Rz

DORETEIT AHEREMRE T Lo
EEEEREORERICET S,

2. MEEE  BEONFE LR EIHnEHET S OBRES
BIEFEF LY, BTOHEEIKOWTOLE T
5180,/ 105mmHg bl kD & Blcidd i L bR
BEFED B NTWS FIROB, C& Fiko MR
T9)o .

3. FEdE BRI OBICEL b,

Bz FPH T2 HERVELZHILL T, BEDOT 7
n—AMARHAEEOHRRLELL D OFD 5,

R Xy A, DEEERRE, mERELR CTLE
REERFERE L) A THAREN, Mk, REREET).

[38] < BB THmOH
8 ¢ LIETHMmE, FERNICEABINERTH S, TRA
BB BET ARE TRV, MBS, <
T R RS S BT 5 -0 SRR & SR ER,
@mIESE BT HEX120~140,/80~0mmHg & T 5,

S
WAL, FEHRTRWEE L SR X A8
9o

Ve el —
OBA TR Y, I P 3 RS (B P E O R,

[—#4&] a) diazepam, b) flunitrazepam, c) midazol
d) hydroxyzine hydrochloride 1A ; 25 - 50m
e) pentazocine 1A ;15 30mg '

S BINEEREE

S BT HRIMEORES 0%  EMMERERIC L 5o BHNE

BRERIEREEORERFEL LTI 24— VEETY &
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B5 EHMMEMAMENI EL B EDEBENDETSH B, 1BIC
MRMTO L VAREIREBAR T EEIETH B, ‘
Jidyegid

BRI S TR & UCRIERE I Tb v (7278
LE BB L2 R ).

BEEZAT ) A T B2 B0 BRET 3 LI BRET %,
RESRER RIS, METHRBICEERANET ). 56
RAGREATFATIVREERLTD Iv

WA, RO REER Bl CRITEOFFHESBLE S 258
Lrd B o AN CIEIE AR A AR, SRR
F9o REHEOHAIMEF LI —VEFI 77 P EKE
S X B IO & OSHRIE E R £ D BRT 50 ]
O EEHE  FUBLIE LA MRS R BB S b 70
Viu—t A, >
(LBEER, PoRei 2 00 CHHLEDE, 772 LIFREE

[—#4]  a) diazepam 1A ;5 - 10mg,
b) diazepam 1A ; 10mg

[—fz%] a) dopamine hydrochloride 1A ;50 - 100 - 200mg,
b) dobutamine hydrochloride 1A ; 100mg

BEMEREEOES

TRHBH PV ON S, HEHEIZI0EBEO A, LMk

BEF D DHEEEIIRS T 5,

(—#%4]  protirelin tartrate hydrate 1A ;05-1-2mg

gEEICHLT '
BN & B CRMBE SBT3 & & 455 5o
& & lCmajor tranquilizerSNELEE D H 5,

[—#%4] haloperidol
DIBRLE BRI D B B MAME (—p. 87) 2 B R,

\

[—#4] a) phenytoin, b) phenobarbital
() EBERT ABAICEERRBCCEHTIVNELD S
B O% 530 T E IR IREC S 50 L) PERILL
FERR LAV SMHET AT &,

© X WP
1) Naritomi, H.: Nihon Rinsho 2006 ; 64 (Suppl8) : 59-62

SERMEMNERECSS [BR —17]
I e B 3 W BLPY) D5 & AR R R 2 BT A
BEREORMICEMRAGHF TS 20, BEE LY
201

200
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@i

%’;ﬁ:@;ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂ%fﬁ {carotid endarterectomy :
CEA) BICHESAREIC &) BETOBHME & 7
& KUEIEEIC X 2 WFIREEE e PP L,
My = v 7 2 X D BIAEHHEC R 5
DC, ML LTER LR v, 2D7DIC
BAEEARDBIRPERESE O TRA L V200
2 AT RBBDCHEN L, E T EIIREE
—KIEE & Xy FRE o S

B0, FRFNELDOC, FIDCEHL

B TE

— A OBE

iRk pp I

CEA YIRS I D THlo Tl { A
gfi}?“l £ VIRIES L BB R EIR 1 U R o
—HRTCH B | LS T ETH D, FHREHEBIIR
fi.‘r%éfi?lﬂffbﬂf’x@»‘?‘-& NI 7 D SEBDIRZMIEED 2

% & NEBIRE B TEEIRICET T 5.

HEem T

PEEBUERERIY tacking sulure BEEFEH,

CEA BDEHES

THRAMBBETED tacking suture PREILRBIEHH B, LHL tacking
suture E S TLERITIESH Y. TENILBT L.

TNG &, HETIRENRLICERY ., BRI

T3, JRERBREBRDSEEEBIRD 5T

WEIRICBIT L REDSBE DD ETHD. LD
7. [tacking suture ZBHT A IV IFNESRE TSRS ETHE T &

B 1 BRI ZL o 3D-CTA Hif% & jpm
FiR %R RBEANENIE L REORIcEE
T 5 PR OB E R T
PSR R -C NI IC BB IE & R Reng
MERICTHETE L PRI X 0 PRI o N gpsze
LSBELTwE (B1B). 2 CARE Lick
FEEBC A 5 & PNEEEIIR o IR R B ICHEI &
D, 2~3EOHIBEL b DDA ERD., BHR
BRcEETTS 2 (B 1C),
BRI ROBES RN
CEA UJBHES & HRES 3 2 496 Koo
BRI SR A BB L C IR L AT h
o COENOREEILDIAINE 2 ST 50
F okl BUC LT, PR ARE, B
5 RO R - TN LTS k5,
BRI CRES - 50 i &RAR
%< T HRRECHES R RO LB T e,

Bk 2Hl% <5 2 cEECH D (B
2A),
CNEBRERBREABIBE 23T - T & A THEN

EFEIBINRIE tacking suture FE!

AR KM ETHoRBETE
CRIDI. BED RS LT & U LI

El EWDZERED,

AHEE A BPEEN., ABEPREREETTMRBELEL &S,
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A SD*(‘T,’»\

Liﬁl%ﬁ;:ﬂ?ﬁltﬁ)l}ﬁfi‘* 2 \2?3

MAsHES 2T ok  BADHEEN b 5,
T 7 4 BEHEE N IAE oWy SR 1L [IE o g
it T, W Ch N E e, AR A

D’ﬁ'f’ck?’(w%&m; OF/ =R - e
(B 2B). CWEIHENNERS OBE EE
OSSR X 5 Hld £ he, L SEEEo

W& T niwed s, chierL, D

Mol CEA RBOYVE
CEA 121kt BAREIB. >

oM

éameg /a U

v 2 ML BIEORBETIER T & BT e O8

U TRBOVIBIREARIFCY., CCTRERS CHHEORREGUET . Tihbian s
THOEHBEIN, FeHnORE S G, RGH T
EHTHRADROCLAESEIR. fOAADRESZROTOETHRY, B [HRIEL

LML TD S,

»

KIMAE O =F i ZBIRPAIBEHIRENR e o e el e
i Hefic B 2 iliE o Bl g v sl k4
HOPPEELEREA v FTCH D CDEDIE
Ll LS L0 G ER AW b CH
5 (B 2A).

FFHIROBRESRFOFERERSE

¥R BIGRELL ST 254G, W ed

Keypoini

TEDE £, ¢

FLHEMBROERERUET, o RhIRET
AN AN

DTBBNIIGELAOES] T DEABOFNZREL CREEHMEY A -LEL &I,
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WESRATH DL HEB LT, BIE 4~ 5[0
BET 5, FABERFMESHECEILRND
BEAhvwIisKBaToctdbaviehbd, L

e
ALTE Y — PR e, OREERE
BEAROEKIbIC SRS c e bmEm Y Y ah
ThY, FELET S,

Iy FERLABEOREOIY

S FORE

BT T iR B A Y O & PHES B IE
L F iR B2 b EUEERIC A b 5 Fk
BRI 2 By 7% v OB E
CERDBEL . Ny FOhERTChoEb K

CHWwbRE~<T L —A Pty F (hemashield

77

FERADROBRAS L HEAMEOES

EESRTESOBRS, BELBOMIT. #45

BRAGLRBBEICHAREHD LTS,

B EERLEORS. BORENESL. dfF
BYEDEDICBRET S,

AT

patch) % v & % 0BRSS OBT 2R 3 1R
To CTCEFTARUADE~~ Y —A Pty F
OES RURHo RS & Efc—#Xxeb L
CH Do HEEMEE B 0 % o & bl %
W L oS THws ke
BEECH I MHOREENERCE > CTnd &,

5HBPECACOC, #@EHP L OMEDR
M AT v,
SUFDER

Ny =l Foty R 0.35mm % 0.74mm
B EHEED 528, bhvbhg 0.74mm 0B X
Db DBEFEEL T 5P - SEDEE L rlE
FILADTCERLCTwD, ~=y— KOl
&Rl ~ SRR S B SECF C K S wED




HLTwD (R3A), REEERD b IMFE O A

DN S J 1SSy T e - SR

AT Y=V ENy FERWEBRS

i — S o RE AU R D LIE L Lo, #

%%%Q%@%%gﬁﬁ

L - AL b AR 2N B D AT IRAE & THH (RAA), PIEFEEf oS R e LT

LN

RS IMESRC < KD IEDE. C‘WELA —SUEMOBMUED LE LT HET 5,
AT L U By PR 0 7 CREELR DT ERh BT HRMBATEY . RE-SHRMILADRIC B E VAL,

Foo XS ICHEET ARG 1 B o i —Kiedr & HY 7L gk
FECH BR, ~=o— FldE -7 <N EREERELTCh o b ERATCHED
PR T DG RS PC b AR B 2 B REC, HAE) 7u L vosish (Fay)—o»0

& (B 8B FEGCPRENCTnd, Ll 1987 LRI, 7
R e . F DT ICE A N

GEEG RS Y L ORISR R A, Chic

%i@ygwmﬁ

SRR

5P R O s b

REARIMAE TR LAl BRI & U AA S & £0°5 547, BRFEEIENOATHH%
ISTE B0 —ITEN TS B0 BARETRROBRE UEHT 2 &S m3ROHnE S92 &
Bhde COBEIZE, FTHSED THHBOEEET S,

B L OBBHMOBOAEESBOEA, HDAOFEHM S NEABEBT TOEM, 7
YARA 2 P CIEITE BEBA ROD . BIRMAETT . 70 LEMDORERERL, TEBL
(i BICSEEL . MILAOAEBEE DY BEHH THAT 5. HAORDUILNRSY v
EHODOE—HETH Do CRmBsREE)
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o

X5 e 50 Fu)—¥3 300g ¥ coREICH
2 50IH L 60 71 Y — v 0l 175g R
TUnb o, FR—F—fFCcHonldD
F AT L6078 Y — YRR
CIEF L 2 EEENTRE D chbDF —
Zoh b FEREEN R oM EIcE 50 S u Y —
ORGE L LIERT T B B0
=TT a Y — R R U e R T Y
O%TNEFE %S 5 L MELTWE Y,
RUF S TVALDLF L EFR

Fhie bk 6-0 7 U — v F v c EHEIR %
RS Lt SEMoBEIHII 2B 2T
Lym0, Ty — v omEiE s LT E
7l Fu ) =P PRk T L B D%
AR CRBCER L. 38 A3HIRE b - T
i (B4A). CODRpD 0% i
LEbLRCThETTF v 7 2% (polytetrafluo-
roethylene : PTFE) #{f - Tw A (H4B).
ChbolE I PEE, O HICHRAHIZRE D

79

MERSREBTFTHALLZS
LRUTOEL VSR (FOU “%
CRUF RS TAFOTFLVEER (7522

VCV‘?’}CQ

LI A o C sy b PN T 15 L
FeaBy PR lalb =gy Cha T Ty
2Ot m ) - 50 bk v &
LEAE AR v & oWERH 2 Y

B IC b A ROREICET 5 ﬁﬁ\oﬁé%
s X 5 BRI BT 5 800k 20
ERCHEZ CHEINTW S, & IR
%m%m%%@ﬁmomf@\%ﬁ@mv“”
P w0 O B b, PR o
EROBREIC X 2 BEINAS 50Tl AWk
fEEE B,

HHmBIEM LR L5

DlLE. BEmEFcEL T, Eaoay, #
Ehod OMEER R LT
THHOIRDEAREICE o Th - & HBELC

% 5D CEA #E {To Twn B HliE OFM

ERETRCLTCHAHS, chnliblich RIDE



P AR AT o T HODIEIE SR O
AT S C R RIER PG OIS DT,
T BT R e £ 9
CEARREZR L Lkt &, KERY s v 7%
W\uwb<@”$&@ﬂ¢u RSN EIAEE

i AL oREo ks LCRIE % H
v FHHILE SRARICE A v & ik D R E IR

FEUBTT0 L,

L o

ORGSR O ARNC ORI 2 < IR
@&%?\?mm%mm%<mm¢w¥_&ﬁ
2LTWEC L& M ¥ B & OFo
BT REETRVRICHTE & RS ) X LR By
STHIELTWAC &, b o) — %%
LAl T £ BRACE TR &
BABREERWESWCERLTEE L Tnb L
L e WESERFCEI L TRV E KX
CED, RS AL IS LTEEL. &

3R

DD L OB Biv-Cn b T & dEl» 7o
e NLMES AT DAy 775 7 P2 EHT
HOT T &R B b ol T
X b N2 R
ARV XS T 2EOTRASRZHLTY
b olee THESMCHINE 277 7 FHEE LT
DRARAEGNR D B . IR D 206E 2 &
RENRA~OFEE LA &b WIRIC 2 - 7o

WA B e

HHUIZ

CHhbL CEAR R A —L LS LT 5EN

o Addk, CEA & A8 — | OFFfli % HoCF
KA g =45 & &b, DI oF
ffix RAEL L w7 A4 77 % CEA Ol lc i
ALTCTWhEEE B TETCHDH

(ILFRE, PR, R

1) Diks J, Nio D, Linsen MA, et al: Suture damage during robot-assisted vascular surgery: is it an issue? Surg Laparosc Endose Percutan

Tech 17: 524-7, 2007

2) Dobrin PB: Chronic loading of polypropylene sutwres: implications for breakage after carotid endarterectomy. J Surg Res 61 4-10, 1996

3) Landymore RW, Marble AE, Cameron CA: Effect of force on anastomotic suture line disruption after carotid arterintomy. Am J Surg 154

309-12, 1987

45 LFERFIE, BRI, TP IR e B D F — fiC K

BB IRPINES

80

HER O PRI, BaaErh o 718} 20 276-81, 1992

FHIBHEMmO

%

B - e B RHCTE O
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RUBI

g CIHEIRABEREENT (carotid endarter-
ectomy : CEA) 75, ZRBIIRIEZABE wf4 5 AF
EfRE LU~ €7 v AOMESL L e FEi e L
TEL TR TE 2R HL -BL/MESE,
A RRPIE (ARB), A X
F v EOBEIC X 5 NHERROERICINA
Ty 2008 4F 4 HCHB)IRA 7 v b BEN (ca
rotid artery stenting : CAS) 2AAFH b Ko &
%S b RBEIG & 7 b EHBIRREREC T 5
B FIREINER 2 5 CRE AZHEH U
ZTco

AT, EBIRBECET 286 T v
A AL s B (randomized controlled trial
RCT) o A#MBLAERIC X 5 CEA & CAS DR
BRI L, 2hicd LD BRI
THREH AT T v R, HA4 FF4 v 2/
T 5o

Ty ATy

CEA b CAS OiFmEbs8icE
BPLEFVA

{J SAPPHIRE (Stenting and Angio-
plasty with Protection in Patientis

at High Risk for Endarterectomy :
2004 %)

50% L E o FEEEHBIIRRZ (29%). 80%
LIk o SEREEMERAE (71%) © CRA~NA Y 27
(BEfLD - MEEEDE, NUEENIREAZE., SHlE
PEARRRIRREL, ZRERSFIN - MR, CEAR

81

B2 80 BELLE) 4 334 fEfliC DT RCT
T, GPHEE (R - 780 - ORplEE)
i 30 HEIA-C CEA9.8% .CAS4.8% (p = 0.09),
14 (31 HEIo ST - RN Z &b/

FEHEAER) CENEN201%, 122% (p =

0.004) THoleo &K, UHHEEZE - Bk

ISR X CAS D13 5 BEEC DRI o Kk, T

DORERP B, & ICEEREEEIRIEC S Y

5 CEA ~4 ) A ZIEHIIC 3T embolic pre-

vention device (EPD) % {#FH L 7z CAS oIEH T

PR cE A e E S N,

EVA-3S (Endarierectomy versus
Angioplasty in Patients with Se-
vere Symptomatic Carotid Steno-
sis : 2006 %) 7

TR B NRIRZSE 527 & 1C D W T CAS @

CEA i3 2 LA RTC L AN L Lz,

CAS I3~ D A5 v p v b, EPD 3%

SRELEVR T ba— V2 EEL 2 d L IcH

bivic. PRI ToA L T A, 30 HEA®

MzEeh - FET CEA3.9% , CAS9.6%., 6 »HT%

NEN6.1%. 11.7% TH Y CAS DIEL % &L

BHCE PRIk ok COFREATIX EPD EH

DEBER L &b, CEANEE 2 S BRBIART—E

i 25 GO FMREER R R Ch - DI L,

CAS i DML £ DR T Th ok bR

R L LTHRBIATH S,



SPACE. ICSS (s kv akd)

o8 wmmv
‘jp;endanereonxﬂy RIS S e
number | | number | weight - odds ratio(95% Cl)
nt{ of |event| of | g
S patients| o upatients | b
248
: 5| 26 1 9 e
EVA-35 | 2008 265 262 14.1% (1.205.13)
1.31
2 49 ™
SPACE 12006 4 573 32 563 | 42.4% 0.82.2.11)
1C38 20101 &1 828 33 821 43.5% .90 -
(1.23-2.93)
4
e 1.73
total 1646 | 100.0% (1.29-2.32) 001 o i 0 . 100
Favours stenting endi?t\érgotam v

heterogeneity: x =242, di=2 (p=0.30) : F=17%
Test of overall effects: 7Z=3.69 (p=0.0002)
R NN Reniayicis

' SPACE (Stent-Protected Angio-
plasty versus Carotid Endarterec-

tomy in Symptomatic Patients:
2006 i)

SEMRE RS B AR PRARIE D A & 3 Gt & L & RCT
T, LI83 B o THIMET 1T o e & T A,
000 1% 7 R A 30 B BLIY 0 JE T
CEA6.34% ., CAS6.84% (p = 0.09) ¢ CAS 3%
R EHI-CE R E W SERTH - Iekd,
e otk /. 7HITCY BlECR X
b BN ELCL CAS FECco AdEEs & & b i [

BEEe - FET2Y 22 B ER L Tnieo T DR
Tl CAS @i« @ 27 .k B3 W b EPD fif
H 27% CH - 7e it BROFEZREO O
o ts
CSS (International Carotid Stent-

ing Study : 20104) ¥ (& 1)

RIS B L7138 AR gk e L

7o CEA ¥ X UF CAS DR 2L Hoig s o ]

82

Tl WIS CEA O EY . CAS OIS ETER TE LD 2,

fighr (120 HE) ©. B - DRI O F8
B, JEU-EE L CEA5.2% ., CAS8.5% & CAS G
BCDH o Teo Y b I% CAS o %k - HE %
WSt d 5 % i, CEA 2 BIR L 72@ 5 Avnn e
TR L T 208, ARBERC Y CAS il o 4efk i
10 FEF D FEER O Ay EPD @ 70%CH -
oo BIRGARIC D Wi 2012 45 7 A BIAEHES
TTnWin,

L-ICREST (Carotid Revascularization
Endarterectomy versus Stenting
Trial : 2010 %) *

KREL 7132 117 HER i 5 =TT h W B
$CTh o & b KE A& CEA/CAS o L Ebs-©
B Do FEEME AR S0% DL E) & HEREFEIEE
Blfpeae (%2R 70% DL oFBRiEEE
2,502 44 % CEA & %\~ ik CAS BRICJE/E 21 I b
My EAEED Y FRA v b (e - O
B - ) OFERTHR Lk, 2F v M E
RX Acculink, BX Accunet EPD 2w bk, #ff

C
E
A
fo
JE4]
.3-
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B
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O R - S
Sef{ - cAs
ko]
o .
€]
2 804
©
E
a
= 704
£
g % s 5Ty y
year of follow-up
No.at Risk
CAS 1262 1100 787 480 162
CEA 1240 1099 770 430 145
4-

a3}

1 CEA petter

ey

end peint with CAS
IN]

hazard ratio for primary

[w]

age ()

T CREST (o2 X ks, U6 £ )

A TEHY 2 EHORIBEET CEA & CAS OHESEELY KR Y b 4 EHERRERICERREERONAE P 2 .
B 70 LOERETE. BAEEILY MR Y MORER CAS K48 CEADEADEN > .

BB &b 12 Pl EooREEs L SOHER (&
FEBHEIRAE 3% fEMBRMEERAE 5%) 2kv bh
oo FMHHECH CEA BEC/ORIFEZE, CAS Foi
DY R T BEE o DS, P 2 R0 KR
BRcESTEE-Y PR v O 4 FHEERE

B AEABREERE b WA b ol (CEARE

6.8%., CASEE72%) :LTw3 (B 1A),
EBR U CASOIEZMEFH LA TS
SAPPHIRE 728 " CCEAAA YR 2 L LTE&
FhThABRECO T, BEEE Y PR
A v+ OFEER. LA T0HE Ll CAS X
D4 CEA DIE 5 HEN & \» 3 FERCH -7 (]

2()8 P

83

1B)o ¥ % BB O quality of life (QOL) I {d &
BRYETE 2 W IHEREOHBEE LIRS &)
CEA @& 5 »FIHIRNER b & JEC DI
RHHLPICDRLRY, COEZ4FEHRTHRE
BchHoike

CREST DB $3% 2000 £E5~ & 2008 4% CEH
BlChbZe > TERINALD, TOEKEE,
FH, B 0MEE, WESCEEBROZEILRD
ST ERBDE . BEEHC LD 3Ty
O 7 WFFECld BIITIA v b F8EEER S CAS B
CRENCET 5 2 HE B R O i & oFER
53" %k, EREEEBIREECST BN



BHYEEE O B (hest medical therapy) @FFMliv
AENTHHE,
AFTD study
1a; JCAS (Japan Carotid
Atherosclerosis Study : 2007 %) ”
LR EN e S n e
FERFZEE 5 Lo SRR AR ()]
Aol & U C TR E oSSR AR o i e & 1B
PHCEE 5 KB TR A 28U &
WA ¥ 74 v oferE B L Tiibi, 2004
SRICEEARET L R (L0140 ©
Ik CEA443 #1] (44 %), CAS317 il (31%). N
FHGEE 253 ) (265%) -C fEMRERE (61%) ©
I CEA51% . CAS32% (MEME(REERE CEAST %
CAS30% ) INBHEEE 7% TH /o 1 HKD
TR BRI CEA3.2% , CAS3.5% & i
TR o Foo BITE. JEBREECIEY 2 s
HED T 5
b CASTER (Carotid Asymptomatic
Stenosis Registry : 2010 &#~)
TRERERR T 2 e T Y E R (LR 7
GRS RS (LRSS kb
P REITE (B T DR ARE 0 B ARAE & TR IR
B EIRITIE ) €. 80% Ll oo E AR
FhcowT CEA. CAS, NEHEREO B %
O CT 5 2 b BI L L e P B SR &
FECH B, 201044 A XY 2012429 AKH
FCOBE 2 FEREOBIHESTOILE, B
s ok, 602 BB D b, FIEERN
FHEFCIL L. &) SR, g7
— 7 OMFERE < TIURE - 2 x5 v oH
SRS W L, CEABELD CAS#C DSA 28
£ b, IKHEE S5 — 27 H4 <, BV
SRS C & B 6 5 At OREROEIL
2%, BEIRRZE OB 14.8% ¢, TMERIL

84

ANy b ENEHEBIEET 58 % ICRRD b T

& D G e E Tz

7 RSO RCT

‘a’ ACT-1 (Carotid Stenting versus
Surgery of Severe Carotid Artery

Disease and Stroke Prevention in
Asymptomatic Patients)

A Z R C I v C RGBT
DHERGE L RCT & LT, 80% Ll S D
By %7 i (CEA:CAS=1:3) COWTHE
B (30 HMasrh - F00C - DiEgE, 1 4R
A & Mg 3 2 BB CH 5o CAS 1 Xact
A7 I & Emboshield 7 4 A % — (Abbott,IL,
USA) fHwbhTwnd,

b TACIT (Transatlantic Asymptomatic
Carotid Intervention Trial) ”

TESE G EHEIR R 1C s\ T BRI 2 A
Y A ZREFIY & T CEA + BRI
(PLin B, ElEiESE, FRIE3E. $ERAR
fE, B, CAS+ PURIAYIEEE, PIRHATETE Bl
D 3FEER T LB CTH B 2,400 F OEER
& B, 3 FEMOAER - AR RR T 5.
‘¢ ACST-2 (Asymptomatic Carotid

Surgery Trial-2) "

A F Y AOWGE b RALD & A o 7o IHERE
FABYIRBZRIED CEA/CAS & b it A Y X2 ¢
T \WEFICSE 3 KIIBLLEGARR © 5 %, 5,000
Plozsds B L U, 30 B O.DEIEZE, IMze
L BEL, 5ETROMA PR, B 2 b,
QOL % CEA/CAS IC2\ T HlBEHN 3 % 0

BEOHA F51 B3
| CEA % CAS DRmEH

FEHEORCTA O EF vy 2KKdh & Sn
VERINATEDH A VI 4 vOhbhnb, B

c
E
A
£
3‘
%
=
il
B
i
B
G
E
A
/
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BB ERRCET 2 3y AEE 2 L

THF 7,

¥EGEBSE (American Heart Asso-
ciation: AHA) - RERZEHEE (Amer-
ican Stroke Association : ASA) - ¥
BE.DEFE &3 (American College of
Cardiology Foundation: ACCF) &
14 2REEHA1L FS1Y (2011 %) 7

OUIENFMH U 2 7 BPEHLUT ofEBEHEE
X, FIRIAESIRE2ERRWEGRE
70% Ll k& etk 57— F A ERFC50%
Bl (Class I. Evidence Level:B) L. B
TTEARNAE FR R « R 6% R 0 ¥& . CEA
DL LT CASHREBEINS,

@mfTEEMARE S N5 BlEE. & Bk
OFRHEER A MENFWCIFE L 2 nBE
W CAS LY CEA R #IRFT 203 -
T\, (Classa, Evidence Level : B)

UFTE R RIE & 15 B oS o
MEFMICIFE L A&, CBA LY
CASEZRIRT 20l BIC Ko Tw b,
(Class T a. Evidence Level : B)

OIS MERRE < 60%. DUS -C 70% L _k o BfE
B A IR AR a3 5 T BT CAS B
LTh Xt ARHNARO A L IR LT &
DEHRA A E S DEEL I T A v,
(Class I b, Evidence Level : B)

EEHEEO =0 IC CEA ¥ 7z & CAS B & HHE
RRE A T R OFEFEEE 2 R BETERE
HEIRPZEEE G, ARBRO S & R L
TEHEBMITRES X D 2R & 5 e
TINTwAW, (ClassIb, Evidence Level:B)

ORI O BRI X 3 PIlERE
ZER BO%ARNGD & & CEA, CAS ¥'H Lo
B R I 77 O & HE32 % A oo (ClasslL,
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sk REHFEEA (American Academy of Neurology :
AAN) 1 2005 SEIC TR E IC CEA DiRERIgS ™
BHLTCRBHB, KFAFIA Vv EERT 3
& FH L T w 3, (hitp://www.aan.com/ga/
practice/guidelines)
EBOBMEPRBHSFS4 > (2000
) W
ONHEBIIRIEZIE IC 5 \» T, CEA DRERET
(5 oM OAL, EEIIRER. FIEFR20%
BROMEE. BRAMRBEE, NUED
WREAZE, HMAIMEEE AR, BEEEF
T B BEHR AR O B, CEA FEEZEH],
80 sl ) & b DEFICH LT, CAS %775
CEpEED NS, (Grade B)
OPBEEIRZASREC 5\ Ty CEA O ERETF%
BrhwiEfllckwcild, CAS:2fT5c e %
BRLTH K o Rl 2B 4w,
(Grade C1) ;
FAFOBFTH A R4 v i3 SAPPHIRE I ic
b & TWTYERE N7z b o (CREST WF9ERT)
TH Y, 80 L OEEEICD W T CAS R
HEIR X LT B,

LB L7 k5w, BEINRIPEEOBE I OW
T BURCUE CAS I CEA L AZ0MERD
ETHKHBEEERE 2 5 Chv T AR
BH Y nERE-ELARREBOATH A,
BIBENA ¥ 94 b, AHA SEcEBE e
LI ONWT CRESTHIE OB %+ 2. C
CEAHELEE 2B A ¥, ({RAFBECH 5,

T TGRS L 2 RS R b BE R I gm0
B ORI, LI CAS kBT 5888 -
FREOESGH EEZ Lnborbs Y, B
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Clinical Evidence in Carotid Artery Stenosis Treatment and Subjects for
Further Study

Mitsuhito Mase, M.D., Ph.D.”, Hiroyuki Katano, M.D., Ph.D.", Yusuke Nishikawa, M.D., Ph.D.",
Kazuo Yamada, M.D., Ph.D.V

1) Department of Neurosurgery, Nagoya City University Graduate School of Medical Sciences

Carotid endarterectomy (CEA) is an established surgical treatment for carotid stenosis. Recently, carotid
artery stenting (CAS) has become aveilable as an alternative for treating the disease. However, which surgical
method is the better choice is still controversial. Recent developments in medical treatment have brought remark-
able improvement in the outcome of carotid stenosis. It is therefore time to reconsider the guidelines for carotid
stenosis treatment based on the updated clinical evidence.
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e — CAS KT A EF vy Al onwTLEa—L, B0l
IFUHIC o T
B DWLTHET 3

3 Bl IR e 78 0 1o w5 % BB IR P R ‘ﬁ?ﬁf (carotid

endarterectomy : CEA) DG & FHRIMEIZ 3010 A

IERMEZABIRIREE DB TFEHICET 2

BEIC LI T EF A E LTS L TWwD, L L3 - s "
BIRA 7 > bR (carotid altery stenting: CAS) #2300 AR (CEA CRIEROLR)
bHh, FLEARREEOENE L itk lick b, Hib) NASCET (North American Symptomatic
IRBEAE D 'Fmﬁm_l LR TR D B IR B i}“‘ ®CBMLL, B Carotid Endarterectomy Trial)®?

WE O 5 LEZ 5D, Tablel I SN FE THRE ALeTfibis RCT (randomized controlled trial) T,
NI FHBNIRPEAE W B %Ltikﬁ%‘“éﬁ‘& T AEFIE LS — B S (transient ischemic attack : TIA) £ 7-
AT, BIED CEA & CAS O LBGERR ¢ I 2 m Ik {% nondisabling stroke > & 120 F DA o 3B R H 72 5E
BB ICBE LTl CEA DM TH D, CAS IR & 2,885 il % WG ABHEHE (best medical treatment) & 9+
SRR O 2 W RIS U728 To A CEA IR LT BHAEE (best medical treatment plus CEA) HiR b 431FEb
EHEEF L, Zh5 D study DAL TL S FE— L 72, 1991 FEDIREY Tl Xk - T 30% 34 hE,
T, BHROFIC B2 ¥ 5, £/ CAS LA 30~69%, 70~99% @ 3 BEIZ OV THRET L 72, # DR,
Bhape s b U 7= 3a v, ARtz ofs CEA & 70~99% O & EEFRAERE T 2 SE[E o [ AR b 56 A 3R

S - BIDEA, T467-8601 il EOTRRRRERHEINT TG 1 4 BT SL ket KA B I B g R
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Table 1 Randomized controlled trials for the treatment of carotid stenosis

Trials Symptomatic/Asymptomatic Treatments Published year
NASCET Symptomatic CEA vs medical 1991, 1998
ECST Symptomatic CEA vs medical 1991, 1998
ACAS Asymptomatic CEA vs medical 1995
ACST Asymptomatic CEA vs medical 2004, 2010
SAPPHIRE Both CEA vs CAS 2004, 2008
EVA-3S Symptomatic CEA vs CAS 2006
SPACE Symptomatic CEA vs CAS 2006
1CSS Symptomatic CEA vs CAS 2010
CREST Both CEA vs CAS 2010
ACST-2 Asymptomatic CEA vs CAS 2009 start

(The treatment which has significantly better results is under-lined.)

IAMRRAREEECAT IS - 20 (UVRHETEE: 9%, PSR
R 26%, p<0.001). 772 LMY X203 6%LLT
EV) G ETH B, 1998 AL DG TIHEREE 5
180 FIBAN O 50~69% 0 v145 JiE Sl 4g

TR AL o FE A BN SV BRI T R o 72 (MR
WEIRHE: 15.7%, WEHERHE: 22.2%. p=0.045).

ECST (European Carotid Surgery Trial)
a—1y o Cfrh iz RCT ¢, nondisabling stroke,
TIA & % W i HIHEEED & 6 A F DL o0 3B IR Be 48
3,024 4 7% W SUSBTEE (CEA MifT) & IEFMBciRn
VT LB U2, 1991 AE DR TR L o T
29% LT, 30~69%, 70~99% ) 3 BHZAr VTR L 7.
70~99% JRAEPETIE RN Y A 7 & & 0T 3 EM 40
AR F L RO TR D o T (RN T 12.3%,
JEFHTHE - 21.9%, p<0.01). & 512 1998 FFDOHE? ¢
VEBRAEHE DY 80~99% o ¥ L PR AE T AT -& ORI & R
WER R % b Fo A R R FERE SR RO B S
ot CRUE: 6.8%, JEFHRE: 20.6%, p<0.0001).

P
oy

vs

BRI FRENRIRAERE DAEIRIE FBEICEI T 2
KRB (CEA SRR DIE)

[1] ACAS (The Asymptomatic Carotid Athero-

sclerosis Study)?

ALk cfrb itz RCT T, 60% LAk oo SEfE k3B IR
PesEhE 1,662 Hl% W 4ic CEA B & WRNREETRICHR b 4
PPERIE U e, NI A o0 5 SRR Y R 71
CEA BETHEIZMEA > 7 (CEA #E: 5.1%, PIRHGERE
11%, p=0.004), 7272 LFMV A2 %2 3BT LTS
EWGEMTH o . E IR L A D IE nondisabling
stroke DA D X 9 T, disabling stroke % 6§ & v 9 =

YT Ao fo, CEA TEOJAMTINIZ 8 % & 0rE
(Rgmsrf « FEEEE) 2.7% D9 B, BIMAEFERSZICEY b o
M L2% b Hot. 5HEHRD CEA I X 2uks X O
WA 2w, BiEZNEN 8%, 66%, X
P13 1.4%, 17% T, LSBT 5 CEA DX S 2
W75 & o 7220

ACST (Asymptomatic Carotid Surgery
Trial)™

A—n oy A% R BT b L RCT ©, &
FEEEME S 2 iddiEE 6 A A DL L 72 60% DL Lo
FHBIIRMEZE % 3,120 % 5 5R 1 CEA #F (%< CEA
BEORE) ENBREER (LiIEs {RE AT, BEE
UL CEA Z1TH ) IR D A Mg U 72, AFRiTE
S I T o, TS BT Y A 7 6% BUT IS
BRAE L 72, 5 SER D MAA R & 72 3R OB 13 CEA #ET
TR %ol (CEARE: 6.4%, INELANENE 11.8%,
p<<0.0001), MR 2.8% &K WA &7z,
CEA BTz « FRT Ot i B o b & 4R &
Elo A D EREE8.2%, Zoth 4.1% T, MBI
CEA PHIETH D Z LR ENT .

BLEE D 60% BA 1 oy S £ 1 88 3 IR e 4 o W9 %
CEA 1%, FFHI&EDHEL 3%EMICINAZ S Z L3 TE S
Mgk - Wi X - Tirbhiid, FEEHRART
EWBZIEWTESZ EDNEHS N,

X IR

ACAS & ACST %2 é&dr 3 9® RCT 5,223 % 4z
WL 7, 2 OFEH, CEA i FMRNEEh & 2KEsh o G
BRiE% 3 4ERCR 30% A 387, Lip L CEA @ 14¢
DM zE e s bR EE A 138 1% (3 AR THY 3%) &
MEBLOTH-7, FHRMURKAE RS X ORI

672 listsE 22% 9% 201349 H



29% CH ot Dk b MWREGLEBBIREAERE (C T 5
CEA Dtz 27 &b 3EMERML v L BN T
T (FREEE 5 R,

——

CEA & CAS ODLEBERER

SAPPHIRE (Stenting and Angioplasty with
Protection in Patients at High Risk for
Endarterectomy) study'®*”

dek® ik L7 RCT ¢H 3. JERME 0% 1H 5

W HEREEE 80% BL L o BHE IR Mg fE B ¢ CEA
high risk @ 334 #l2 kT8I, CAS#F & CEA BECIRYD o7
VIR L 72, NI ADRE 6% kN ICIREI N, AT v
ki3 E AR (Smart & 3\ ik Precise) G, 7 A4 VY —
Iz X % protection device (Angioguard & % \»lf Angi-
oguard XP) Z{#H L 7. 2004 sEOWE T3 1 FEo 2
Oy —DIEA RV b G, 30 HRIADLEHIEZE - K
A, 31 E DA o [FRRS ) o SefFg e =81d CAS #ET
A7 C (CAS BE: 12.2%, CEA B 20.1%, p<0.05),
CAS DB AN S 7 (p=0.004). 1 FEROTHHE
13 CAS BETHEIC A e dr -7z (p=0.04). 2008 FE D
HOT, 3 EM OB B T TR 2
W EPRENT,
PIEEAS & U CUE e - BBk & A TR L T
WB I EMEIT O S, GHEL b IEREMENS  BHRE
T3 (CAS #: 70.1%, CEA BE:72.3%).

-~

EVA-3S (Endarterectomy Versus Angio-
plasty in Patients with Symptomatic Severe
Carotid Stenosis) trial'®
77 VAT bl RCT €, FEMME 60% LU L% D
B IRBe 2 E 5 T CEA low risk @ 527 il % %412,
CAS Bt L CEA #HICHRD W R L7z, 5 o AT v
k& 7 FEFHO protection device D3{EF S 417203, study
DD 5 protection device DFFHHESEZ 1z (1
F 91.9%) . &tk id CEA 25 HILL L, CAS 12 #IbL Eo
BT H o725, CAS i 12 HIbl LofEE o EEET ¢
PR L WELIHIRELH -7, 1 HABLU 6 AR
DI B & VAR FEIER & CEA #0139 B H R
Zdpote (CAS: CEA=9.6:36% [30 HI, 11.7:6.1%
[6 /1 H1). CAS #D R OFEIL protection device %
fERL TR \viE ) 3% o 7.

R & L T protection device DFFF Z 41Ty 7 Vo
B 5 2k, iHORBAELBEEESEHES LTy
% 12)_

Jpn J Neurosurg

SPACE (Stent-Protected Angioplasty ver-
sus Carotid Endarterectomy) trial®

KAy, A4 R, #—X MY 7 T{Tbii RCT T,
KA 50% B L o0 BB IR$E 7200 3% © CEA low risk O
1,200 % % 4eic, CAS BEE CEA BRCIRD i Heliz L
7o, WiE SR IX CAS, CEA & b 25 L Lo & &
n, 3O AT >+, 5 RO protection device B3 >
St (HRE27%). 30 Flo% & EHIINAR R a3
RN R X < (CAS BE: 6.84%, CEA Hf:
6.34%), CAS OIFFIRIFIIA I -7z, BT A
7 (RaFEd - JE00) 1 CAS B, CEA EZ e 7.68%,
6.51% T, &b & LCoOFERE (6%) 22T
Wrs,

[ & LT protection device DFFHIEMA EH DT
D L, EORER GEOMMHEINER) 1
Fons,

ICSS (International Carotid Stenting

Study)m
FEARME 50% Db o BB RS 220 O 1,713 Fl% R gk

12 L7z RCT T, CAS BEL CEA BRCIRD 4y khie L 7.
i e id CAS, CEA & % I4EM] 10 PILLERE 50 $IB
Lo L R, protection device fHiH DL i o
7o (EBEE 72% CHH). 120 Holgzsrh, Jors, Lk
FESEIE CAS BECHBEICH A > 7= (CAS BE:85%, CEA
e 52%, p=0.006),

IR & L T protection device 2 iFHERE D oo 7z
T &, CAS OTHEDEEMEL S T T Wik O & 2MEH
ENTHL 32,

5] CREST (Carotid Revascularization
Endarterectomy versus Stent Trial)®

JeAcfrbii/: RCT ¢, A 50% DL D % v ik
FEE 60% DL o> BEIIREEASE 35 ¢ CEA low risk O
2,502 Hl& xRz, CAS #E & CEA BRICIRD 4l L
7o, B SM £ LT CEA AER 12 HIDL EOJEfT & &0F
FESRAYEREMEIE 3%, fEfRME 5% LUT & &4, CAS Ik
CREST Interventional Management Committee fi i Jif, i
RIFE & 37z, Bi— device (Acculink—-Accunet system)
% FA> protection device OIS E Lz, —RL v
FRA > MR okzesh, e, OFBER KOS
v ¥ LAbEE 4 SEDA O R T, SESRICIEECf
i ok (CAS HE: 7.2%, CEA #E:6.8%). 7272
LRI o Ao asid CAS BETHE IS { (CAS
BE:4.1%, CEA #:23%, p=0.01), D% CEA
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Fig. 1 Hazard ratio for primary end point with CAS
[reprinted from Brott TG, et al., 20107 ]
FRHCHEEIC S D 5 72 (CAS I 1.1%, CEA ¥ 2.3%, p=
0.03) . JEAR I AR b L RN A v o0 A c;c”mq &LL<
(CAS 1 2.0%, CEAHE:24%, p=0.85), 3
o te. F RN koo CililE s i&/bwﬂi i fie
M & MEEEABEE 3 o bk v FR A v BT CAS T
& CEA BETHEE Ao 72hs,  Jwiid ’Y\'PO)"}“I D
W, fEBEEC IR CAS BRICH IS < (CAS #F: 5.5%,

CEA FE: 3.2%, p=0.04), &) “#i?&fﬁ?ﬁ)&?ﬁ’“)f: (p=
0.15). 4EHG & DBIRCIHEIEEDSH O (p=0.02), 70
LA T Tl CAS OB & <, 70 BBl T
CEA DIE 5 ko7 (Fig. 1),

DL X b CEA low risk O NSTIIRYe N (e, e
FEfB A de) 1R B CAS @ CEA WY B IES PEHSE
B & e,

CREST DN & LT,
YEEAL VPR ANTYSEZ EWPE L fnfﬁ?iéf)a
2P Fiadb %JMM(A‘T‘ WS I A D quality of life
(QOL) W% 5.2 5 DIk L, RO AE%E 1
% QOL mf%,&i% Wr b2 06 THh B0
FEfe Itk DR gE % Bk & CEA DIX )b#ﬁ(h@ﬁmﬁ“#
FLC DFEEHAPEDNH & Do {, T DEIF 4 FEHRTH
BT - 7229,

fESE e O T R SE % -

HARSA4
KIBDIGEETFRIES A F 5 4 > 2000V T 13 fi et 8
BRIz (NASCET 70% LA b2 7L — F A, HHEg ek
Z'L—F B) 0w CRPTIIVMEEE 2 & R B O
PYEREICIN 2T, i & ORI L 3GE L 71113,
iR ic B W CEA 2770 Z EDHEEE M Cw5, F/
SEE R BB IR g (60% B 1) T, Pl g

674

stEk 2% 9%

90

W SR B OWRIHREICINA T, Fiie X R
MU EGE U 7200, RIS B T CEA 2179 Z &
MRS N T (7L —F B). CAS I Tlk CEA @
FEBRIRF 2 RO 8 U CfT 9 & 0o s T

%, 24U SAPPHIREW? itz 8 L 72 H T, i
R 509% LA 1 &5 % W b IEREE 1 80% DA L A5 & 78 -
TV,

2011 FEDHLE A B A4 >0k CREST i 7 S
L, F£7: CEA, CAS ZNFNDY AT BB L TR
R B kA E b o7, Tibhb CEA U AZH
SEI K <, FRAEREDS 70% DL (YRR A X —0 v ’/)
a%éu:» 3 50% DL (B F —F VIIAETREE) e
U LTI Y R 7 03 %?Ka‘hl'féé
'm;:t CF A irﬂ'fﬁ'ﬁ*i‘ T % (class I recommendation),
E7z CAS U R 7 AU DAK <, B 0% B L (JF
RHEA A= 0 7) H B0 50%E 1 (B F —F L
) ORE B BRI e A% BB L L T S I
R HY 6% ENMTH L CAS PHEEEN T3 (class
I recommendation), 70% B4 |- o> ST g 4 B ik e e gple
FEIT R L TR ) 2 2 934 i CEA g &
fk LT % (class a Iecommendatlon) - EEE A
IR 2 R o8& ld CEA 28 IRT
5 é:f)», CEA e\_xf-i L < g Vo B i «J%VJJ»/'% ik
CAS IR T 3 Z EDMIC o TWwd ELTw3
(classIla recommendation) SRS (e B IR A (A

FIE T 60% DL 1 d B SV T 70% DL
Iz B CAS W Tl &b TIRGE L - T3
Banahb Litkoens, WEIEE ST 2 ik
fifg 37 4T v 2w (class Il b recommendation) & E 41T W
%,

RELGEDIES

HENAER (FUlvNEORE s, FEFEERE, BERRMEEE, IR
’l‘i,\?ﬁfﬁ:/ﬁ“ﬁ?) H 2R LTED, PIBREEZ 25
SR PESHB IR AR 10 2 IR R ORI & 4 2l D &
5N LAY, Table2 N E TGS NT
V> % 50% BA b o) SERE B B IRFRASIE 12 1T 2 NRRA
BB 2 & ERIFEE A R s £ LD b D
TV, FERELEDHL < 7 2400 THHIIRNAE T o Fis
RIFEF LT3, 1995 4D ACAS 1o BT % CEA B
AR SRR L 15% /SR TH » 7253, 1997 42D ACBS
(Asymptomatic Cervical Bruit Study) W SR O PR
B4 Y6 B D T 0 R 45 o BB S8 1 ACAS @ Z i & D
WU g b MR BRI ]9 5 CEA @

2013 4 9 H



Table 2 Annual ipsilateral stroke rates of patients with asymptomatic severe (>>50%) carotid stenosis managed

with medical intervention alone [reprinted with modification from Abbott AL, 2009"]

Study Publication | Sample | Ipsilateral stroke
year size rate/year (%)

Johnson | Natural history of asymptomatic carotid plague 1985 121 3.3
Toronto | Outcome in patients with asymptomatic neck bruits 1986 113 0

VACS The Veterans Affairs Cooperative Study Group 1993 233 24
ACAS Asymptomatic Carotid Atherosclerosis Study 1995 834 2.3
ECST European Carotid Surgery Trial 1995 127 2.3
ACBS Asymptomatic Cervical Bruit Study 1997 357 1.2
CHS The Cardiovascular Health Study 1998 185 1.3
NASCET | North American Symptomatic Carotid Endarterectomy Trial 2000 216 -

ACSRS | Asymptomatic Carotid Stenosis and Risk of Stroke Study 2005 1115 1.3
ASED Asymptomatic Stenosis Embolus Detection Study 2005 202 1.2
SMART | Second Manifestations of Arterial Disease Study 2007 221 0.6

FERMEIC DTN 2 BT 2RBHIcETw 3 LE2 BET T — 7, transcranial doppler (TCD) $° MRA -]

55,

Si0RE

T LTHASBE, 1990 FERIICTTh L0 DDk
B R RBUC T o ¥ F v A BN IRFAE 1o % g
% CEA OFEMEREZEETEHICE-STWBE I LA
hdrs, # LT CAS OB L b, AREHEA A OE
RIS Z, 2 0FIERRZ 9 L O DELTT
birss, CEA 7L v>9 RCT b3, CAS DIEH
%R RCT & HTHIS I3 E LT3, CEA &
Y FOFHARELY Y VIO I RELICE > TEHED
DWEEH->TH, FMFREEERETTIELZINTE
b, FRICKERMEREZ 5 X RELRINE TR
ot L USRI CEA ORIMHA&ME (&Rzsp
LHET) DOFEERKITIEBIED S A, NASCET (1991 %5
F)VD 5.8% 7D 5 EVA-3S (2006 EFEE) DD 3.9%,
CREST (2010 :5632)% D 32% &, BRI L »C
EEIIET L TE TS, Z1id CEA ORI
k2L EHiEr LANBHAROESICL B LEZS
N5, BWLZ USHBHNIEEN A OGN Z I L 7~
& EORBONBRAEIEOHRBE S BRICIA E L Tw
LHUT, INEFTEME INAZETFT Y AL HREY
RETH D, FBRBENAC Lo TR OB RSP
WIS A I D W T I NRHAIE D12 9 A L
WEWIERSLH BV, L LIRS EEIIR A o
RN LARHABZ BN T 2 L LTl woTh 59
s, SEREGEEHBIIRAERE DR T b, FFIRERIL LT
WD B DIRFETH B, HBHIEEPS B L DR

BIAT 252 U WiEH, oxygen extraction fraction (OEF)
DR HH B2 JERERRE B IR AR A SR R & 7 B
THEFIZOOCTESITHS ST 2 2 LIEIEHICERE
BABOMETH D, Z DD 2 TN B IR
DHBHAIEEE (CEA/CAS) 122\ TR NBHARHE 2 KK
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