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L RU®IC

PR/ E R 2 (ULM) 1%t 3 2 5l A7 PR i, #t
KEBNR S A 78 240 (CABG) DMUEY; Tdo o 7225, FREZHY
REBIIR I AT PCI AT o Bl 2 I X ), BT
ULM (2R LT3 CABG & LB L 9 2 BB S h
TWwab., L2 LENS0HEITITEET RGN
EONATAPFHEL, 3 FSE0lBTr,1 v -
YERERA VD - REHRATEANRINENTE Y, KRN
WK PRI EETHHLENH L. T TIEIET VA
DFFIZBIT LR A ¥ MCEBELEMNS, ULMICHT 5
TEMAT FEEEIC D W T HE 2 TRz,

II. TIETZOFERICHETZHRSL > b

1. #HEISIEIEFZILANIL

FRIRITZEIC BT 2N ARHOHELRR 7 S AL TV A
LARVEFELICRT. TEF VA LXVIZERIFSO#
ROBHEEDOE S, HHVEIEF Y ADTL—F a2k
LTWw5. Level AZHED T >~ ¥ 2L (RCT)
TRE A T7TFY T AELRSTEY, LT Level B IZH Ao
RCT F 7213 KRBT » & 2LILIRGRER, Level C 13/MH
BB EICX5HMROBE, LhoTWnah.
BETRZH—L, 29 7212815 RCT
ZBERINRLIEFCRINA T AP IR TEBY,
WEOBEENRBVE —BWICEEZONLTWV S, —
F, VIR MR EOBIGEMETIE, BT LEE
WH - HBERINNA 7T 2% LR T wlild 5 72 DIH%E
MM RMIEZ T > 720, A 2 7 (propensity score : 41
ANERC RIS 2 BN AR E o fRES & RibRES
Z, R7 %Mo TS )2 HW2035. LarLl, »
PICHFTICIE LW TREZHWTH, TREDNAL TR
IR T B ICIERAE Y H D, TDD RCT ZZ1F
HTEAIUET VA2 RMT HDDT, BIEWHE,ISD
IV F Y 2AMEHEENED 5 & —RICFFEB I T 5.

FURR R 24 R 2 3 B I o5 e Lo L 5 AR B (T 606-8507 SR T /2 35T
X B2 2 oz )1 5T 54)

AF T FY T AFBEIATH NI RCT LB O
ZTEAEREHEL, LV EEEOBVERZ RO L HET
Hb. MHADOHIETIET = RRARENARL) D720
EERERNV TP LTH, X T7FY) TR
o T VHEOEVRENDEV)EREHL I LH
T&5%.

2. RCT I3LTEHEMRICEDIDH ?

L2LRCTOKRERMEE LT, BETREY T
LUEMNRH L2, ) OBERIRPLEL LI L
BHY, FLEENOMBEDIZD) A7 NTOLVEH
BB EIND Z eI LA, RCT I3Ak4 7 BE N
RIS D720, T M) —FRA-BED
% L2PERIZIZZ Y M) =S hholzbw )il
HIZIZFEAET S, ZD720 RCT KD 2 7 DAEHT
TbhbsaZ %<, ERT bbb real world” % LML
LTwiawnEwH#tHasdh 5. 512 PCI & CABG DiE#
WEZHB L7724 ®DRCT TIE, &Moo -o
ULM 7% & O EFEREBIIRE B % Fo BB ST vz
N, TNLOBRFEIIL LA CABG VAR E S N5 BB
TH D HEFERN R OB #Y) 2 BER L 1EF w7z wv

—7, BgMEomAIFENEEEEL T M) —TE
LRICHD. RIZEHT~BHTE VI ZEHOBENT
F)=L, "M TREH5HDDreal world D7 —% %
w2 BIEI 78I B I TH 5. FEBEPCI & CABG &t
B L72% < ® ROT TRIAHRIRIZFE & v ) f Rt
ENTVEA, Bl oFEESHREEEZ 2 &8
ZITZE Tl CABG MBI & 3 2 W5 25% .

COXHICROT LBIEMADORHERI R L LIS~
HHH, TEFYALNVIZELTRCT DF — ¥ 2 WiE
FTHERVWDLIF TR AL, HELZZET Y AZHRT %
VEND D, FEBICIIHA RBEZ 2025 RCT H %
<, MIEN-BLMEL S HAAET S, T4bHRCT
LIS OMICES E DT HRETIERL, 20D
DB 57274 ORIEE, ZYREROEME
W) BRIRAFZEIC BV TR ED R 2720, Fhve BE L
THERZFNT 2 LD D 5.
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F1 BRI IFIALIEFT U ALARN)

HedEr 5 2

Class I MR BENEL - AN - A THLIET U AREELH D

Class II WEILBICOWTH VT ALY F v ARKA B ERSDH 5

Class Ila B - ARETLIEF YA - BERAS W

Class IIb EW-AHETHIEF VA - BAPTHHICHEL IR THW AW

Class III MEEEPER -ANTHRLE, BHICIVELLDIZLVW)I T U R FE—RNEEDSD S

IUEF VALV

Level A VDS v FIMERBE T2 3A YT F IS AEBTF—%
Level B DT v 5 MR E 72K v 7 2 LRI L 57— %
Level C INHIBEEER - R AMERER - LYZA M) LI 2 EMEEROEE

SLHEAILKRRIL PDEELR

T IMAT A AERIC B 20 FRAL ¥ MR
T, WIESET, WAsH, GOAEZE, BMGE AT R, Ak
IE, DAEOEAL, ABENFEZENH L. —HKIIZHE
TR ELR CREBNICHZE LRI N—=FZ U F
RA Y MEWENE. —F, BIEMATE, SO0,
DAREOEAL, ABEINFE, %2 SIEEBSRLC L2000
BRHENHELL[VZ VLY FEL VM ERENRTS
0, WHEICHRTEEEME, BEIEY 7 bz v R
4 Y MIEFAEGL, MARBIIZDOAL XY PKIC K
DIFHIIZEDOLL TP nE VW) L TH B,
IO RER T EZLME A X M MAC(C)E: major
adverse cardiac (and Cerebrovascular) events] & L T4 4
RV MeHAEDLELEHEEZ Y RERAL Y I EN S
RFD L. COLIBHRAEZ Y FRAL YV b2 ffES
LEARVIHE L TIE, BCREDOHMON—- T ¥
FARA Y P TEBERPKLC, MErAW 22 mINTE
HTWZ EIZH B, & LIZRCT TIRERSWIZEIC LR THS
BEES w0, MIWIAREREZ L, £
RV FRAL Y MIEHAEZ Y PR, YV IARESI NS Z
b AN
LA2ALABRoB(ETY FRA Y ok T, LY)EESR
IV RRA YV IPDARY MEETIEEL, IV EEEOK
WL Y RRA Y NTHEBEESNEZE L, HRBR
WCIEFEEZET S, BlZI1E RCT ClIIRAHIEE % 5 SYN-
TAX BV CD EET ¥ FARA ¥ M T RO
BigE B MATHEDOEE LY FRA ¥ MARE S
TBY, FEZVFRLA VYV MOEPRYV T TV KRSV
FCTHLHBMEMATHEICKREEKEL TS EDIR
ENhCTwbd, 2FVHEET Y FRSL VTR, #FEik
DR Y FARA 7 b THBERD RSB KEM S 15 fa b
Wd b Z EITHICEHICEI L TE R LW

4. BHMERER & FEHMERER

w®ITD PCI & CABG DA T, RIRIIZET—M#K
A S T2 E BRI Db D 12, SYNTAX

RBVICRBSND[HESERBIBFEHEINE 2 EHD
5. BEBVERBIE RSN LTI ERL TV S (5> Tw
%) |12 BWGET ARBRTH 5 A%, FEHVERRER L5 IR HE
LT[ EoTWwhWn]Z L 2R 2RBTH B, JE
HHRBRETC RIS A K OEHI BT, BIFEH o
TeDIPUDS AFKIE I & 2 8 L2280, R R % 7%
EEXFTOEESW) EoREREWTREDY, L) T L 2@
T 5HOIATbN - TETH 5.

FELERBETIE, HIZA2HL5TNVTONYT 4 F Xy
FIUAHBT B[S —Y V1 ZH o LoERELTA
N MOFAEREFEL CHRIEEZIT). ZO720ERM%E
RERTIR[H > TV A IEHESINDIZE b ST, JF
FW< =V U OREILEI TR, WEF—7TH[4-T
WhWEHESNLWRENEDSDH 5. ThbbIELE~—
VUVRFEEIITIV I b TH Y, MBAKOMER
B EOWEER, BEOBRBRT -5 IO S E R
MY — Y R BRETHIEICLVRBEAEELTY
5, SYNTAX iRERD & 9 (i B IR G O H 12 Ik
HURBREH 561, MMEAHSPY—Y V2 RE
T 5720RBEOMCHESH L Z L IZEETH 5.

5. EXEHEBDIRERRE

B ULM I3 % PCI O T, AR Y v 7
M EBIRZENE, AR R AR I R, PCL O R R
MBRIFTHD I EDIIRENTWAS2Y, KD DES 2D
TOLNE7ETdH % j-Cypher registry TdH, £ EHEEE
LMT O A#B L OV v 7 M EBOHRZE Tld BAF 2 B A
HAFINLE—HT, BEOATF Y &2 5B TR
JRETIHKIA L LTPCIORBELARTH % Z & H3Hs
ENTVEY, LA TRERMBUZIZ A TR 43k 5 o
WEE D OBBHIIRENTW N E ) NI EETH 5.

L. ULM (Z34 ¥ B ERIRAZE : PCIvs CABG

AL RS S L7z ULM R 3 % 56 I AT 7 3 o Bl R AF 9%
Z, BIEWI% -RCT - A T7F) VAIZHIFTE2ICT L
D7z,
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#2 ULM 29 % PClvs CABG

PCI  CABG

et RERL e A ) ) Stent  BIZHIR Wik TR R
BigErse

Capodanno'” CUSTOMIZE 2009 342 477  BMS/DES 2 4F BEBYE SYNTAX 227 34 DL ETIE
CABG A 7l

Kang® Two-center 2010 205 257 DES 335 H  EEME  CTHEEERL

Chieffo” 2010 107 142 DES 5 4E By DB THEEERL

Park'’ ASAN-MAIN 2010 176 219 DES 5 4F Bt T, BX O MACEQGEL Nz
DS L LICEEER L

Park' ASAN-MAIN 2010 100 250 BMS 10 4E Bt B, BIUMACEGEL HNEE
) L B ICHEESER L

Park'? MAIN-COMPARE 2010 1102 1138  BMS/DES  5.24F Bt B, BIUMACEGEL Nz
th ADEEE) L b ICHEESER L

RCT

Buzman'” LE MANS 2008 52 53  BMS/DES 2 4 BEBYE PCI CHEIZ LVEF A%
Y TR EEERL

Boudriot"” 2011 100 101 DES 14 | A

10% * MACE (F8FET /L ZE, 38

) TOILIREH S T

Park'® PRECOMBAT 2011 300 300 DES 2 4F LM

7% * MACE V3BT /Ll ZE %

BN ToIEL TN
Shy

Kappetein'® SYNTAX 2011 356 345 DES 3R BEBE K~ SYNTAX 2 2 7 #Tld
HFEERL. MAITHT
CABG fifl & 1

AZTFY VA
Naik'¥ 2009 1659 2114 BMS/DES 1~34 WL CTHEER L
Lee'” 2010 1236 1669 DES 14E WL CTHEER L

EHVER—T Y PCLOA NV MEERP LIS — T 2 (%) 2k U TS %

1. BEMRE(LY X NJRR)

ULM (25 2 AT PRI E 78k CABG O TH -
SZ e s, BIEHETH 5 EMU EORMBEE A72D
DIEFBWSNT WS, BIEIIR AT 5 4E R O /N 52
WFZETlE, LMT OREER S BWEDBH A DN
AT ADEEENPREVD, MEtFAWRMIE LT - 724 R
T, BINMATHEIZ PCITZ W 00, JBTERHEAL
M A XY MEGEIZBWT PCI & CABG ICEZAE DT
W WIREDL W),

a. CUSTOMIZE

I M) =819 BAOHHEBLDOL T A MY RAERT, SYN-
TAX A7 34 %A v b 7MHE L CHEETOHRE2EHE
DAL TwH0, BEFRELTALOR ¥ v 7
FERIRZE X PCIICE &, A EE I EE9% 21X CABG (2
%otz E72A37 34 LT T, PCIARIE LMT+1 A
2% L (42.7% vs 19.8%, p<0.001), LMT+3 ¥ 95 % 1%

CABG T% 75 72 (15.9% vs 34.1%, p<0.001). A 27 34 %
B2 HHETDH, LMT+2 #2(36.8% vs 22.2%, p=0.02) 3 L U 3
FeIR 2 (54.4% vs 73.4%, p=0.003) i¥ CABG T%h o7z, A
a7 34 T TIE PCI & CABG THREHDZED 2L () A
2 1E[95% 15 HEIX [H] © 0.81[0.33-1.99], p=0.64), 34 %z
5B TIWPCITH T 2% » » 72(254[1.09-5.92],
p=0.031).

b. ASAN-MAIN

L YA MY RERTIEME— 5-10 4F 0 B R E 2 5
WEIN TV LY, ZOREIT ULM 1239 % BMS @ 10
EREPB X U'DES @ 5 ERHE & 2N ENOFHHIC T -
72 CABG L Z L TWA/NHBEDOL I A M) ThH 5.
BMS ® 104 2 & — + T &, %€ 12(0.81[0.44-1.50],
p=0.50) B L MR~ Q WHiZE MAEHOMEA XY M T
HEZE R Do 7205, BINIMAT FHIE PCT TR 10 55
Ao 72(10.34[4.61-23.18], p=0.001). DES @ 5 4 a5k — b
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THRUHEEA NV PRI W TIEEDN 2 h - 72(0.91
[0.45-1.83], p=0.79). L2 LaBIMFTHEIX DES T/ 6
2o 72 (6.22[2.26-17.14], p<0.001). F/-HEHEFHRE
LT 104E 2R — b T3 PCI TiEfr /U EmZE A3 A 722 <
(30% vs 59.2%), PCILHE®FHLL 1 id LMT H A% % T
Ho72. LMT+3 BiRZE 2o T 8.0% vs 52.8% & Hiiii 12
PCI CH%adr o7z, F7254E 2K — b Cldmfr 5k 5k
2513 PCL, CABG & B IZ70% 55 TH - 7278, 1L h PCLIE
LMT HME2E 2% < (22.7% vs 4.6%), LMT+3 BiiZE 34>
2o 72 (24.4% vs 63.9%) .

c. MAIN-COMPARE

WE4E b 4E 5 B2 S 7z MAIN-COMPARE L ¥ & k
)13 2240 4D ULM #EZ ML & L2HEO 12 O.0lF &
YE—IZEBL)EERLV YA M) TH DY, PCLIZDES A
#70% TR SN TWw5b. F72 PCI, CABG 251
AL IR T o 72, LA L PCLIE LMT Hifluszs
H% < (25.2% vs 6.2%), LMT+3 BiliZ X CABG T %o
72 (24.8% vs 57.0%). #EHg& L THILLIX PCI & CABG T
#7037 < (1.13[0.88-1.44], p=0.35), MACCE (JE1=.L\fif
MigE WA ) DEBEELE AL DR D> 72(1.0700.84-
1.37], p=0.59). F /2 BMMATHEIZIPCITE » > 72
(5.11[3.52-7.42], p<0.001). F 72 BMS (n=318) & CABG
DB TIZIETE T PCL A% W A3 - 7275 (1.45[0.95—
2.20], p=0.08), DES(n=784) & CABG & DMK TIZ A"
727 72(1.00[0.73-1.37], p=0.99).

UEDXHIZVIA MY REABRTIESEEFTO 7+ 0—
Ty T ThIE, BEBOBEIZ 2D 59 PCLIZFEL,
DBHZE, WAEPRIER EDN—FIZY FEAL ¥ MIB
WTd CABG &L 9 &2 D THB Y, Bnimsr
FREOAPCITEHWVEWVIHRIIZS>TWE, L%
A5 PCLIZ LMT BLMURZE A% {, F7-LMTHEEE
R, SHRE R EDNAL T AZOW TR T E 21T -
THTHMIETE TR WD H 5 O THEEILE
TH5b.

2. RCT

3AEHTICHEF M % LE MANS BB 25 i s b F Tl
ULM 24§ % RCT (T IEETH » 7278, il SYNTAX
I U & L2 KBED RCT O A HE S ik
DT B 14-16)

a. LE MANS

LE MANS #5813 ULM 3% T® PCI (n=52) & CABG
(n=53) Z WK L 72 O/MBIBE RCT TH 5. FEL Y F
RA Y MIVEROLZEFINROZLTH Y, BERIE
PCI D/ HK & 2o 72 (3.3£6.7% vs 0.5+0.8%). L L 14E
BOBITE L CFLEOGIME A X LR EORIR T
YERA VMOV TREEZARALED N7, ZORER
X EDLD TMNIBETHRN R ERGV IR, POER
BRI R oS L ) MEBN N F 2 FEHL Y RS Vb
IZBWRTA 37 MIRIFZZDORTFD .

b. PRECOMBAT

B S 72 PRECOMBAT %X, ULM 243 5%
BEORZWMEELEL, Y0 LABEHAT Vb SES & H
W72 PCI(n=300) &£ CABG (n=300) %[tk L 724 -7 5
NNV DOIEHMWREETH B, WD SYNTAX X 2 7 1
24.4+9.4 vs 25.8+10.5(p=0.09), ZFURHLE LA T 5 EHD
HE D 66.9% vs 62.2%(p=0.24) TEN Loz, EFEL Y
RARA ¥ MIRICE DA ZEBb A rp /3B A7 P
DEAEA X M T, PCLIEATH 6 7 J ISP MORE D
2HIBEH 24T, WINORED ZDIE D OFEEIRE Y T-
2. FOMRE, EBEILVFRA YV MO LERORIERIE
PCI# T 8.7% CABG T6.7% &, FRilCiE SN
W= (%) % FEY, FEHEZIEW L 72 (2.00-1.6-
5.6], p=0.01). 2EFZLDOEEL Y FRA ¥ FORIEFD
12.2% vs 8.1% & 71X & & N 7 2> o 72(1.50[0.90-2.52],
p=0.12). F 7z, T LML TWEPOEEGT v MR
4 ¥ M&, PCIHET4.4% CABGHET4.7% T, ZlZAD
N7 2 - 72(0.92[0.43-1.96], p=0.83). 3B ML AT T4 4 1%
9.0% vs 4.2% T, CABG BETA 7% 72 (2.18[1.10-4.32],
p=0.02). ULM DA OHREFIIE U TREREMRET L7
fEAT T, LMT+3 MR E2H 5 BHE T, CABG ¥ (5.8%)
IR PCTH#E(12.2%) T, HEAEDA S L7z (p=0.0008).
INLDOREEAS SES 2 H\/2 PCIA, CABG Dftb b
DHFRINEE & 72 2 W HeMEATRIE SR8, 2 ORI
FHMERBRTHLZ D, RERHREVY—Y VEE
WCEBLRBORAIEZBE L 2TNEL ST, Wb EN
A DMGEDLETH A .

c. SYNTAX

SR E SINTHEY, ToH 7N & LT ULM
IZOWTHEHAIThNTwa (PCI 356 %4, CABG 345
4)19. SYNTAX (I all-comer design Z A LT3 72
®, RCT arm(n=1800) & registry arm(PCI, n=198 ;
CABG, n=1077) %% 0, f#HTIZ RCT arm TirbN T
. EHITREFIUERBE TITbIZELETIE R
<, BB X 2B TbRTwbETHA). T7
BE RO TIX, #BILTTIXPCI & CABG THE®
7 L (8.6% vs 6.7%, p=0.13) TdH - 7275, LI (6.0% vs
3.6%, p=0.02), UMM ZE(7.1% vs 3.6%, p=0.002), B &
" MACCE(FE T/ B Z v 7 i A 2E 38 0 1M AT 7 72
28.0% vs 20.2%, p<0.001) TIXAEIZPCICTEI-72. %
TR RIZOWTIEAREEE AL DR D - 72(2.0% vs
3.4%, p=0.07). EHNIMAT &L PCI T 72 (19.7% vs
10.79%, p<0.001).

d. 3ByH%Z - ULM

SHIHZ B L O ULM oW TH 7T iThbh T
D, 3B BE TITRIET (9.5% vs 5.7%, p=0.02), L
M %€ (7.1% vs 3.3%, p=0.005) B X U’ MACCE (28.8% vs
18.8%, p<0.001) 22\ Tid PCI TEA o 7278, MZEdZ
[ 55 (2.6% vs 2.9%, p=0.64) TH -7z, —Ji ULMEH T
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# 3 SYNTAX A 2 7 BEBIMEIC X % ULM {GEHEE Otk

(S th e

IV RKRAL Y (0-22) (23-32) (>33)
PCI CABG P PCI  CABG P PCI  CABG p

VA 2.6% 6.0%  0.21 49%  124%  0.06 13.4% 7.6%  0.10
Jipi & 0.9% 4.1%  0.12 1.0% 2.3% 046 1.6% 49%  0.13
LA g 4.3% 2.0%  0.36 5.0% 3.3%  0.63 10.9% 6.1%  0.18
BLEN I EFRIENE 15.4% 134%  0.69 15.9%  14.0% 0.7 27.7% 9.2% <0.001
MACCE 1* 6.9%  11.0% 026 10.8%  15.6%  0.29 20.1%  15.7%  0.34
MACCE 2 ** 18.0%  23.0%  0.33 234%  234%  0.90 37.7%  21.2%  0.00

*MACCEL : 6T/ MiZerh /L 58
**MACCE2 : 381 Wz /i %€/ 38 0 i

13, ¥ I8 T (7.3% vs 8.4%, p=0.64), > 5 B 2£(6.9% vs
4.1%, p=0.14), MACCE(26.8% vs 22.3%, p=0.20) CH &
AR L, WA HIE CABG THEIZE 2 - 72(1.2% vs
4.0%, p=0.02).

e. SYNTAX 2 712X % RE5{b

BE AR TIHE SYNTAX 2 2 7 #(0-22) Tld MACCE
BXUOZFoET Y FEL Y PGENBREZ ) THE
FERMREDED ST AT RE(23-32) TILE N MAT
DA EICE < (17.4% vs 10.1%, p=0.01), /LMjiHZE (7.6%
vs 3.2%, p=0.02), MACCE(27.4% vs 18.9%, p=0.02) (2>
WThH PCI TEMo72. BA a7 (>33) Tld MACCE B
L O oA Ui 22 v BLAV) (X PCTEE C i o 72
(MACCE : 19.5% vs 34.1%, p<0.001).

3 MR B E TIHME A 2 78T MACCE 3JEB L V2D
W 13§ R_RCTED LD o7z, A2 7HETIE MACCE
(16.8% vs 29.4%, p=0.003) B L O LMifitH %8 (3.1% vs 8.9%,
p=0.01) XPCI TR N -7z, EHICHAITHTIIHL
(4.5% vs 11.1%, p=0.03), Lv # H 2E(1.9% vs 7.2%,
p=0.02), MACCE(17.9% vs 31.4%, p=0.004) 75 PCI T &
no 7.

ULM B # TIX(E3) E A 3 7 HETIREND 4 )7
H 1 (13.4% vs 7.6%, p=0.10), MACCE (37.7% vs 21.2%,
p=0.003) 3 & U BN MAT FF 2 (27.7% vs 9.2%, p<0.001) 2%
PCI THEi o7z, L LIK~Hh A I 7HTIIRE, Dl
S, WA, BINMATHRELRZEOT Y FRL Y M3EE
IEDRI T,

SYNTAX O 34 # T, 3HIRZIZ O W TIE CABG
BHENTH DR RSN, FFICh~FHA I 7HT
OFEREIRENT, —FH ULMIZOWTIEHAITHT
bIBWE I EOW LM RIN o7 C
D & LT SYNYAX (2815 % ULM 2 75— b id post hoc
fEHTCTH D, A XY MDA D S RE ISR A
RBTHHZLH—KHTHAH. SYNTAX 2 5LBAEE T
D RCT DY F ¥ AH 5% ULM (X 5 5 i £ 7 2 i
B0 REmEEOR TV RVWEEZLRETHA).

HIAE SYNTAX R I 7 32 LLF @ ULM 3 D & 3400 % %
W & L7z KB RCT @ EXCEL RERDSHEATHTH b,
WEPRFNDEZATHA.
3. XE2T7FUIR

Lee 513 22D RCT & 6 D DBILAIZEIC X 5 2905 4D
AZTFIVVAZHRE LTS, PCIIZDESIZE %D
DTHY, 1EROETCBIUHEATZ Y FRA VBT
S ZE 2 ) TPCIL & CABG TEDV LD o 72
(1.12[0.80-1.56], 1.25[0.86-1.82]). & fn I 47 7 & 1%
CABG T4 7% 5 - 72(0.44[0.32-0.59]). F 72 Naik 51 2
DD RCT & 8DODELBMNIII L H313%DAY T F )
VAEMELTEIY, 1EHEBLP2EHEORTL LY
BEA XY MOECOHAZE A ) 12D W T PCIL &
CABG IZ#EZ A LD TB LT, BIMMATHREICEE AL
DLEDATHo7. LPLENLINLDAYTF) ¥
ZACERH SN R0 % IZHEE D 5 O RER B RS
WA WE T -5 Th Y, BETRLEITNA T X,
LHGEIRNA TADORELH Y, HLEFTEET—F L
LTELRABERETHA)H. GBI L RBBREIC X
LHEMBEREOA S 7 F ) VAPRELRbNRS.

IV. #4 K514 >0%k

SYNTAX F 54 7Vid, ULMIZOWTIZAT Y FDF
7 I XVERIZ X % post hoc fEHTCTH 1, FaT#MITH
WMAORRETH 5205, BIFHNTORBLXLVOILE T VA
ThY, FDOHA FIF4 VITHBENTWAS. 2005 4E
@ ACC/AHA 774 K54 Y1 TIZ[ULM ## T CABG 7%
J6TdH A, PCIIHESRE S v (Class I, Level C) J
EFEEHEZIEVIRWV E 2o TWA, 2009 5ED A A
FF 4 20Tl [LMT OFHANIERED PCI OFH Lo
GHEY A 7 KL, hONFHEHRIC X 5 G 0HEY A 2
BEHVEFHEINDEE1E CABG DL L TPCI 2%
B LTH v (Class IIb, Level B) J& H¥FIZ X - Tid PCI
RERLD DNEL 5TV,

%72 ESC/EACTS ® PCIDH A4 K54 ¥ TH 2005 4EH

— 250 —



J Jpn Coron Assoc 2011; 17: 246-253

A K4 0TiE, MLOMATHEENZWEDOARER S
NBRETH 5 (Class IIb, Level C) | i ICiRE ST
WA, 2010 FEDOHT A T4 20Tl SYNTAX b5 47
WOFEREIMEPE S KIS N TW5. PCIIE LMT & ALLIER
S 7 MRZERME 7213 LMT+1 BiRZE Tl Class 1la,
Level B 2o TWwh. ZNUAD LMTIRZIZDOWTDH
LMT+ £ 53R 28 (2 F 7213 3 ) 5D SYNTAX & I 7 %% 33
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