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PCl vs CABG

AR AZEESTRALBNE A EESEE W R

B &% REEE

SYNTAX, FREEDOM

key words PCI, CABG, three-vessel disease, multivessel disease, left main disease,

B @\

TPCI2? CABG#?,. TOF—<RERED
BEREBRBECBT ALV Iy 2 TH 5,
TERDIGTRIE VL R0 317 L DR E
RREEIIR N4 S 24T (CABG) X h IREDREICI
BB EIREM (PCL) MB—RITH -7,
Lo LIEED A T —F VT4 A DEHDERIA
HAF7 v (DES) oiRic Xk b, PCIDIBERE
VDR ICHE I N, ZD-DEFECABGD
T ENTELEETBHRILRELH LT
PCIMMEATEND L F Il > TERD, Tk
EFVAREDOTHEEPREZI N TR S Lidwy
WEEp o, 2 T CHEMRZEICN T 2 PCIORY
EEHELT 2720, EXHHE - IBHER
WL L RBES v & AUHESER (RCT) @
SYNTAX K TEBINLY, 2013451013 E
HEEENERIRE SN, KA TIhER
~EEERREREICBT 5 CABGOEAED
RENDBKHEH, EEBHCRIE~FEEDHEEA
DPCINAEH ORI NRLD, —F, BETYH
12850 W] & % 5 VEEIRINITHEEMDE
BT 244 P54 vy #2012 I8 - ;N
PBEARZERI L WERZ N, BRADIEFYV
AE DI WEIIRE BB O 7= k88 LT

BERREARBEATRESRY. ZoTizgd
SYNTAXEEA D B EMMOMREALZ 1T\, KT
Z D DORCT E BHEPR O NG H» 6 PCI vs
CABG DBEEE % 1T > THA T\,

A. SYNTAXGER

SYNTAXFER Y 13WCk D 85 Mgk TEIME X 1,
4118 B 3 PCI/CABG 0 BEEA - &L AR E
Bl - EHFNTeET2EE, O3EEOAKK -
TEFBHBLIUIREREZA ) —=v L
(minimal exclusion criteria)., % O /{E4stE
Bl vy —_rya VITENSEL 5 DBRED
FEAT EIRE & FIWT 34, PCld CABGIZEEA I
#HY50 (RCT arm), Eb 5h—F0BRE
DHTEEE VIBAIZLV YA MY BIES N
% (Registry arm) &\ BB 2R TH 5
(all-comer design),

£ D PCI & CABG % HhE:§ 2 RCT Tl It
EELL (, LEABRTA F2r6E3INn6D
RCTRPCIZMEIT LT WEY R 7 DBEEZN
S LT, SRS 3 BRI
JETERGE WIS o 7. SYNTAX G
i¥all-comer design® % Z & TZ 0EDHH

199



VIL DI AE- 1,

Zitlr, BEBRRERO—REAE R ER L .
PCLIC & 8 11 fpaclitaxeli& HH A 7 » b

(PES) MR o, FELY FRA ¥ IS

T/ Bz / DEGRZE RINITHEOBEA L v F

EEEE - 3IREOTIMITEER PClvs CABG 271

A v (MACCE) -tH b, intention-to-treat
%R — 2 & L7 Kaplan-Meier 3 TR T h i
7o, B 1 BB T MACCEFE IC D\ T
PCIBF L CABGE o WL CTHLHEEERTE

A All-cause mortality B Myocardial infarction
2 501 ---CABG(n=897) p=0.10 I p<0.0001
o — PCI(n=903)
i
=
]
3 251 B
g 13.8%
:_(-?J; T _1——————‘1""#’—&7—3/—0{
(_§) O = ___..‘....—-m—"*—'*—( QQQQQQQ T ! 1 '-%_”-% ________ :E ——————— 1{ “"_—”ﬁw.:}w“gﬂlggé\{
0 12 24 36 48 60 O 12 24 36 48 80
Number at risk Months since allocation Months since allocation
CABG 897 820 810 788 761 606 897 800 784 759 730 575
PCl 903 859 863 832 803 537 903 832 821 792 756 593
C Stroke D Death or stroke or myocardial infarction
% 507 p=0.09 r p=0.03
ey
&
5
® 251 - 20.8%
2 3
© 37% | g e ORIk S o
2 2 4% e 16.7%
(3 0 TRt e S 3 e ?I ________ g ) ; L J I
0 12 24 36 48 60 O 12 24 36 48 60
Number at risk Months since allocation Months since allocation
CABG 897 806 790 763 732 579 897 787 776 749 717 566
PCl 903 854 842 815 782 622 903 830 824 792 756 592
E Repeat revascularisation F MACCE
% 507 p<0.0001 - p<0.0001
ol 37.3%
i
= 25.9%
o
o 25F
2
&
=
£
e )
o O | i 1 1 i
0 12 24 36 48 60
Number at risk Months since allocation Months since allocation
CABG 897 778 760 717 677 532 897 751 739 694 654 512
PCl 903 760 740 688 644 495 903 747 733 681 634 483
E1 SYNTAXHERSEEYHEE (24847 (Mohr FW, et al. Lancet. 2013; 381: 629-38)%

Kaplan-Meier i< & 3 PCIL & CABG & Hhig,
T/MZErp /OERTREE B OBMITHEE

A % B LEMEZE C %R D fE
F: MACCE (FEts/ % / DAfAREE /JBANMTHE)
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TV, 3EEPTIEIMACCE A LHEER XU
BB REOEE&BPCIEHTERILE &> T
B, Lbic CABGHEMTH B &\ d B
EINT W, 2013FBKRSEBIERD
FEINx,

1. 2FBIR

PCIZ£iz 9034, CABGEEIC 897 BIHSEl b AHi
5%, SYNTAX A 2 7 ZPCI# & CABGH T=
D37 ¢ (28.4+ 11.5vs 29.1 = 11.4, p=0.19),
BIEETR L ED bl (43 £ 1.8 vs 4.4 =
1.8, p=0.44), 5% D MACCEFIER X PCI#
THEEICEL (37.3% vs 26.9% , p<0.0001),
DEFRZE, MTHED PCIBCE» > 7= (M1F).

WIS, MR OV TIRENE - D0,
DFFRRZE - BMMTEEZPCITE» >k (K 1A,
B, C, BE). ¥R 2ETIHERBEEICRITS
MACCEER & PCIBTHBICE» o7 (45.6
% vs 29.0% , p=0.0002). & &IZSYNTAX 2
avic k3B ET->LEIS (E] K24),
&R a 78 (23%k#) TIEMACCE - fRIET -
OISR - AR - DERTREE - BIITHEEO
FTNTHENR PO, LrLhXa7g (23
Pl_E333k#) TIXMACCE - DF % - SBinm
THEEOREEVPCIHTERICEL, E5ItE
2 a 78 (33LLE) TIZMACCE/#TET / Dol
TR/ D EEEEEBMIMTBED TATICE VT
PCIEECTE» o7, Tib b PCITIRREL M

&1 SYNTAXHERSEEMHESR (SYNTAXRO7ICLBREEL)

CABG PCI Hazard ratio (95% CI) | p value
SYNTAX score 0-22, n 275 299
MACCE 74 (28.6%) 94 (32.1%) 1.13 (0.83-1.53) 0.43
Death or stroke or Ml 39 (14.9%) 47 (16.1%) 1.05 (0.69-1.61) 0.81
Death, all-cause 26 (10.1%) 26 (8.9%) 0.88 (0.51-1.51) 0.64
Cardiac death 10 (3.8%) 14 (4.8%) 1.24 (0.55-2.80) 0.60
Stroke 10 (4.0%) 5 (1.8%) 0.43 (0.15-1.26) 0.11
MI 11 (4.2%) 22 (7.8%) 1.79 (0.87-3.70) 0.11
Repeat revascularization 41 (16.9%) 66 (23.0%) 1.46 (0.99-2.16) 0.056
SYNTAX score 23-32, n 300 310
MACCE 72 (25.8%) 110 (36.0%) 1.50 (1.11-2.01) 0.008
Death or stroke or MI 50 (18.0%),) 63 (20.7%) 1.17 (0.80-1.69) 0.42
Death, all-cause 35 (12.7%) 42 (13.8%) 1.10 (0.70-1.72) 0.68
Cardiac death 19 (7.1%) 26 (8.8%) 1.25 (0.69-2.26) 0.45
Stroke 10 (3.6%) 6 (2.0%) *0.55 (0.20-1.53) 0.25
MI 10 (3.6%) 33 (11.2%) - 3.11 (1.53-6.31) 0.0009
Repeat revascularization 34 (12.7%) 70 (24.1%) 2.03 (1.35-3.06) 0.0005
SYNTAX score =33, n 315 290
MACCE 80 (26.8%) 126 (44.0%) 1.89 (1.43-2.50) < 0.0001
Death or stroke or MI 51 (17.1%) 75 (26.1%) 1.63 (1.14-2.32) 0.007
Death, all-cause 33 (11.4%) 55 (19.2%) 1.84 (1.19-2.83) 0.005
Cardiac death 14 (4.9%) 38 (13.6%) 2.99 (1.62-5.52) 0.0002
Stroke 11 (3.7%) 9 (3.5%) 0.89 (0.37-2.16) 0.80
MI 12 (3.9%) 28 (10.1%) 2.57 (1.31-5.06) 0.004
Repeat revascularization 35 (12.1%) 83 (30.9%) 2.86 (1.93-4.25) < 0.0001

(Mohr FW, et al. Lancet. 2013; 381: 629-389 % &%)
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A Qverall cohort B Left main coronary disease subgroup C Three-vessel disease subgroup
Baseline SYNTAX score 0-22 Baseline SYNTAX score 0-22 Baseline SYNTAX score 0-22
g 50 __ CABG p=043 r p=0.21
£ |—rCl 32.1% 33.3%
5
& 25
2
B
=3
g
© OD 12 24 36 48 60 O 12 24 36 48 60 0 12 24 36 48 80
Number atrisk  Months since allocation Months since allocation Months since allocation
CABG 275 226 221 212 197 154.104 87 86 80 T4 56 171 137 135 133 123 08
PCI299 263 285 237 223 168 118 108 108 98 93 68 181 154 147 133 130 100
Baseline SYNTAX score 23-32 Baseline SYNTAX score 23-32 Basehne SYNTAX score 23-32
< 801 p=0008 r ) p=0.88 p=0.0008
B 36.0% 327% 37.9%
& 25 - e -
2 3L 32.3% “”En_"},ﬂr
5 P e R S it 22.6%
g AT
8 0 1 i 1 i . L 1 ) i | : 1 ) . ;
0 12 24 36 48 60 0 12 24 36 48 60 O 12 24 36 48 680
Number atrisk  Months since allocation Months since allocation Months since allocation
CABG 300 251 248 230 219 172 92 75 T4 66 66 51 208 176 174 164 153 12]
PCI310 257 256 236 221 173 103 9] 90 79 78 60 207 166 166 157 143 114
= 50 ?ase!ine SYNTAX score 233 p<0.001 Baseline SYNTAX score 233 p=0.003 Saseline SYNTAX 233 p=0.0005
z
o 9,
ZZ; 44.0% 41.9%
$ 251 : _,_]}rf-'{ - }_w_-.{
® e 0 B L
2 I 26.8% I R 24.1%
E _ia"}
§ O 3 Il 1 1 1 1 i Il 1 { -[xj i | 3 '
0 12 24 36 48 60 0O 12 24 36 48 60 O 12 24 36 48 60
Number atrisk  Months since allocation Months since allocation Months since allocation
CABG 316 272 287 251 237 185 149 130 127 118 112 . 86 166 142 141 133 125 00
PCI290 224 220 206 188 139 135 103 101 95 84 60 155 1217 119 111 104 79
2 SYNTAXGEES FEBMHER (SYNTAX X7 & B/E L)
(Mohr FW, et al. Lancet. 2013; 381: 629-38)2
Kaplan-Meier 2 X % PCI & CABG @ Hhii
A: &BEFM=1789)  B: £EBEHEE n=701)  C: 3HHZE (n=1088)
LT BIzht A4 X s UEFRICEE Za7REEMICBWTY, BRAaT7EETMACCE

gy
Bl

DIUESNE- 1. EXEE - 3 HRED

5 M AT P AT

25,
WIERFETRETHAT.

CABG IZIRE DML BRI TFRIC

2. EEXHER  SRRETOY TR
EE??ﬁEer%ﬁﬁ; (n 70 1 ) &x.
SE3EH D MACCE $8J58 13 PCL & CABG T 372

o T

(36.9% vs 31.0% , p=0.12).

W, b

SYNTAX

FIERDPCIFHTERBILE» > b0, KB
UHRa7@EciREPRNLPo (M2B).
— 3B ERE (n=1,088) TREZHIE
EOFERICK LT, 5EBIOMACCEFEE X
PCIFTH0% M EE W E W I FERICR -7 (37.5
% vs 24.2% , p<0.0001), F7{ESYNTAX 2
ATFEETREN LD ELOD, FBLUVEZX 2
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THTIRERIPCIFTEYP 7z (K20),

SYNTAX D 5 4R BHER% 4 % &, ®SYNTAX
AaT7DEECRBTAHCERRLLHEEFRERI
PCIEETH R D E L, ZOERIIIEFEE TR
EHTHE, 20LDIDHT IV —DEETE
CABGHIT— LV RFAZ VI —FEWZIBTHA
5. PCIIt X 62 5 REMESDLR VR, Z0
BF Y —DEFTPCIE CABGO I HE %
THIZELRRETHB LBbNE, —HERT
DEETIE, PClLIZCABGIZHEL I BHUE2
LB, EREL L TERENIANETHS ),
R a7 BETR, BEIRH CRIFEREI
& o CTWPCLENG D ZLYEMI TR I N 525,
SYNTAXSRER L Z WA L, RREYY TNV —7
TEEIY FRA ¥ 2T 5 IR
BLTEYD, Z20OEFHTHEICET 2 PCI
vs CABGO AR RET I, +okiEy
1% % T % EXCELAER® (i) Rz
NETHBLEDLONG,

B. PCl vs CABG: EX&EiRZ

SYNTAXSHER A D EEEHREIC O WTD
WH%i% RCT 8 X CBZEIC 2 TIREET 5.

1. RCT

a. PRECOMBAT
PRECOMBATEE 7 3 EXREREL2ET 5
BEOLENRE L, siroimusiAHAF Vb
(SES) #M\»7PCl L CABG (£n=300) % i
BLEFFSGERRCH Y, BED ISHERTTD
N7, MEEDSYNTAX R a 7 idEH kL (24.4
+9.4 vs 25.8+10.5, p=0.09), DIKEEL 2
BETLEEZESLENZI o7 (66.9% vs 62.2
%, p=0.24), MACCE (FETo/ D iRtEEE/ %R
HRGEIMIMATEE) O2FBHORERIZ12.2%
vs 8.1% &, BERHIKREINI L —Y v
(7%) = TEb, FELERFHL~ (1.50 [0.90-
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2.52], p=0.12)., EFBEHLSORELRICEL 2
T TR, EERE+ IRBEEDEEICB L
TMACCERENPCIH CARIEDP> 7z (12.2
% vs 5.8% , p=0.01).

ARER T L KHEERCT 0 COMBATEER & L
TEHEZ N TS, AERFEICDESO A5 v b
MIEDRIEN 7 0 — X7y 78N, EEBEHA
DB R~OWDHAPEEL 2 b,
COMBATH B I3 k& h, BMEEMHAL T
PRECOMBAT & L TiThnkBEXH 5, 20
7 ORETOESAFE E > T LE o2 L3R
BRTHD, FLREVIFZE - VREDD,
PCI7%D M A LDEBRIZIZERET 30ENS 3,

b. EXCEL

EXCELEER® 12, EFBEBEEIEL L 28
TR OARHBRCTTH D, DESY & 4L
DeverolimusiBH ATV FERAEINTE Y,
BRMSMEEINTw 5, NREFIEZHIRE
DFREBTO% L E, FhZ—EDOHER - £
IS fE % 72 U 72 50% Bl _E2>D 70 % R HEAE D
BESHRE S, HE 165D 2,600 423%
FE N, 130043 DHPClE CABGIZE b /17
LTS, EHELY NRA ¥ MZ3EBEDOI
T/RZER/ DHEEICREZ TW B, b
Az, QOLRAa 72 74u—-7 v 72 &dkE
BEOLRZITH - L BB TH 2,

2. IR

a. MAIN-COMPARE
MAIN-COMPARE 13 2240 & D FE X5 E0HRE B
ErNRLLEBEOI2ERICLZLIY ALY
TH B, 20084E 1234, 20104 I 5 E B
B pSEEINTWED, b ik bare-metal
stent (BMS) 2&d7HETH Y, PCIFEHIZEAL
EBRWBEHIRENL L E VLI ANL 7RLIEHIN
Tz, 2079 2011 Fic i3 BER% DES(SES/
PES) 12#&h, »DSYNTAX Lz k 2 54
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WM E X N0 PCIEEIZ 6454, CABGE
1Z5014&7T, fERLELTHESLUMACCE (3L
T/RZE B/ D) &b IER a T TR
PCITEWEE D& 517 (6.1% vs 16.2% ;
0.52 [0.21-1.28), p=0.15% X 116.4% vs 16.2
% ; 0.54 [0.22-1.34], p=0.18). —AHA27T
BT, AT - MACCE & & 12 PCITE VW ER
AdH-o7- (26.9% vs 17.8% ; 1.46 [0.92-2.30],
p=0.11% X U27.6% vs 19.5% ; 1.36 [0.87-
2.12], p=0.18),

b. CREDO-Kyoto

CREDO-Kyoto t& A8 i K 0 ¥ Bl 4T FE D
ZhigR L P A ) THh, BMSEA{L® Cohort-1
(2000-2002% 43)'V &, DESH % o Cohort-2
(2005-2007 % 6%)'? %% %, Cohort-2 i E A
26 HERR 2 & AMETEEERE L R EFEERE
15,939 4B HMENTRY, Z0) LEEHDL
fECEZMERE 2 H T 5 B35 1,006 40D 3F8
BEESHRE I Twa Y, FEL Y PR, v
M AT/ ZE e D REZETH D, S4BT
1& PCI & CABG THEZED D> 7 (1.30 [ 0.79-
2.15], p= 0.30). SYNTAXPBEE{TIF, KEx
A S PRI EELY FRA v M RERICE
e hotboan (1.70 [0.77-3.76], p=0.19
B X 000.86 [0.37-1.99), p=0.72), EAa7E
TIBEFICPCITE»> 7 (2.61 [1.32-5.16], p
=0.006). CREDO-Kyoto Iz AFRE—D A T
FUYALVRVDAY T4 ThHD, 20124 IS
BNERFFDOTA B4 VIO RBREN T3,

PAED X HICRCT, BIEMRIL»PDHHT, b
EEIE T THNE, BE~FEEORMREICD
WCIBEE - DEEEE - R R EDNN— Ny
FAAL Y MZEWTHPCIIZCABG & IR L
LREZRINDTwWS, L LRCTTIZCABGD
MhBIG & 72 2 X ) B EEMRERE IR X
N5 &, BEMETIICABGERI AT
H+ 3SERERIBERRERE L L OBEEHERE

V%, EREEHEHRELEL EDNL 7 R0z
DV TN FEZT > TOT+IMETE T
I WOHBEMED S B O TRER ORI I T I EE
DINEETH B,

C. PClvs CABG: 3%k - ZIRZE

1. RCT

SERZEIC BT 2 RCTOAER 2D D I3 ETHR
DSYNTAX DS & % A%, % LBLAHIE ARTS!®
MASS 1'% 7% E 48 QM L) BEZ MK E
LTCWBAIE»E 2 50%, LrLinsid
BMSIFDOWETH Y, HE - 2574 TV 4
VI ED B H SYNTAX 25 b DT,

TEPRBEERE I PCLIC B 2 BIERPE W &
DEIGNTE D, TN ECTBARI 2DEER'S T,
MRS + SR 2 B W B CABG D AL 2555,
BT 72D, PCIE CABG D4 % 1882 g
Lizb DTld e oic, % OBEERIEEEICR b
L7 RCTHMEE NS L H o bh PCLE CABG
& DEFEHEPTHN TS,

a. CARDia

CARDia 3B 7 1308 7 8.3 1o 4L L 72 PCI
vs CABGOWHTHRCTTH %, WRIZLITIR
BELIBERIBURZEZ b2 24E3% 5104 T,
SESHMEFZINTWS, |FHOEEL Y FHEA
> b GRE/ DETREE/ M) OFIERIZ DT
RS (95%EMXM ERA1.3LT) FEERA
Xnkh otz (13.0% vs 10.5% , 1.25 [0.75-
2.09], p=0.39). LLLEBELY FRAL Y MIC
DI S pICHEMENEE TR TH D, %
7-EZE BB A1 4E & 48\ /- » SESd late catch
up P very late stent thrombosis® 7 # 0@ —7 v
TORMEbERI N TwE,

b. FREEDOM

D%, FRREELETHBIREEENRL
L 7 KEERCT O FREEDOMEEE 2R & X
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%2 FREEDOMBERO2ERLUSEEMER (Kaplan-Meier %)
Outcome e Years. aftfer 5 Years‘ aftter Patients with Event | 'P Value
Randomization Randomization
PCI CABG PCI CABG PCI CABG
number (percent) number
Primary composite 121 (13.0) 108 (11.9) 200 (26.6) 146 (18.7) 205 147 0.005
Death from any cause | 62 ( 6.7) 57 ( 6.3) 114 (16.3) 83 (10.9) 118 86 0.049
Myocardial infarction 62 ( 6.7) 42 ( 4.7) 98 (13.9) 8 ( 6.0 99 48 < 0.001
Stroke 4(1.5) 24( 2.7 20( 24 7( 5.2) 22 37 0.03
Cardiovascular death 9(0.9 12(1.3) 73(10.9 52 ( 6 8) 75 55 0.12

(Farkouh ME, et al; FREEDOM Trial Investigators. N Engl J Med. 2012; 367: 2375-84'8) % %)

A Primary Outcome B Death
. B0r 60 r
..§ 50k P=0.005 by log-rank test fc}:‘j 50+ P=0.049 by log-rank test
o 5-Yr event rate: 26.6% vs. 18.7% @ 5-Yr event rate: 16.3% vs. 10.9%
£ =]
£ 40+ & 407
K >
T35 30f < 30y
8H PCI £
> 20+ e © 20r
= 0 YLl Y
£ 10l T ! CABG S 10t PCl e
8 P 8 - SaE CABG
- O 3 ] l 1 I i i L 1 O ¥ 5 L il [l 1 5 ] L ]
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
No. at Risk Years since Randomization No. at Risk Years since Randomization
PCI 953 848 788 625 416 219 PCl 953 897 845 685 466 243
CABG 847 814 758 613 422 221 CABG 947 @855 806 655 449 238
®3 FREEDOMER 5 FBHER
(Rarkouh ME, et al; FREEDOM Trial Investigators. N Engl J Med. 2012; 367: 2375-84)!®
Kaplan-Meier iz & % PCI & CABG ot
A FEXYFRA v GET/MEEp/ OHEE) BT
7218) FREEDOM 5% B 13 2005 ~ 2010 4E 0§ ZCABGEETERTH o728, LEIFMEE %

R 140 MR BB I N SRR ERE 1,900
ZENRELTEY, SYNTAX R a 73 PCIE
T26.2+8.4, CABGH# T26.1x887T & b,
SYNTAXHED3KKE 2+ — F L RBEDE
BIRRE DM 2 E LT\, TEx Y R4
Y METRT/ LIRS/ MR TH D PR EE
MIZ3.8FEThHo7z, FHORAT v PEERKE
3.5, FHDNALNAR TS5 7 PAEAFIZ2.7TH -
7o, FEIVFRA VY bOSERERIPCIET
BRICEL (26.6% vs 18.7% , p=0.005, &2,
B34), MIET-F (K3B) BLUOLHEERE
EHPCIEHTEP -, —7, HEMEFRIHIER
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MED43% (1645) X CABGEME 30 H LI I %
fEL Tz, ¥ SYNTAX 2 2 7 eEql, - 1Rl -
A& - 2R /3R - EEBRHEA0% KGR £
&Yy TR Thzd, SYNTAX A 27
BETZuihoy 77 Vv— 77 CABG®D
BAELSTRINTED, ZNRFEHTLENL
ot (FHE/ERAp=0.58). oy THFTH
FRICWTD ) 27 FTH CABGOEMED
RENT, ZOFBRIT, EARICIESYNTAX B
DEFEBIERE—HTE2Av—VTHD, &
RFEZ2ET 5EESEREREICB T HIT/
DEFEE/MER L V) BE L >THEBICEER
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Xy F A v b EH T CABG 1 PCIIT Hi &
DRFGT Y P ALZ LTI ENRINT
3.

FIFERCld, HKEDERY AT LOHFT, HHA
HNEIRICDOWTHBFTZERL TE Y, WHIRE
TIFCABGHMPCIBEL D bEBELE B b D
D, BS54 PCIA M CABG B Hor3E i
FEBPOMEA <> Mk 2 ARSERICS
$, BEEHOETELELE (QALYs) 13 CABGH
DSPCIEEZ LE- TR Y, LERELH T 2HER
FRBEICH L, CABGIZEMIN LR T
%<, BRWMRTHENRTY S I B EIN
T3,

2. HRWRE

a. ASCERT

ASCERTEE 19 12, 20044~ 2007 £ 1 K E
D 644 hiER T, AMELETEER AL SRR
2HT 5655 L EE T, PCl2%TACCF
National Cardiovascular Data Registry ic & §&
X7 103,54944 &, CABG %517 TSTS Adult
Cardiac Surgery Database |2 &8k & 1172 86,244
ZDF—F %) &, Ay F4Aa7
fETIc & DR ORI T # e IR L 73R & T
H 5, PCIFEIZ78% D EZICDESHERA ST
VW3, FhREZEEIRIZ 2.67 5T, 1EBIOMIE
FCRIFPCIEE & CABGREL TER D7D
DD (6.55% vs 6.24% ,0.95 [0.90-1.00]), 4%
BEFOIT I CABGHTERICEL (20.8%
vs 16.4% , 0.79 [0.76-0.82]), 13 - 4 - 5
RROEE - BUEBEEIREROEE - FERH
F - HEERBRAROBR I X 2V TR B VLT
—B L CCABGH TENP-7=, b7/ ay
VT4 AT & B SRR DML &SI
BWTCABGHTEMTREBRETHoL I L
HEETAE LEbNS,
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b. Hlatky 5 D%

Hlatky 5 1 & 5 KB EEEH R <,
19924 ~ 2008 4E ¥ TIZPCl ¥ 72 12 CABG % =%
766U LOSRREL BT ERAT4 7 7%
FGE2B1,6E34 % MR EL, ZDF2s Fux
VYT 4 ATy 9§35 106,1564 % i H
L, GBS RZHME Lk, 5EEFRIZPCI
BT & < (71.9 % vs 74.1 %, 0.92 [0.90-
0.95], p<0.001), EHHERFEETRIERE
CABGEFCIETHEMME C (0.88 (0.84-0.91]), >
DOIEMEREEER L L CEBICIBESRDEY
Aot (ZAEMp=0.002), R%kBLERE
(0.82 [0.77-0.88], ZE{EMApPp<0.001), DR
4 (0.84 [0.79-0.88], p< 0.001), 44 BhREE
B (0.85 [0.80-0.89], p<0.001) 7% &D¥ 7R
¢ CABG DB LR E iz,

c. CREDO-Kyoto

CREDO-Kyoto Cohort-2 ?® 3 K% B35 2,981
HICBWT, FEYFRAL v BT/ e/
D ARTRZE) FRERIZ PCLTERICE < (1.47 [1.13-
1.92], p=0.004), F7HILTICDTHPCIT
B oo 7z (1.62 [1.16-2.27], p = 0.005)2D.
SYNTAX 2 2 7 BEE{L Tk, €2 a 7EETIZPCI
BTEEIY FRAA Y N EEPERTH 7DD
@ (1.66 [1.04-2.65], p=0.03), A2 PET
kA ¢ (1.24 [0.83-1.85], p=0.29), A
OT7HETOHLPCIVERTHZERICE E > &
(1.59 [0.998-2.54), p=0.051). + 7f@#F D&
EAISYNTAXERER & B2 2 [RA & L CHERM 2R
BHAIRRTH 2 WHEESERIN TV B, X4
WERAFOFY P FALIEFTVRE L TREE
DHFETH B Z LR THS ).

PLEXHSYNTAXD 7% b4 &k ARRIC3K
FRZIC B 5 CABGOEAL R X D BREICR S
LT\ %, SYNTAX®FREEDOM, & % \» &
ASCERTEHEADER D 5, FICHERFE P LR
BT EDEBEEREZET 5 IRKBRREOEE
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"3 EXHERE - 3W/SHRREICT S PClvs CABG
HEH AR WEE | WREEF | PCUn) | CABG(n) | Stent | #izmmm
(EXBERE)
RCT
Park” PRECOMBAT 2011 | EZ®¥ | 300 300 SES 2%
Mohr? SYNTAX 2013 | EEEBH | 356 345 PES 54
BEPIR
Park'® MAIN-COMPARE | 2011 | Z=F8# | 645 501 | SBS/PES | 5%
Shiomi'® CREDO-Kyoto 2011 | ZEB#F | 365 640 SES/PES 3%
(B34 / SHWE)
RCT
Kapur'? CARDia 2010 | #EME1#%/ | 256 254 SES 14
SRR
Farkouh'® FREEDOM 2012 B - 953 947 | SBS/PES | 5%
VB
Mohr? SYNTAX 2013 3 543 545 PES 54
BEWR
Weintraub’®  |ASCERT 2012 %4 | 103,549 | 86,244 |DES/BMS| 4%
Hlatky?® 2013 £21 57,330 | 194,223 | n/a 54
Tazaki?V CREDO-Kyoto 2013 38 1825 1156 | SES/PES | 3%

B BB RIMITEEERIZCABGTH 3 £\
TLTH3Y), DEOWEFPRIICET DD
TEEE N,

D. i@V RA7EFIICEITT

Bl DO RBRARE & D AR - 3BREK R
7 2PCLE 7 12 CABGD EHI FHE M & »ic
25T &7, SYNTAXBUERD & 13, BEIREZE
DEMNDCABGROFRIEE L LI &
PREICARIN TV B I 25, SRIIETE -
AWB/EBEEDOPRTHPCIZITY Z L TEHE LY
A7 EBI WD BEFLEBICRED S Z
ENRBELR ST B3 THS). 207D
SYNTAXZ a7 @ X 9 iz EE ST RO A D
VR ZEFN TR, BuroSCORE® % & s

207

FEDOY R VFHILE D BENLE T V0N
BlioTl3THA%, SYNTAXAa7IT
Wik OEENMRERIRTRICIMZ, FH- 7V 7T
Vo VT I VA EERHEE - EMEEETER
JRE - FEMEER - 2o - BUHAEEEED
BEEZNMKT 2L, FrhEBRFHRY
Z7EFLDOBEEZRATH 28 AHO
CREDO-Kyoto Registry > 5 bHED Y AT ET
) (Kyoto model) 2425 #3pELtEh, S8
BLRBEOBVWIRZETVEBEL, RETF
BRI DHECFET R LI ko7, REER
DEDEERIEFTVYRELTRILT TV L
PUELZSTLBTHAY,

LI

IOEEFERITERIN TV 3P EEZERH
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FEL FEA L TR
FET /AR / D AR B INIATRIE [PCI I T & N3

SEREFFCPCIBCERICEE, E~h

FET/ AR DR TREE /SE AT A

SYNTAX 2 a 7#TIHEMN LA, FAa 7HCPCIFF CHEICER

OFET

@I/ BFE R [ Do fhiREE E DR~ SYNTAX 2 a PEECHRTER L

FET ) BNZEA ) i iaSE {E~T SYNTAX R a PEFTIXZEDS VD, @A a 7B CPCIENERE
R

FEC/ 2R /D A2 PCIDFEL M IZEH ST

O/ BEE AR/ DR 2E FEI Y FRA v bB XU/ LEZERESPCIF CERICER

JET/ AR / DA ZE /BN T R

R~E SYNTAX 2 a 7T PCIER A B ICEE

A PCIEFCHBICIRT R C, HRMBREA LA EE T b PCIRET
LT
[ PCIFFCARICIEC RO <, HERFTPEL O RESE T PCIHET
‘ LR
EC / IREE R / O e PCIFFCHEREICER
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RAED BE N T 2 BITEEORERINTDH 3
23, SYNTAX % FREEDOM 7z ¥ O RCT®, K#i
BEREPIZASERT 2 Eh 5 ORFOLE F v A
kb, —EoFAEIEoNTEEbn 3,
SYNTAX 85k DL 0 PCI & CABG o B iz 8 \»
TROOENZ DL, EEHILILHFEE VI HE
Mi7e¥E ) TPCI CABG D 23U 32 D Cldk <,
EERE - 3SREREORTHLED L) BEE
PCl % 7213 CABGOERMENF DM EV) T L
FHEECELARAY T4 TV A v RHEILLL, DR
EOBWIAIETVEEETLZILTHS .
EEBMREICE T 5 CABGOEMERZW 3 &
BobOTH B, CABGRIETT 5 2 & HEEE
ENBEIBNAYRTEBEILE>TPCIRPR
DR EEEREETH Y, N—bF—Li
EBILEFVRICED O BEFREELED T

208

WENSBETETERIL 2T B EEZLN
5.

SZHR

1) Serruys P, Morice M, Kappetein A, et al. Percuta-
neous coronary intervention versus coronary-ar-
tery bypass grafting for severe coronary artery
disease. N Engl J Med. 2009; 360: 961-72.

2) Mohr FW, Morice M-C, Kappetein AP, et al. Cor-
onary artery bypass graft surgery versus percuta-

neous coronary intervention in patients with
three-vessel disease and left main coronary dis-
ease: 5-year follow-up of the randomised, clinical
syntax trial. Lancet. 2013; 381; 629-38.

3) BUEEDNERICNT 2 N4 R T 7 b & RN
DIBIRF A 94 v (201 14E%LETIR) hitp://www.
j-circ.or.jp/guideline/pdf/JCS2011_ochi_h.pdf

4) FETBEIREBICB Y 2 FBIPCIONA Fo24 ¥
(201 14EETAR) http://www.j-circ.or.jp/guideline/



280  Annual Review &2 2014

pdf/JCS2011_fujiwara_h.pdf

5)Kappetein AP, Feldman TE, Mack MJ, et al.
Comparison of coronary bypass surgery with
drug-eluting stenting for the treatment of left
main and/or three-vessel disease: 3-year follow-
up of the syntax trial. Eur Heart J. 2011; 32:
2125-34,

6) Capodanno D, Tamburino C. Unraveling the EX-
CEL: promises and challenges of the next trial of
left main percutaneous coronary intervention. Int
J Cardiol. 2012; 156: 1-3.

7) Park SJ, Kim YH, Park DW, et al. Randomized
trial of stents versus bypass surgery for left main
coronary artery disease. N Engl J Med. 2011;
364: 1718-27.

8) Seung KB, Park DW, Kim YH, et al. Stents versus
coronary-artery bypass grafting for left main cor-
onary artery disease. N Engl J Med. 2008; 358:
1781-92.

9) Park DW, Seung KB, Kim YH, et al. Long-term
safety and efficacy of stenting versus coronary
artery bypass grafting for unprotected left main
coronary artery disease: 5-year results from the
MAIN-COMPARE (Revascularization for Unpro-
tected Left Main Coronary Artery Stenosis: Com-
parison of Percutaneous Coronary Angioplasty
Versus Surgical Revascularization) registry. J Am
Coll Cardiol. 2010; 56: 117-24.

10) Park DW, Kim YH, Yun SC, et al. Complexity of
atherosclerotic coronary artery disease and long-
term outcomes in patients with unprotected left
main disease treated with drug-eluting stents or
coronary artery bypass grafting. J Am Coll Car-
diol. 2011; 57: 2152-2.

11) Kimura T, Morimoto T, Furukawa Y, et al. Long-
term outcomes of coronary-artery bypass graft
surgery versus percutaneous coronary interven-
tion for multivessel coronary artery disease in

the bare-metal stent era. Circulation. 2008; 118; -

5199-209.

12) Kimura T, Morimoto T, Purakawa Y, et al. Long-
term safety and efficacy of sirclimus-eluting
stents versus bare-metal stents in real world clin-
ical practice in Japan. Cardiovasc Interv Ther.
2011; 26: 234-45.

13) Shiomi H, Morimoto T, Hayano M, et al; CREDO-
Kyoto PCI/CABG Registry Cohort-2 Investigators.

209

Comparison of long-term outcome after percuta-
neous coronary intervention versus coronary ar-
tery bypass grafting in patients with unprotected
left main coronary artery disease (from the CRE-
DO-Kyoto PCI/CABG Registry Cohort-2). Am J
Cardiol. 2012; 110: 924-32.

14) Serruys PW, Ong ATL, van Herwerden LA, et al.
Five-year outcomes after coronary stenting ver-
sus bypass surgery for the treatment of multives-
sel disease - the final analysis of the arterial re-
vascularization therapies study (arts) randomized
trial. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2005; 46: 575-81.

15) Hueb W, Lopes NH, Gersh BJ, et al. Five-year
follow-up of the medicine, angloplasty, or surgery
study (mass ii): A randomized controlled clinical
trial of 3 therapeutic strategies for multivessel
coronary artery disease. Circulation. 2007; 115:
1082-9. \

16) BARI 2D Study Group, Frye RL, August P, et al.
A randomized trial of therapies for type 2 diabe-
tes and coronary artery disease. N Engl J Med.
2009; 360: 2503-15.

17) Kapur A, Hall RJ, Malik IS, et al. Randomized
comparison of percutaneous coronary interven-
tion with coronary artery bypass grafting in dia-
betic patients. 1-year results of the cardia (coro-
nary artery revascularization in diabetes) trial. J
Am Coll Cardiol. 2010; 55: 432-40.

18) Farkouh ME, Domanski M, Sleeper LA, et al;
FREEDOM Trial Investigators. Strategies for mul-
tivessel revascularization in patients with diabe-
tes. N Engl J Med. 2012; 367: 2375-84.

19) Weintraub WS, Grau-Sepulveda MV, Weiss JM, et
al. Comparative effectiveness of revascularization
strategies. N Engl J Med. 2012; 366: 1467-76.

20) Hlatky MA, Boothroyd DB, Baker L, et al. Com-
parative effectiveness of multivessel coronary by-
pass surgery and multivessel percutaneous coro-
nary intervention a cohort study. Ann Intern
Med. 2013; 158: 727-34.

21) Tazaki J, Shiomi H, Morimoto T, et al. Three-
year outcome after percutaneous coronary inter-
vention and coronary artery bypass grafting in
patients with triple-vessel coronary artery dis-
ease: observations from the CREDO-Kycto PCI/
CABG Registry cohort-2. Eurolntervention. 2013;
9: 437-45,



VIL DImEAE- 1. EFHE - 3R EORMITEEMR PClvs CABG 281

22) Roques F, Michel P, Goldstone AR, et al. The lo-
gistic BEuroSCORE. Eur Heart J. 2003; 24: 881-2.

23) Farooq V, van Klaveren D, Steyerberg EW, et al.
Anatomical and clinical characteristics to guide
decision making between coronary artery bypass
surgery and percutaneous coronary intervention
for individual patients: development and valida-
tion of SYNTAX score II. Lancet. 2013; 381:

639-50.

24) Tanaka S, Sakata R, Marui A, et al; CRED-Kyoto
Investigators. Predicting long-term mortality after
first coronary revascularization: —the Kyoto
model—. Circ J. 2012; 76; 328-34.

25) Kyoto model https://sites.google.com/site/shiro-
statistics/prediction/kyoto-model

210



DR AL

Cardiovascular Surgery

YRS 2wz v w3 23)

REBAFXNEREZRFRL O MESN R F IR

BEHEIIRAE TIE CABG D IREREIC

20134E4 A 22 B\ E AN HEEBRES
REATIEMEDEY FICH T2 RE4]
DHEENRATENT e BIF LEEEDT
THHEESNL, FLOEMEROBHKL 25
HELTHL. AEE, OHARDEMERZ
BT AR UME=ERE L LCTHAERM
ERHE () | 2 B 38, ORBEhAH
Brurs s rni: ZOBENEE-- BEL, B
MEREL —TATY, @FE T us s A
BT BHEE L UCTHMBHREE] 2BR
T5, LI bDTHb, ZOHEEIHEN
T, BEFOBAREMERGHE - REBBLY
[EMEREEHEL ] (2013F5A), [EMN

{1

EREHE T 0 7 5 AR (R7R) 4

FRNTIRR SN, FEMEH~OBTFICH
7B R OB X IERALLTE 720

DI VRL B P B AR AR O /R P
%A L, Z0 IR 2BE50Y

32 BFREZEZE No.4685 & 2014.2.8

TARY ¥ V7 ABMEN1DL LTHED
o TBY, AREMER L O%EELR
BILEND L, HEMBEREL 2017 EE (F
2943 RIS TH) 2SR E NS

FRETHHD, BHETREBED FHE N,

Z O CTREORBEIL [WHEMREE] Ok
BRE, RERLOBEREZ W LEFEL W
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BRNES

" TOPIC 2

AEBEABIRFEEICHTSAT NI TT MERK
N FE

KBRA T ¥ 757 F ks 7 —F VKBRS BN (TAVR) &2 &
DEBBLBIVENEBROESOERIIEZ RELDOVHHW, F
FAROHRE M bh v T T, KREBEEIW RS THEGIE
KA &N 5D & LM R b v, ERERBERIMRIC
BWTit, BERDERIVF Y ZAORITZMEICT, BEOHRE

BBV X A HEL LT 2 A5k ) BB R Bo

ZO1ERD |
EBTOPICS |

HERDEIE

1 SYNTAXFHBRRXRERE  SHEHIRFEEICIE
CABG D IE#ERHEIC

2 BEBEAHREMICHTIRATY T FT MER

3 TAVR: KBIRAARRFTIERORT
4 EEODTLICHT HHAREE A TOROL K
5 SEREDEBICHT 2HERBARRESE SIcHE

BRSO W TR, BEREEIRA >
¥ —~ ¥ a v (percutaneous coronary in-
tervention ; PCI), BEIR S A 2 A4 (coro-
nary artery bypass graft: CABG) ®xT¥
FUARKBEL, HEERLLDDOTH S,
ERTE, RIS R AR o &R
F—2b = bF—2) OEFR L FRPEEH
RL, SHMECIEEMNICR T CABGOE
D) AT, OEHEETHMRICENS
&, EEHIRE CRHERE Y CABGHE
S THAHA,  —ERDOEMHZE A PCLH EIS
LN BT E, BERERE NI,

ZDH 201342 Al LancetFEICHEE N
7=[SYNTAXGRERS S 0E R (Fad)
R EVPEE—DORBEE T F— FFR[CRE
DO-Kyoto I F— Mf2E] T, -FHEEEINR
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2T CABG A EEE R L DR RAE &
Nize TOHARTA VHPERRICED LD
oA VoSy bEREZ 2, 20124E1 A 1H~
12 A 31 H © B AN ZEFZMAL TR
5L, TAEDCABGHRIUIA 177550041/
Lo THY201LEL Y 87%HM L 7.
COBMIE0BFEEDR SN, FHBRL N
FFoAEEB, XD EDRAERROER
R E b
N5 —F ME & B REIRFEHAF (trans-
catheter aortic \;a;ve' reﬁlacement s TA
VR) ORBHEGRAERL, 20145100 Lwv
FEBRICEST 5. HEIIMRREE (MR
) THHA, BREICESVERERBIRA
MABEDWRHRTTAVRAED L ) 2ixEl =
BHETE 0%, REORMINEE SIS,
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