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Hirayama H: What cases should we choice the drug-eluting stent?—Considering the
history of restenosis after PCI and late outcome of the bare metal stent. ] Jpn
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um T ring 794 ¥ ® multi-link # 302 &, JE X 140 um
T closed cell # £ 7 ® BX-Velocity # 309 % & % iz L,
P72 320\ C multi-link 13 17.9% T BX-Velocity #
314% & D H IR & et S 7.

COFER, HNRT Y MITRAEEZ S LSO TIE R

—133—



J Jpn Coron Assoc 2005; 11: 133-139

1004
2 2 801
4 iz 60 -
1 %
3 S
o H& 40
il H
2 # 20

50 100 150 200 250 300 0.0
B #

X1 A5 ¥ bOHRAERDIE

(A) BENESTENT study, (B) STRESS study
Restenosis rate: (A) Balloon 32%, Stent 22%, p=0.02, (B) Balloon 42.1%, Stent 31.6%, p=0.046
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CSN, cross sectional narrowing; CSA, cross sectional area;

EEM, external elastis membrane.
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BMS T3 DES (drug-eluting stent) 2 PLik-d % s f i
BREOHELNAREEMFT L TA D, 20034FEI2/8271) %
FLVEI—F 4 7 L7 DES OiEEE TAXUS IV O k&
DG &2 2%, BMS (Express 1) 2R & -2 b

HFRIHREE & TR OBWAE (%) OBk

BRI AR (mm)
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VLSRR

—135—



J Jpn Coron Assoc 2005; 11: 133-139

BEE B iR

<25
25-3.0

>3 .0
FHHE R

<25
25-3.0

>3.0

otk == <10 1015 >15
FBEER mEE

10 TAXUS IVoary ha—n (Express II) #EIZBIT5,

22 e IR £ & SRR AR 5 & AP LA G 175 &
eriradet

TU— VDS B, MEEH 3.0 mm PLETHEES 12 mm
DT ORI T 22T 122V TH D, M4 3.0 mm
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& T 72 (K1) . W HE 0 33 B 1 BT L VA TR O A i
WRELREE JITL, KoY T & LCTirbhi:
ZO% 3EM OB RE A L, CABG #ETIIHERIE D

DM n =208; non DM n =997

Death, AMI, CVA
PCI = CABG
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CABG DM

PCI+Stent nonDM

Event free survival (%)

554 P <0.0001
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I PR I HE T TN £ 7 AR o A A7 3R 1%, CABG #f
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A. fEIRREE

1 — CABG (76.4)

To[ p=0.0011

Oww\wwww
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BRpEE K
CABGEf 180 161 100
PTCAR 173 139 70

B. FFHERREE

190 e PTCA (86.8)
= ol CABG (86.4)
2 60t
90+
40t
# 30t
20|
Tol p=0.7155
O I I I I I I 1
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7%
EpBEY
CABGEf 734 699 490
PTCABf 742 703 509

13 HI o MAT R % 7 4F % T Kaplan-Meier Hi# (OCHK 10 & 0 51H)

RESEARCH registry

Hazard ratio of clinically driven TVR

HR 95% CI  p-value
Male 028 0.15-052 <0.001
Female B ———— 059 0.24-145 025
Stable angina 039 0.21-0.72  0.003
Acute coronary syndromes 0.30 0.13-0.71 0.006
Single vessel disease H 021 0.09-0.51 0.001
Multivessel disease H 0.47 0.25-0.88 0.02
Diabetes mellitus ———————— 072 030-177 050
No diabetes mellitus 025 0.13-0.47 <0.001
Short lesion (stent length <33 mm) H 024 0.12-048 <0.001
Long lesion (stent length=33 mm) _—— 0.41  0.16-1.03 0.06
Large vessel (stent diameter> 2.5 mm) 032 0.16-0.62  0.001
Small vessel (stent diameter < 2.5 mm) 033  0.15-0.74  0.007
Bifurcation stenting + 038 013-113  0.08
No bifurcation stenting 031  0.17-0.56 <0.001
LAD stenting 031  0.16-0.59 <0.001
Non-LAD stenting 042 019-092  0.03
No post-dilatation 035 0.18-0.70  0.003
Post-dilatation with > 0.5-mm balloon 028 0.13-0.62  0.002

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16
Hazard ratio

14 Cypher®stent IZB1F 52 BHF#HICEEL 5 2 5 KT3I
DT PCI % 474 A ks (SCHk 13 L W 51H)

BT 62% T - 72h, WIRE, ROVIRE, SRS
WCIIHEEEZ o7 (K14)®. DES O)Hwﬁ} ~7§:OT
SMEIRIE, RVINZ, HIEEBHRA IR L L TRETH 5
T EDIRENIZA, TVRWA L2 Li3FHETHD,
Serruys 5 1% Cypher® stent % ¥t L 72 605 5 D47 % 180 H
FCoOEBYIRE Y ARTSWIZED CABG HE & kL, 1
Ny MuLERIEFEETH LI L ER LT (K15).

INLOMREE I, YR L ¥ — Tld Cypher®
stent DL xT R %

1. BRI EE

2. B&20mm B EORWIHZE

3. MG o kR (IVUS guide 12 X

At D /N L

4, IR A
L7z, ZOBIBICHEV 2004 4E 5 HA 5 2005 4F 6 A £ T
\Z Cypher® stent % i& L 7= EBIEIS 429 SEBITH Y, 4
AT v MREREBID 59.7%TH - 7. gwawr%tm%
E3 A5 2004 4F 4 H T2 BMS 28 L 72 657 SEFI O
& WIS L, PCI OWGHR R0 ih # ks 0 21k % 1
FFL7:. 72 DESICBL Tid 8~9 /1 A B D BHREE A
T L7201 10%Wit4 T 5 A%, Z O T o sa b ik %

%) 2%3.0mm
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— ARTS Il (Cypher stent 602)
""" ARTS | CABG 605
65 —— ARTS | PCI 600

607 | 1 1 1 1 1

AN FEEETFE (%)
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AR (H)

15 ARTSII #RE&D £ X > b ELEEAEFER (TCT 2004)

M L7z, A3 16~20, 3, 4129, DES D]
Ti& BMS R & AT, LIERH72) DR T~ MO
KENL L RY (K16), FRWIHEZRMBNICHEET
55912 %0 (K17), 2 ofHZ bR IERT 5
X9l kot (M18) Zebhnb.

T 72, FH % TIZ BMS O 5 LMT (left main
trunk) W% % & TR A % TS PCL TR L CTE
72h%, BMWRE RO RIIRELEDLLEVDL DD,
LMT WEDWHERNIHEL LI mML -2 e bhrs (K
19, 20). BMS Epfti21d, IVUS guide 12T, A% D LMT
O EED45mm Bl k& Y, PCIE MLA (minimum
lumen area) %% 14 mm? PL R4S C & % B C B 55 I 5

TRETIE R W Z R, PCI & CABGT DAY v b
EFA) Y MEHMHL, PCI # AL I N5ERNC PCIL % it
17T L T w 72. % 72, DCA (directional coronary atherec-
tomy) I\ CHIEHRIHZRDO T 7 — 7 w2 TELZMEL T
25, BMS TH: EIF 5 /%2> Tz, DES DR T
i, FREOFEMHIITRTHEEL, 74 N7 A Y —258@# L
9 BIRETHIUL, &I CABG & PCI DFiH % 47wy, PCI
EHEINNTEH PCI %2479 Kst& L7z, DCAIFKE
BRI T T — 2 27 M RE U LIER T ICHITS % &
I L, B I ERR 212 1 semi-crush stenting & kissing
balloon DR Z L3479 L H 1T L7,
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55.4% 31.6%

The era of DES
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The era of BMS

16 BMS & DES @ 1JEBIH 720 A7 > MEFAREILE

3.3%

&

59.7%

The era of DES

s

The era of BMS

61.1%

<l0mm 10~20mm W>20mm

17 BMS & DES DOHF% £l ik

10.2% 16%02%

31.1%

The era of DES

24.3%

The era of BMS

25mm  2.75mmB3mm  H3.5mm
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18 BMS & DES O 2 7 > MERI L

43.3% 46.2%

The era of BMS

The era of DES

RCA LADELCXELMT

19 BMS & DES DG G2 Bl Lh g

S ClEd B oSG, BERREE, RVWR
28, /NIEE, RO VFRIZEBE VTS DES 1E BMS & 1
DA, TLR L HIARHMETELHETH- 72
(#4).

LMT 13 PCI 2479 L CTHEAMMWICHEE IR VDIT Tk

33.3% 30.9%

The era of DES

Type A Type B
H Type B2H Type C

The era of BMS

20 BMS & DES @ ACC/AHA 738 % & A 7 iGH A Sk 28 5l
i3

£33 HHBEE R EHEIZH TS Cypher® stent & BMS &

B ERE ] LR
BMS DES
Era Mar 2003-Apr 2004 May 2004-Jun 2005
Total PCI (case) 903 839
Stent using (case) 657 718
(DES) (429)
No. of lesion 1359 1301
No. of stent 881 1214
Mean no. of stent 1.34 2.02
(/patient)

R4 GBPNER DTS 72ERI 2 HIC L7z

Late outcome (%)

BMS DES P value
(6-7 mo later) (8-9 mo later)
TLR
DM 197 (27/137) 75 (3/40)  P<0.05
>20 mm 239 (26/109) 80 (4/50)  P<0.05
25 mm 200 (6/30) 88 (3/34) NS
Bifurcation 21.1 (20/95) 29 (1/35) P<0.05
Binary restenosis
DM 394 (54/137) 125 (5/40)  P<0.05
>20 mm 486 (53/109) 16 (8/50) P<0.05
25 mm 400 (12/30) 176 (6/34) P<0.05
Bifurcation 389 (37/95) 86 (3/35)  P<005

WS, FRZER AT B L EEVHUOAEGORRICERI NS
Ll B70, kR LR L 7% < TRV CABG 2345 —
BIRE SN72DIFTHL. LaL,DESIZE Y PCI DK
EOfERRE L AT L, EBU# S CABG L A& L %
L, PEkd LMT 13 CABG % A #is & 3 2 ML oz
Ll rolztvz b, LdoT, LMT REEHREIL,
SR PCITHMBENDIEBN T T I IR L EbNIb.
L2*L,DESOARED A1) v ME CABG Dt & ST
WeEEDPPCITIHBETE L L)X %B I ETERW. D
A, LMT AR L EIRZ T CABG DR G & S5 i)
ThHBIZH0hbbT, NWANZAZ D% SRR
RRELTVD2DIZ, WA 32 S WEET PCL b b ik
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PECTRGBBIZ G S 25 WIERP D 20 5 FHE L2,
O &I, IhE TMATHED BEIZG N4 b o 725
b, HEMEOREWINEE DES TIHERTE L X ) ho/z 2
EICE D IMATHEORN R E % o 720 DESIC X D AT
DEPPR LI ENRDESOEDAY v FEwnz k9.
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