B AT RERE B = B ToT, AR ATER DRSO R R A
DA o FERMELLTT T : AN AL SOERIUI GBS A B bR EAAAE 22 5%, B AT JCS— 1 PrdiiE
R FR R IR AT B VF 45 RAGAT L, X IR 1 2 Ok oM B settt B g B Ay AR R R
PERE Al BRI MM i CT B M FE AL IS 5CHF, AR R BRI BB AN RO RSB IXHE DL [, W] fE
BN I RS B ) BT BN TSE AR T SR BEA . AT MRS E DL IR R ST iE
Rttt ARk XLl TREIEE LS KEE.

24. BRI RGHIRE

{45 Agatston V53 BRI V2, AR ITVERAFAE [ S —— e T B BN AR Vo3, Tk
2 R B[ 7% 18] 43 A7 DA B i 2 PE S AL T R R BB . BRI 22 IR R B, S E 5 O g F4E 2
B

X — BB, 2025 4k % T (Circulation: Cardiovascular Imaging) f—5iZ dLaF 4 7 #r A
CAC-DAD (CAC-dispersion and density)i'F4> [18]. ZPFor i iR 2% S 5k A shit 5, ®RIE T CAC 1=
[ 5347, FH%F Hounsfield $47 > 1000 i &R T OR 9 MEAUE R 1. £ 961 5 &35 (R Akl 30 R)H,
CAC-DAD ¥4 >2050 5l T~ 74%MH) MACE H14F, 1144t Agatston ¥4 >400 1R %] T 57% (P = 0.002)
[18]. ZAFE/r#TiE/~, CAC-DAD iF43+& MACE 2l 7 Fitil 5 -F-(HR = 2.57, 95% CI: 1.43~4.61) [18].
EAERKZ, 4 CAC-DAD 4r & Agatston PP/ &S FIREAL T4 RS, 7R Bl
Agatston VP43 FI REA A 226 58 2 1 KUK [18]
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3. ETFEANGEBREXHITESEREENA
3.1. Gensini ¥4 : K8 T BpY3SE5R#H

3.1.1. Gensini T MERRIESEREE

Gensini P45 & — i ik e bR 20 ik 6] 5 S Teb IR B0 ik PR Bk A R (B DA 0~32 F AL R 5 450) A A for
B R TS A e kYT B i) SR BN ) AT RBLRAN, RV TR B ik o R AL 7 47 2 B 14 8 FH VP00 R 4E[19] -
ZVES SR B e ko A8 A 5 U BE TS 2 IR SR ke I TR 22—

3.1.2. &% Gensini IS ITFMNE

1132 L 5 FR) AR Joft o ik 7 o AR A DRI R i Bk A 0 AR AR I AL B B . Ahi ZE[20]
i, PCI AJG B H MY Gensini ¥ MIELE 31.22 [ E 7 4r 18.20, TMi%% 4% Gensini W43 (rGensini)——1L
FEEXE(0). KRS (>0 E<11), H RS (11~37)F 7= KU (>37) U AN 25 ——F2 PCI R JG 1 SO IEFET %
FBRST TR A 7o e R BIE7R, BRIl PCI B 58 U DR AR AR S, Bk 4% Gensini 20475 Al 24 5 22 ) T 5

=
P

3.13. SEMEYGREINES

4, Gensini P74 S AR VE k37 8 28 0 AR AN B 4 B2 8 b -5 O LR BB AR DG 1) T2 B AR & . Wang
E[21HAT IR SR W, Gensini $F43 72 6 0ol PCL ARG K AN R 45 )5 (B SZ 7 K7, HLAERE PR 20
RN RE S . FERE ORI, AR RAR AR R O E AR BRI AR FE e B R AR B2 AR bR
5 2O IUREBE 5 1Y) Gensini PP R IEA G, H A BEAR ISR K02 MACE (#2007 U R -1 (HR = 1.430).

3.2. SYNTAX #4555 & SYNTAX 4 : 5SmMEEERE

3.2.1. SYNTAX &S R H R E

SYNTAX 45388 3 %6f 76 IR 30 B 22 () e ) B2 4 e (L FR 0 AR AL B . BB AR . o0 XL 54k Ife J5¢
& PR ZESERFAE) AT AR 43, VPAS S B (B AR, EEH T8 5 2 i H AL TR
P WS S 4%

3.2.2. & SYNTAX IESBITFEENXN

AR, HR4y SYNTAX P43 (rSS) A STEMI(ST B B U WLATE B ) T3l J 1 70 5 52 3 i 0o 45
FrZ—. Samir Z£[22]—TZAN 492 ] STEMI H & Di47 PCI & (W ATHE 2 b0 Fi 4R 7R: 1SS 22 1 4E
2R MACE FIMSLTRINEE 7, LA rSS > 8 A ek Wi L Aoy (10 F90 0 S 5 ANy 57 P 43 I 21 70.1%01 75.3%
X R W E A FIRTE T R AR — 8. IR 23] 08 R G451 rSS 7E bk IUREBE Hh (1 B 3k R
i th rSS MU AT &AL PCI A S5 R AR08 ffar , 16 0] 48 5 15 H 54k a T7 SR B . 1SS 7E 2 4F STEMI
NFE TGN RETE R, He AUC (0.824) J RIEBFEIFe S FEFAR T 522k SYNTAX #43, H. rSS &34/
145, BETZE ARG NZ) 6%.

BOFTE LA, 1SS #E—2 1 CABG ABEAUERER ALY g . Hlln, —IHF7Egi N 136 91425 CABG K
Fase RUeE O FR B [24], 7E 5 SEREVIIAN], AsE4siiz EEASS > 0) W EELME FMREL Txaem
IZEEMrSS=0), KIEE R (HR)EIA 11.32. WFFTIESE rSS X CABG A Ji B 15 B L& S5k B A5
SEMTIUE TRIANE . Aziz ZE[25]40\ 390 4252 PCI [AERE JRIE STEMI B (1) — T B i Oy IR 2 P F AL R
B, BIKIY eGDR /2 rSS #4 = A 7 70l Kl ¥ (F2 1EJ5 OR=1.84, 95%Cl: 1.59~2.14, P<0.001). eGDR
T rSS (>8) it LA W E A 7.04 (AUC = 0.803). /AR X EL(EE S ZHHLPT) 5 PCl RJGHE AR AR 71
12 (R AFTEIR 2 K
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3.3. CatLet #43: ETFOAXEEBIFIESER

CatLet (Coronary Artery Tree description and Lesion Evaluation) 343 /& i AL A A R — T 1
TR BIIKIE VR RS, HAZOAIHETHIES S0V X e 8ok, SINT “RRAONLIX ISz
R7 IS . Xu ZE[26]FATHEMERT 70(308 f 2tk L U FEH: 52 pPCI 1B 3#%) o, CatLet P EARIE)
2 SRR 2R 5 A AT 3 BN AL 4.3 SERE VT IAMIIGIR S R o SEJE B2 CRER RAEfG > 12 /NP1 AMI 3
W, Catlet VP70 Kot RIRPR CatLet P20 35 on HH R UF TS T &k Re, o5& RIMEM. thsb, Catlet ¥4
> 10 BB K& 5 AN OB R, PCI M LU IR Y7 vT Re 3RS T8 K3k & . 8 H AT SR A &
IR, {H CatLet PEAM AL T — AN “TRAR T 7 ) 0 MUK G0 7 AR 1R Il

4. B TS RENEBESRRE

JEBARRK, TIRBIRKAR > (R ks R OLUA M. — 2 A — VR O) [ B HE L SR G VP ik, %8
ERBECE . A B R KA RAE S 2 ELE K CaRi-Heart % JUEA 7> T HARIR, ARRIE kA
ARG B GPEPE . M /1A D REVEAR PR AN SR Ve = KRR . — R S Gelm AR XU V7 73 S g LA
Vbs SR LR, S RS HE A AR TR Y . =52 N TR RE B AR 5 I A HE S AR 20 1 R
Bt ShRAElL, RS S SR B s PE A (SN TR M —2), Rk Al KRS @RS
CACS #fe. BHIRARAL. SEHHE BAERAT AR B BETMEA .. TRM 70 REERE TR
T RF (AT SR 2505 F < 112 EE S SRR e ) P ) A ke A TN ) 4R AR BEE SR EOR
(R 20 Rl RUESE AR R, e IR SR 7347 B AE L URE B FROAF 1 7 42 b A3 SE DR TR O 1

5 FRERE

M 1990 4E Agatston $2 H IR E5 1L AR 4, 1] 2024 &= Al BRI FAL JAE TR S AT DA 7 50
10 4F J5 Yo ILBEBE , 768 kAR 23 5 o I 22 27 v B A B L 280 52 B 1 A 12k T L 381 e SR IR 8 ) R R T: o
PL CACS. Gensini 1775+ SYNTAX iF55. Leiden #1735, CatLet 4. segment involvement score (SIS).
CaRi-Heart®f1#1 £ CAC-DAD (CAC-dispersion and density) P> NRER 2 ZHE ik 7@ 7T — NS
MBI SR BN SV AR E A HESE . REACK, e N TEREA, BEZBEHE. R
RNRE G H AR S Bt AR 73 T, e HES) O UL KU 73 /2 SR ) SE ANl RS HEAL AR e fb 177
) K Je o
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