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Histoly of Coronary Intervention - Insight from Vascular Pathology
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A F I X B MR E AL B 5| S
TIRETH . ZoMkEEELUFET 5 0DO TR
EEBIIR N A SR E RS B OREIT/ NI 0
boTiL. FlIFREEIS TNV — AT —
TIVIT & B R BIIRGEE 13 19TT4F Gruentzig &
IZ& - THID THIAT S N TLLR, Itk OE B o
BRI IS T B RGO E LTAHICE
2FTHRLOWERZRT TE, NIb—vhT—
7V (POBA) IZ X 216 OBIRII K& R lRE S
ZIDFEIETHROMN, EBEDO LI AREFERD
FRAERIFIEHITE N DD TH - 72, NI IMERE
IS B0, BEBRIZKXOE 2 ORISHE
0, ERELUTHAENKOEK, MENHED Y
E5 Y v 7 (negative remodeling) b7 o8N 3
IR U,

FrAE NI O BEAH I3 T I O BERIC X 5 b
DT, EBF -2k b PDGF (fi/Mi H R 845E IR
F) 75 ED Growth factor A3 -3 il i o BLGE « i
ERBEELTHE I EMRENTHAL 2F D, Il
FREEICEOIMI MM L, Zhids|&kix PDGF
75 & OB T ASFEBL I A, I M0 0 Bl A g
9. PDGF i3\ bW 3” wound-healing (15D 114,
B OMBETHERRHELRICLTED, NIV—
VHT=TIVIZ X BIEEDOERNE S Z D7 wound-

healing” OBWEEFLIL T3 Z EMGn 5.

— i T Negative remodeling 2B U T, #EN
g &EMNT LT, MERZEDOLDODMENT 5 EH
PAEDFRN L5 5. Z OBIRISTHBGN B % Hi
DAIEST, EFELTLIBFICEBLTifTshi
MEN@EN (IVUS) 2l THRE SN T
WAL ZHERIMFIChP AT EIETEINEIITLS
MDD EEIZ & & 785 S DFRH L NIRIN E& 2 S
NTHW5. ZhsDlELERERYT ~L Rk D RE
27 v MRS hIcE 0D BN 5.

€8 X5 b (BMS) OBEE

HEEWRE NN 5XZ B Ay ¥ 2 RO|E T /N A
Z&LT&EAT > M (bare metal stent; BMS)
D3 U C Atk B IR PAZE 72 & O R B2 B RS 7E
BE#%DAIHESBINICA Lz, ThiTinZ THng
® Negative remodeling 21z 5 Z & THFEH O
PAERGINT L7zh8, 2D BMS % H 07258 %0
FIIRZERIIB0BRRETH DR U TR 378 h - 72,

A7 v MHRIE & WS MEGF IR U TR
FROBEMNEZ 24, IhoB3liaT 7 F U EME
ORSMEBINETH 2. Zh o OFils & Ol
NILE OBTEM Z 7~ NEER DO TIRAEDORIKTH
B0, ERMICHEER 3 27 v NNERAEE KRS
DEMIT I ORIHOREIC X 5. HEFEMHRETIC X
D 25T S NIJEREEIN IS A O PRINT- & LT,
IMEHIEDMHEE, Necrotic core ~N\DAT Y FZARMT v
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h DaA (penetration of necrotic core) & Eh3dH
D, WIFNLMFITHT 2EENZBLTND EH
ZoNBL ZOWETIRZAT v M & 3 B R
DETET 2O H A NI D B A SRR 7S OB & T
LT29% DA R ohizE LTS, ZDLHI
M1 2 BIE DG ENE NI 5 Hd: sk
FHEWI RIGEBBLTWA Z EAREEhnt, %
7o, RAESIGL b FBAE O Fe AR I (E RS B 2R T
7077 —VRTY v NBRETE LI RRERIG
FERAE A RD IFERI D ST 8% 5 THRWEFNIZE L T
BICHRO I ENRE SN TS, 2ok icmeE
XS B 55E, B TR SN 3 RIERISERAE D
HERFEB-TEY, hohml Aons B
T, WETRICBOTHEENSHEICR SN S
ZEDGINB.

HHBFHLZ7 >V b (DES) 0FE¥k%E

AR IE DES FERIZ A - TR U 7248, 1=ka
BMETEDS E—EOHETHEREEZHIZT S, #
BAE DN U 72 fEMRIA 113 BMS Rl & 20109 3 23,
BEERLE UTHIIRN, EEH, WATRELT
BN, X7 v MEREAR, ARILKEZ, 181k
FERE, HBERRER ERbFons. 2% 0, DES
RARIZIE > T2 DB R Licb DD, ~NAY X
7 BE, WAV TIRAT VY MABERTEMHED
SEIEHNEETH 5 2 EDREENS.

DES ® 27 v MEBRAED X 71 = X LT DT
AW BMS L EEb 75, Fifiae 7
o747 A v OEGESE S5, LinL, Gonzalo
5 ¥ Optical Coherence Tomography (OCT) %
T DES AR O HRAERAL ZBEL, £/~
5 5 BMS FfR& O ZHMES - T 5 2 & &
LT3 FROUFFRIEENIIENTHZ {fTbh
TH OS5, i3 DES HERDIMERE (Vascular
healing) O#EFENEH D BMS DZzn EHRL 5 &
NG 2 52 65h 5. DES WE#%o MERE
W IR OEBETEIET 5, LWbWwd “delayed
arterial healing” MESN 57, T O ITERE
MAFEDFK & UTiEH &1, DES Mgtk
B 2 L TIERICEHEETH 5%, DES HEHRD X
7 v MEBICRE (b LIFEE) T2 b%
BEBZ TOBDHERAREOMMIEREH 5 I
THHETH S, FEHITHE PRI & - THE
KN B BMS fRARE O FENE (Figure 1)
LU, DESozh TR e ct LA
AN GBI TH 5 (Figure 2). Nakano 5iF
DES O FBASNZ ITMaks % 3 2 — 7 > 58 BMS
LT, —hfTcrartsruhreh oy

2

7 R EDOHEANREAETH 5 a2t LS,
COBBDRA A=A LIEHE DRI TN,
HHN D BT K 0 L5975 53T VIR A A HEE U,
NS O TIEHHIEA KA T E RO T EEE A B 5 O
TRBEOMEEFIEL TS, Fi, ZOMHES
B MRS Neoatherosclerosis ¥4 D It & 75 %
nEEMED S B EHEZ SN B,

s—HREMAE R TV FORBENSHIBAL T
A7V bOELER

20044 Lancet sEIZEFEMER 7 > MMRFED 4 Hi]
WA SN TR, FHIEI X T >~ Mtk 5:8%
PEMMIED N MK T 2 7, HIMRICH 1T 5
PG P EESERE o LTE R,

Delayed arterial healing ; & &AEBIEDEE

Delayed arterial healing i3 Joner 512K » Tix
ONTHE S N GBFEYE R 7 > MIARRE O F 72 5 JFIK
TH DT HANEH R T > b D3 ARG A& 4
52 EIT & - TR AN D 2T, B A 1T U
W ET AP, BB AT N 7 &2 B
DR E T L, BpE THRAED V) X 7 Akt
T3, B, XTAZNVZATYMTE1-30HRE
JETHNBALATE T4 572, DES 12815 Z 0k
He&% Delayed arterial healing EFEIE4, FRBL2E
1213 Uncovered strut, Fibrin deposition #8372 i
WTdH s (Figure 3). 441 DES O I & RS
HRAERORINICBIRZ SR ENE EEZ 6N T
Wichs, ZokOBETIRRAE & HiCiR4 I Un-
covered strut OFE LD LT &, iRRGBIEIE
NTREOWBENGLITHED 2 &GS NAn0, 0L
R ZEREFIT, SRR ZE12 18 & D b W B BIHEN
ZIZBOTEOBIEST S EnREGEIhTEY, &
D& BREFITIREBESSLEEEZ Shi,

ZDMOEHERERICK D X7 v MNOKBE

FB D K 5 I MUETG B FE O fRE T R Rt & &
HITUEE L TL 208, @RI & X7 o MIRIE
B—EOHETHET 2 (Wb B BERERT ~
MAKSE) ZEMAISNTHS, EHEIIhSDE
BHKEZ 2T v NAERO R ERIGERL, 1€
£M b0 &L T#HBKIG (Hypersensitivity
reaction) # £ U Neoatherosclerosis %2815 713,

20044F Virmani o2y m ) LABEH ATV M E
B8, HIZHRAE L7 27 ¥ MIAERERNIZ BT,
27 v MEETRIE ORIRILIR I &K CUFIRER> CD45
Btk D V) v BR7S & D RAEMIE O ZEW IR & v D
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Figure 1. BMS #E&OHEUG. ~FiyiiMila IR I TH 2 2 Lhibns.
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Figure 2. DES & BMS DA NG DEL, BMS T3 Cell density % Collagen 232 Dzt L T DES O ¥4
PR IZ 13 Proteoglycan 72 &D ECM 23250, (OCHk 8 & © #k# Nakano M et al. Eur Heart J 2013 ;
34 1 3304-3313)
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Figure 3. M5EERGAREORESE, X7 AFIVZAT Y P TRAT VY MA NSy MBBEISNTHS DT LT, [WHIMF
WU DES IZEBWTEATY MA NSy NOWENAETHEZZE, 747 ) vOUESRSNSE CCH

T & D).

Figure 4. Hypersensitivity reaction iZ& 2 27 » MKRIED—Fl. 2+ 5 v MEABIZIFEEERP Y v BRFEHROFESH
BRIE GRS O, HOIMEERSEELTH 5,

% hypersensitivity reaction IZ#2K 4" % EFed: 2 7
v MNIRTEDIEFITH B LW Lic, ZokH i
hypersensitivity reaction W\ v¢h &HE—H > o
J LR R TV FTH B Cypher stent IZHFEK
Ao, EEEHAERZBRINICEZ > TS5 2
EMSRY =TT A RILTH 2HNREI N
(Figure 4). % —{tft DES 2%} % Hypersensi-
tivity reaction {3 Otsuka 51T & % — IR D &A1
EEESTED, SBREOHEEORENE SN Z M

BHEHIREETH B,
ISICEFELI AT v MEEROHENBENIZE
WiR= 7 v 7 7 — VR0 7 78 & O BIRIE L
AL E#RH 5 Z &i12iFEH L, Neoatherosclerosis &
EFE L7218 (Figure 5). ZHO IR % H o 7ofst
THABIRELMEZ LD DES 1280 T, Kb &k
FEicELRIICRon s 2 EMHHL, Fo2h S
DEALDFIRIER Z T MIMIEDHINE LB 2 &
NEEE N, BRELTE, A7V MEEBON
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Figure 5. Neoatherosclerosis D fXEFI. HHIAEH R 7 > b OPERNBENITESEME 27 (Necrotic core) D3R5 5.
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FERE N &, BEBHEMETN TS, 2L,
BMS #iE#% Oil#E kL IZ & Neoatherosclerosis 1%
Rohzicw, BFEREH—-TRRLI ENR®BEH
T3,
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27 v hEHBEICE TR L, AT PR b
Z v N OWERPE-MREFEL T P EHL
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CEEBLCEMNI B EDOTH D, /MG 2 FIDE
MM OBHLIZ S HfERFE ST B8, 7272
L, Otsuka 5D Tid Neoatherosclerosis @ ¥
HEBHEICB LT3 IS RA I X 7 o b R
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