Cx1 Edwards SAPIEN XT & Medtronic Core
Valve MDHEL

EdwaMsSAHEN Medtronic
: o XT CoreValve
Tle— LI aNLhBRL FAF /)L
AT HOE b T EIE
WEESE |- CEBIE BCHEE
BABOROBE T BERTHEIETEE
KERA~DETE L Y
AIHHTAX 23, 26 mm 26, 29 mm
BIEFER 18~25 mm 20~27 mm
FINAZDRE|  15~17mm 53~55 mm
Zlg 7% 18 19 18F
AN e S 6.mm 6 mm

77 H—FIE, ERMEBR (transfemoral) & D
4 (transaplcal) BH5. HE, HATIE ZDF
IS R DEFRBBASETHTH 575, ZORKT
transfemoral approach EL ‘U;t BHT D AT
AT%% SAPIEN XT <E18%JZU\ 19Fr = X &
ANS) 71 NovaFleX dehvery system o HAhusentT

B, CoreValve 0)18Fr &4 \PLXTTG'C%%T

DRAVES Y SV VA SoY sl ,
~ EuroPCR 2009, 2010 T % % & 17 European

Outcome Registry (SOURCE) for ‘Edwards
SAPIEN Valve T, transfemoral (TF) 463{§J
transaplcal (TA) 575{%@5%)’&%&& 1 Eﬁﬁfﬁiﬂ
wES ﬂf VoY, KD HIH?( - LT LOngth Eu-
roSCORE X(i TF/TA 25. 8/29 Oc‘:ﬁ TA n
B o . 308 AN D RLAH T, ﬁﬁty
g 7&%2&? BB L UPR—2 A —H—HEABA TF/
TA: 6. 3/10 8%, 2.6/2. 4/0, 1. 3/7 0/0, 6.0/7. 75%
& TF ﬁiﬁﬁ?t;ﬁkfﬁfﬁs 7z ttm*%&:t}fﬁ
BAa lﬁ b:1:0)) vascular comphcatlon i, TF T3
17.9% L 3% mR D7z Li)\bphb(?)vascu-
lar complication [, KWy — - 2 CRIRENIRD B
D7 TO—FITZ ubsﬁ_t&bf ﬁ@bﬁﬁiﬁ%
N9 BAT > M Z T bFEMRRERKIC i, T&Eﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ 5
DIBEEIRY 7 0 —F % (/W’Lbi Eﬁ(%f% %
F—H LBbNB.

7= valve in valve technique & 135 % L W iff

2 ' Edwards SAPIEN Transcatheter Heart Valve
(Edwards Lifesciences, USA)

R b Er’i%é X’L'_D‘D H5B. DED transaplcal ap-
proach % VT, BLRIIC T % 4T o 72 2 dhfp e
WRER S & 720, ﬁ%"?ﬁiﬁmsbgﬁﬂé, LLRT
DEERFFOFITREDT— T)bjf%ﬁﬁ]\’é”é valve
in valve techmque 25759 {EH’* BRI IR D
:&ﬁﬂ%&ﬁb,zm@%#mﬁ?% L
K0T, EEREAERES ST EMT
E=pLEALND. -

2. CoreValve (X3) ,

ZDF)NA XL, self-expanding type T, A
THOH X326 mm £29mm A3H D, 20~27
mm ORBIHIETES E1). FUNY—2 %
F L, 18Fr £ T low-profile fbEns. KM
DFUNY =2 2AFAEBNTH, self-expand-
ing type 8ERM &0 THBY, 5% 0)7“5/\‘/( A
ﬁ,%@%ﬁ%m&ﬂ%%t? &M%bﬁf
H 290 7w ELTIE,
proach DA T, BRREAMEATERSL, Bl
S0y N ERLICEE TR 507 T O—F
MrO—X7 v TEN, BDEFTH DD,
& 51223 mm D ATH b ERRIEH OB E T
ATBO, BEARRFMENMEIRT 2D LE

transfemoral ap-
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B3 CoreValve ReValving System (Medtronic Inc,
USA)

A5,

T 72, AR — A A — T — AR O
BEL 2o TS, TN X ORI 2 2
FHEDRIERE R ZBEET 5 & OHERINIZENT
WA, BESRRBIET X AFVEERL. £
7=, ZDOFINA Xt low-profile Z#DH 5 5 AT,

porcine (7 %) pericardium Z{FH L TW5. sur-

gical valve ICRWT, 7Y DEMERWVWEZFHFD
EEBHREN AR TH oI &5, Core
Valve O#EFBHRRANICIE, T/ 73RBS LEESE
AB.

3. KD TAVI F/NT A

BIE, Bk ZE OIS < Xttt o TAVI 5
INA AT TIRERGEINTNS, S%DOF /N
£ AEEERD &, self-expanding type HER &
70 W75 low-profile LIZ T T B &%

z 505, =& Z0E Lotus (Boston Scientific Inc,

USA), Direct Flow (Direct Flow Medical Inc,
USA) $ L0 HLT valve (Heart Leaflet Techno-
logies Inc, USA) 72 ETdh 5. EHEERET2
SHOEEEHREDDF /N AL LT, Acculate
(Symetis, CH) < St Jude Valve (St Jude Medi-
cal Inc, USA) 72 & TIREERIEHEIN TN,

X 512 Jena Clip (JenaValve Inc, Germany) % 3E
BIHEEHRENTNWS, TAZThOHFLWFTN
A 2%, BEFUNI - ZXTLBEFEORES
M5% < DF /)N A, transapical approach 5>
LEICEAIND Z &ML, UL highrisk
DEEENSEE LT WS, transfemoral ap-
proach ®F /)NA A DBAFEIIARFAIRTH 5.

TAVI DR

SAPIEN T% CoreValve TH, BRIFTDOF—%
TIRFERDRIZHBELULETE, INETDE2
D LT D2,3564 @ SAPIEN & CoreValve @
FAE T30 A LINAFED89% T, W7 /N
AR EBABEOHMETH O, & BITRLOHL
T30 H DI FERMNIZ~5% T THEL
TWn54, 1 EAEFRITEO~BKRETH D,
PARTNER trial Cohort B T I& best medical
treatment (BAV #&¢) & TAVI @ prospective
randomized trial T all cause mortality /& 1 4T
Medical 50%, TAVI 30%. cardiovascular mor- -
tality 13 Medical 45%, TAVI21% L RK&E/nEZ
2, highrisk DBENWEHE, TAVIZT
NRETHDEO/ERTHBD. FNAABIUT
UNY =P ZAFLOBRBICKD, BHRAEEES
WKETHZEEMFETES. £ NYHA T,
Bl ®E LD,
DHBE, BEAEDEFTFREICTHESN,
FREICRET S, TOEDEL DEEVPFHEH
IIXEE, SITNARERS.

= 5IT, B T20114E0 ACC %£12C PART-
NER trial Cohort A 2SFEERIN/AD. Z D trial
%, TAVR (transcatheter AVR) & AVR (con-
ventional AVR) % prospective randomized study
CTHEBEL TS, 699412 i5ic, 34841
TAVR (transfemoral 2444, transapical 104%1)
T, 351%14% AVR TH o7z, 30HFEI-TId TAVI
34%, AVR65%&EEBHITHRBELDEMTSD
D, TAVRIZINETOREDHFTHEDLD T

& <z transfemoral approach

BWMETHD, BROBRBRENSBoTERLL
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primary endpoint:
all cause mortality at 1 year

HHI X 5, primary end point T% 514D all
- cause mortality i3, TAVR vs AVR 24.2% vs
268% EEEREERDIMSE (ML), £
MR 4 12 L T b0 TAVR 2Bl ThH >

0.5 - , - HR[95% Cll=
T TAR © 093[0.71,1.22]
L1 AR P (log rank) =0.62
04
03
024
ogq
0 ™ :
"El4 PARTNER trial Cohort A 0 6 12 18 24
(presented in ACC No. at risk Months '
’ 2011 3 o, TAVR 0t TAVR 348 298 260 147 67
all cause mortality. % :
B 5 & Tr o 7 | ‘ AVR 351 | 252 236 139 65
2% 2 PARTNER trial Cohort A (presented in ACC 2011)
' - 30days - year
} finding i e 8 e g emssrn o
TAVR AVR p-value . TAVR AVR : p—value
AVG (mmHg) 9 9+4 8 10.8+5.0 0.04’ 10.2£4.3 RN bxb4 0.008
AVA (sz) 1.7i0,-5 1.5+0.4 0.001 1. 6#0 5 - 1.4x£0.5 0.002
LVEF (%) 55.5+11.4  56.0%11.4 0.63 56.6x10.5 57.1+£10.3 - 0.64
1’1\11’5%@ ﬁ’i’m?ﬁfﬁﬁ)’f% ﬁﬂf‘z#}—le%bi TAVR Tﬁ@kﬂiﬁ< AVA biﬁin f“?b‘j 71_

CEAR S, WEE BIREIONA U R TR 5
# 2T, %%@T%%ﬁﬁ&%zem TAVR @
FEEBDTR S NIz, IO trial I2& D 1@2;(,3
D@IT@,&Eb@Wﬁ%%%bT%;W&%

i, BEBEERDBMESE (5.1% vs24%  A5N5. SHEHNENLESZEDNEA,
Cat 1year). IMEEEIIAEZIZ TAVR 55 <. H EH# ”:BH% TAVI F#® durability 28, —,{ﬁ@{h
i3 X UL BB D FEERIZA HIC AVR 78 AR D BB % ) M B ENDEBEARN. S

EETHok. 7= NYHA ORER E bl AT
T, MELIEBEERE T, R EE T
»37 TAVR OIZ S BB HIES, AVATH
TAVR WEEIWZLEN27- (F2). IZEFHRT
1, AVR KBV TEZRRENEN 572, AVR

T, RS TERATEED L IMEEERD

A%, FOHRT T, WFEHHRICBNT, M

230 ' B AR

ébﬁé&ﬁ#ﬁihéﬁféé
TAVIIZBW BT EHEL LT, %9&%2
BETH 20N, M TH 2. PEER Partner
trial Cohort B T5. O/U\—F'Cﬁéi)ﬁ” ’M;’VV)*T
)/\U_‘/“‘X%L_f:fﬁkji TREIRE THD S
WBWT, 2077 v JICE5HEIEIHD D3

EEAD. ILRSHEEZDIC, distal emboli
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@ protection device DERNEKEEDNS.
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LHETIE, 20094108 LD 2661 DEBHFI force on practice guidelines. Circulation 2006; 114:
TAVI %217 7z (BRIRFRZE 4 7, ERIRIEER22H1). e84-231 \
Z DN ERIE transfemoral approach 231941 (F @ 2) Vahanian A, Baumgartner H, Bax J et al: Guidelines on
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O AT —REDES

Bh7—TIVREBRXERAT

KRR R B DR 2R R L A SR

KR RIS, 5kt
Kazuo SHIMAMURA, Yoshiki SAWA

AIRDES | HEIREFARORIEOHNRE

1

1. #& S5

AR, LIRIBIEDAF B DS I, £ DI
HUIFH LA ELTE D, FHNFRLOHERE AL
Wi o5 R & A, FOREE I ATHOREN
KELWELTE, BREBIUTESRE, wind
1950 D IMB UL F 7 1 5 St AR TR, AT
EORMEUBREF TRONPEDONTETFTNANEESTE
b, WO THIRENATMECH 2 '
Myt Fl e fishic L 5 &, Jﬂ%#%ﬁmaﬁ®mm
B OB ORI L ), R CORPEF L,
19994F @ #311,000 {7 > & 200948 1213 23,000 1~ & Kk &
LT B, BN SOLEITE IR A TR S
—E TR, 1999FEDENRS - =11 5552009
EWET 68, ERFUAREITREICHML Ty 5,
E 51T, 20024E ICBRRID T & L5t D K IDIR A 25 0 1R 006
WBWCREREWEE S LAWFIRTVES, &
G W A TR A B2 b 47 (trans-catheter aortic valve
implantation, TAVI) DAFEA~DHAIE NI EH D, —h
EEFOLEMZHML T DEEL LS,

FCC, AR CIREFMITHEEZHY, SRERFEON

EOMEY, BUETHERLTAVITOMNEGENS 5b

ETH T —F VA E A LAz,
2. SNPammESH

BAEAIS CHE ST B S AN B EER L, A7
I f§ & &£ (k90 T 5 Carpenter-Edwards PERIMOUNT

W EEREST
KIUKZ R R IR 7L LA A 44 F
{F 565-0871 ﬁmm&ammaﬁzm
E-mail. shimamura@surgl.med.osaka-n.ac.jp

AT 40 %3 5

MAGNA#3 & U Medtronic Mosaic®? #, St. Jude Medical
Epic™ valve D 3B TH 5,
1) ATV MIEEFR

(1) Carpenter-Edwards PERIMOUNT MAGNA

Carpenter-Edwards PERIMOUNT MAGNA#F (BLTF,
MAGNAF) 13, 1981FICHA SH 20U LYK R HD
#k® Carpenter-Edwards PERIMOUNT (CEP) # % % &
L72d DT, 20024 CEUCCARLE N2, 20084858
LN EHTORBENZEFRETH S,

MAGNAH DIAN G D CEPH & ML THY,
7 LA B % B 3REDFERE LU (A7 M) A
ShBAT Y MPEEBEHT, REREAT Y FORMNT<
Ty NE B ETHAEE MDA TRARERTV S,
RIZMERIET NV & — VT VT e FiGRCENZ 2T
FOETHUS (ME) TE7Y—70—F4 Y THERR
W, U VIR R BT B ERISIHALN & LT XenoLogiX
MAHZERTVWDE, MAGNAFRTYBENZDIE AT
MEETH Y, true supra-annular FHA Y ET 5T & Tl
ROl Z R L S B2y, SOTHHKELD
polyethylene terephthalate (PET) W/3> F#& 7 ¥ £ —
T A ETCRROTERSMEY, MAEIMET 2
EENTWD, Fhftaiie % /ELT A2 LT, MAGNA
TR D CEPfr & Hedi L <, il LA S O At (EOA)
#13iZone size down DI MM TS 2 E AT E 2o
pAS ,

MAGNAFE 3 S B A%ilEA, MAGNA EASE TFXH
ELT20078IZEURBEN TV S, ZOKBRTIE, 7
ERGBLITRAT ¥ PEBMPER SNz LTI,
implantability O _E B L EOROMMD 72 V75 v 20
BTt bR, Tk A FEIRIEIINMRA E LT
ThermaFix LM % i3 2 & T, & 5% R AEOR EL
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(a) (b)

1 Z?’”‘/ M & EhR

(a) Carpenter-Edwards PERIMOUNT MAGNA EASE TFX (Edwards L:fcsmences)

{b) Mosaic Ultra® (Medtronic)
{c) prc ™ valve {St. Jude Medical)

LRTW b, HMIE2011E L D ABREFEL LS TE
9, fi~hﬁ®?ﬁ?firiaﬁﬁtko&ﬁ% L ER TV 5,
_(2) Medtronic Mosaic® Bioprosthesis
Medtronic Mosaic® i3 A 437 ¥ KR A & X5

Wit & % 5 ATRT, 19708 K1 113 S 12 it FitEss

il & LTV 2 Hancock® f &, £OBICBHLIzRAF >
b L AEARSR T d B Freestyle® aortic root bloprosthesxs D
MEEZHEREOEENTHY, A TIX19994E X Y IR
ENTwb, TOMEREB L OE}“{BW%‘J,&L}R%O)&E

WL, %Bi{i‘ﬁéﬁﬁ"&ﬁméhéo , :
C RFEEAEE LCE, HERES b MERE 2 TE
HRFERENLWRIGESR, TR, KihkO £
BB HF SN AT ETCMATHESLEI RSO Ty

Bo FRARANMMLME SEANTALR, o7 3 /4
f% (AOA) LML % ffi§ & & CREATE DM LA 5

vL v
Twhy SLILZOFOIENE, Tzl as
b (73?‘} TRy =R 2 Bva I LTt EEERES
wBEEHI, YYFANY —EBeZRARD S
F = b A7 AT implantability DF]_EAT 5T
HTLETHA, S5
Ultra® $¢ 4 20072 IC/RIBENT L V7 v ZERTH n,
MOBEHEESTEEINS,
- (3)st Jude Medical Epic™ valve (IA 1) ;
Epic™ valve ix 204 B\ ko B 4F % 1L V] o HzmLi
Biocore valve Zl{ R L 726 DT, 2003 FIZEU I T/R4 &
Mizth, 2011 X VAR CTHREINEGRTH D, M
KWEET €S — VR v —WAF Y M7 5 KIRFE
HATLZbDTH B, Jﬁﬁi@ﬁ{?ﬂi U R

AR/ 4G I S SR T 1iE % Mosaic

M2 AF ML REERR
T (a) Freestyle® (Medtronic) )
(b) Prima Plus {Edwards hfcscxences) o

HEfT- 721, ﬁﬁ@ﬁ {Eﬁﬂ'ﬁl/\.ﬂfﬁ)% Linx AC /L7

'%ﬁ” % & &C, Biocore valve X § — \‘ﬂ%hiﬂlﬁlﬂ}!&%’i@

HEFE SN TY S, i?‘._%l'kkthi“/ MHA"C* &
#*6, Tricentrix holder system a5 Fxy k */X 7 A
(2 C implantability DL S 14 & T 5,

2) AFU N L R4E15$H | Medtronic Freestyle®$ &

Edwards Prima Plus 3 (E2) , ,

EEﬁﬁ%Efﬂ%WLﬂﬁﬁkﬂ& EHEHHED
D, TEESTFRE 7 7 KR % T LieA7Y by
AEBRTHE TV b LRAEERFIAT Y MBS X
Usawing cuff #3572 & & 4 S A DR TR 57
MEEEGR L DRE L, FIERBA NS R

e, WAL HENL I EAWFENTER, REL, it

£ FH 1 full-root technique, root inclusion technique, sub-
coronary technique % Y124 H#, WERLMED AT

HBZOHICAT Y FEEATEEE 7 VLI TR (7 20 v MTEEEICHE L CHMETH B B R, Ea‘—mﬂ%@%
YW F) LTwB S B #isitﬁbﬂi’i@if&&ﬁﬂmﬂ BAENTH S ﬁ&&“ﬁflﬁukéhm%o 7 ik
162 AT 40%3 5 20114



A5 v MEEEAROTRIZI Y, HHHFOMMICENT
b FDOEMEREETEVI &5, — BRI R
EW R &, WISIIRENTH 5.

3) SBFEMRERR O

BEAR A B\ TSR O A A O FFITAE & %
%43, freedom from structural valve deterioration i3 A 5 >
bt & A {E S T d % CEPH T98.5%/10 year, 94%/12
year V2, Mosaic Tk 100%/8 years, 84.8%/13 years?
b BEF R A HE ST %o Epic™ valve Dl T3
% Biocore valve Tl 65X ML LD MF T B T92.1%/20
year? LOWE b d B, —H, MENESHWE SNz R
F ¥ b LAEERIIBWT S 99%/7 year D, 94%/9 year ®
EREYRIFThHo7W, A7V MFEEERFERF VT
VAEARIMNICHE 22 EED STV Ry, S5
DAF Y MFZEAREFVIIBWCE, AFY VALK
e & 5 PLE O REF 2 ATH B S SheTB 0 D, 4
HAERROERIIFEMERAT Y MIEEFRTHE L
SNy (- : :

3. BAF—-FILMEEREGR

2002 442 Cribier 5 ® ## O TAVI % s LT Bk, [HF
BRIKE PO AHICE S 5 TH Y, 201088 AT
20,000 LA E DRI PE SN T 5, FFHE, i€
SO I AIIIR 2 R 07 (AVR) [ AT e & % 2 5
NBMHED U EE Y A7 SER O HER IR A2 RESE
S B W I T H D, S ORIYIRS 52 B BN
WICBWTRERENE R T EEZ LR TS,

WA, TAVITUE SV — VIRE X F Y P2 Hwiz
Edwards SAPIEN system &, HERE Z 7 F 2wz
Medtronic Corevalve system R D ELFI/ISA A 2o
Twb,

1) Edwards SAPIEN system

SAPIEN system i, /S — ViR H 25> b EEk#H %

W3 h T — 7 VT B A RR
(a) SAPIEN XT (Edwards Lifescicnces)
(b) Corevalve (Medtronic)

HAEDEIY AT A TH B, FIEY VLTI RSB IER
ALV F — 7 T e FRENTTEEL, BRI L
M E LCThermaFix MW L2d 0% HW 23 EHMATH
D, aSVbZ7aAWAF Y M (ZV—A) KR HT SR
Twb, & HITKRINRIES & OEAEZ 5, DT
PRI ALDICPETMcuffAA7 L—ATHIIZHG S
Tvib,

WEH @ SAPIEN XT € 7V ([ 3a) Tl A HHARA  scallop
shape & 2 D S A LTI — I B X R, 94
A1320 mm, 23 mm, 26 mm® 3 MEICCRIIRFILELS
mm ~ 25 mm F CH IS NE & 42 o T 5, Delivery system
LR T7 e —FICTH AT % Ascendra 2 system (24
Fr) &KW 7 701 —F 0T $ % Novaflex system (18
~ 19 Fr) @ 28 #i@ balloon catheter system 2% ), W§h
DT TR=FIZHBTH, HENMER— T ¥ TN
Thalloon T % 2 & THERMIRIEBIIEASHET
B

2) Medtronic Corevalve system ([@3b)

Corevalve system i, HOHE AT > b EEkAEH
AREDEIVAFATHD, FRTF LB -2 E R
THEREREZIRR+ AT — Ol EE>TEDY,
nitinol WA 7> MIAEAT ST 50 IFMMEFRIZIRE
FoR7 v MR, T4 5 inflow portion, constrained

~ portion, outflow portion &LIFEH, FNENIL S radial

force #Fo 2 L TR OME, FI TR LB & OFUssifE
G fitting & b 72 5 LTV B

WEZFA V7 v 7ERTWAD inflow portion 226
mm, 29 mm®D2HHDF 4 X TH Y, FE20~27 mm
FTCHIBANMEE &> T 525, outflow portion A5 47Kl
Wiz fitting A WA H A Z L6, FITKMIROEA 43
mmB F@29mm#) THHIENLEELEZDHRE
SAPIEN system & DK E LS TH 5. ROWIMIZIZ
18 Fr Delivery catheter system with AcuTrak stability 1ayer‘

AT 40435 20114 163



AV, SRRIIRS U @ TR 7 70 —Ficc
BOURM AR HEMNW - D ERETRE Y AT A2
w3

3) TAVIDEMAD SUHRTORR

SAPIEN system % Jfi v 7z randomized controlled trial G,
R D AVRASEATART Mt & B S iz g U R 27 BB
3 BARIERIEIE vs. TAVI O H 8 (PARTNER US trial
cohort B) D#F 4520104 (2 Hi#E S N9, TAVIOH A4
&SR, ZOtrial T FHEMSIE, FHSTS score
- 12% AVR AT HEAE 1) 358 1 % M5 2 1 (RAERG TS 35
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