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2018 = FLR A4 B (World Health Organization: WHO)DREIZ L 5 & iS5}
DOITIRK OF 1 ALFE M EER TH H[1], MMM LEEER &1, BOESO
TitEZE e & DML Z KT OMIRTH v | LF OIERFEICKT LT, £h
ICRA I BFEEAMETE R RoTEARRORIEE VD, DI E R I3 IE
(REE BB BB ZEETH Y | Bt OEEOZ W, EIEEAL, 1R #
ORGE, VAZJ@INEB L OTFHETIICEE R T A2 5FX ) T4
Th D, LApIGE SPECT(single-photon emission computed tomography)iZ = 5 & Ifi.
#F ffi 1X AHA/ACC/ASNC (American Heart Association/American College of
Cardiology/American Society of Nuclear Cardiology) D % A K7 A > <o H KD LMk
EERETA FT7A BV Tm RS, BSZHoIT—1T 2202
— F& LTELS WS TV A[2-4],

JEE MAT PRI O M Mol & DA A N2 R FIE & DBIRMEIZ DV TIEL, K
IZ% 17 %5 COURAGE 7 %% (Clinical Outcomes Utilizing Revascularization and
Aggressive Drug Evaluation trial)[5]? % 7 ###T(COURAGE trial nuclear substudy)
MRt &N T2, BIREIE TOLAFIGE SPECT 21T~ 7214, OESE, FEBFEHY L 18
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A% CHRE I o B w2 23 ASDS% (1A% SDS% —1R¥EHIT SDS%) 7% 5%LA Rk

FEROT-BHIIFUCERE L I LT 5 FLUNO TERPFEICRLFTHD Z &
WE INTZ[6], AFIZBWTEH, HELOEATHIE TR A WM & IR RE 217
W, IRPRATE T ASDS%2Y 5%Lh Bt 258 60 7o HEITIEDGERE & e LT 3 4FLU
NOTHRPAEICRIETHD Z & 2WE L[7], FLEPEO S LR
T % Japanese Assessment of Cardiac Events and Survival Study  (J-ACCESS) 4 #Jf
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8]l ZNHDHEND, FRUEZITIRIFIZ LY ASDS% T 5%LL EOUGEN
LR D T2 IGHATD SDS%A 5% ETH S Z L5, mmATHEO®RR L L
THIbLWEEZx bz,

— . B LEEORENKRAE & LT, HEIKES (coronary angiography:
CAG) & V) | CAG (2B D EENRIEZE DTEREIC & £ fFEIFRIEIE R 2 2 =2 77 b
L7z % DI Synergy between Percutaneous Coronary Intervention with Taxus and
Cardiac Surgery (SYNTAX) score 73& 5[9], Genereux ©I%, 7 A7 AR D
SYNTAX score (baseline SYNTAX score) & OV 14T P @7 #% @ SYNTAX score
(residual SYNTAX score)Z 5 (H L. S8R MATHEIEE & 725 residual SYNTAX
score 7% PCI % 1 fFLLNOFEMITH% TRICAEH TH 5 &#dE L72[10], S HIZ

Farooq © 1%, RNEEMATHEE & 78> 72 B35 D residual SYNTAX score % 1 VL | 4
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IR, SELESELR, 9L koD 3 iy, (OlsE, FEBSERYLmiREZE, Hzs
FORIEL L, T X TORMITHFEDHIT 2 0ME A X MEDER E L
72354, residual SYNTAX score 3 9 UL D BEEETIX PCI 14 5 AELLN O L L&
ARy MBIEEPFREICE LS, BITRICHRBEET S 2 & 2WE LZ[11],
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MAT RN O LIME A N FPRIETRICE W TEER TR THIN - E X5
NDEMB, ZThHOMABEDEIZE D LEA X MIEY A7 & FICHE L
oI, 207D, BHARANORE MM OERBBE BT 2 T
fiirt% o residual SYNTAX score & FEMLELE: & O A 2 M IEIE & DBILRTEIC T

iR 2 I\ AT 2 G L7z,
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2004 4 10 A 225 2015 4 5 A OIC B AR RFHRIEIHBLIZ T, ZFRRE 20 TI-A A
If 99 Te-tetrofosmin /0y EE X [R50 L SPECT('SPECT) % fitif T L. 5%LL E D&
% Rt . EERE RACYCAG) D AT S+, AHA /38 CrEBIRIC 75%LA
FOREFRAINE A L, AT RN (R AREENR L — LR, T A
BIVAT o MR, RIS HYEA T v MR 23T S, AT R
PERNZ LB SPECT(™SPECT) & MBI IRIE M & (CCAG) &2 FFf 2 Z & 23
Hok72 293 Bl xtGe & L, 1 UL EO T %EHFHE 41T - 7=,

BRAMEEIENL 20 R O B . B - JRoRALOARIE O B EE SR IRUE O B
F. BIELODAEOBHE, SMSPECT CHREIMED 5% AT OB, HEINR A 2 A1
(coronary artery bypass graft : CABG) ORETEOH 5 HFE L L, BERF O
RARA v X, DESE, FEESERYOEETE, RLEEPIME & EF LT,

SPECT MLt G T A= O &K% 20 2EIL, Hx DB AL M & 0~4 5O
SEFECHRIICA T Y > FEEli 21T\, summed stress score(SSS). summed rest
score(SRS). summed difference score(SDS) & FH L7z, K\ A 71320 &7 A
Y FDIRRAIT TH S 80 (4X20) TERL T, SSS%. SRS%. SDS%IZZHa L |
MSPECT & 2MSPECT @ SDS%D 7575 ASDS% % B H U C R ifil e 3 & % 54l L
7z, CAG HEf§7>5 SYNTAX score % 5 H U CrEBIRB A2 oD ff5 = 1Y BE 2 2 A
2T\, BICAG DOFERN S baseline SYNTAX score, 2MCAG D575 residual
SYNTAX score & ZVENHH LTz,

293 B, BEREIRIPNIC A RGE L2 13 B2 BRu 72 280 BIGEMRER 96%) % T
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IBEREARTPNIZ 25 B(8.9% )2 L A X2 N FRIE A 58D NFRITDESE DS 2 31
BB HAEIEN 3 B, RLEPOIED 20 FITH Y | DIfFA <o MFIEE
TOMNIEH AU 53 AL FLPH) T 14.1(6.3-26.5)H TH o 7=,

OLE A R B FE TR &2 AR & Cox il Y — FET V& WV TREHT
L7=HE SR, WM TN O SDS%(p=0.0071). ASDS%(p=0.0018). & I 17F-&E
i 1% 0> B fif B 72 58 B HH 3R (p=0.0179) . e ML 1T B & AiT % © CTO K2 D A 4
(p=0.0004). baseline SYNTAX score(p=0.0031), residual SYNTAX score(p<0.0001),
ASYNTAX score(p=0.0010)23Lr L A X M RIETFRIN T & LT Sz, BL
B L8 Cox LAY — RET /L& FHWTHENT L7275 5. ASDS%(p=0.0317)
& residual SYNTAX score(p<0.0001)23H N7 L 72 Do il A X R ISAE TRIR7- & L
THiH Sz,

ROC f#HT 7> B & B LTz O i A~ R RE 2 THI15 5 residual SYNTAX score
DA cut-off I 12 (JBLEE 68%., FFHLE 80%) Tdb Y | areaunder the curve(AUC)
1%0.748 TH o 7o, WMATHENE OEMLERTH D ASDS%D E i cut-off fH
X 5% (JEFE 68%. FFHLE 69%)TH V. AUC (£ 0.684 TH -7, ROC fithrie
HY L7z residual SYNTAX score D cut-off i 12 TRy LT T v~ A%
—fEMT DGR, residual SYNTAX score 7% 12 A OFEIL 12 UL EOREIZ bz LT
BEICTHREEFTHD Z EXRENT(p <0.0001),

Residual SYNTAX score & ASDS% 5 cut-off fE CHEEE 4 X3 L, 77
A X — T T o7& T A, residual SYNTAX score AMEAE (12 Rif) 7> 5%
VI EDEMUEPGONT RN RS TREIH TH Y | residual SYNTAX score 7%
EfE(12 L E)DyD 5%LL EORIMSED G DR > e R R b TEAR Th -

o D2 MO TRITITAEZNRD HAL72(p<0.0001),



ARBFFEIE A AN O i DR BB C L A T AT B o0 1 if i &
residual SYNTAX score & T4 & 0 B 2 DBAZ IR P EL DUV TR L 72t ©
bb, SEEMHTHERI D, ASDS% & residual SYNTAX score 23 RNE L 72 DaIfiL 3%
AR MRIETFRIRTTHY, ZDHOEM cut-off [EZMAKDLED Z & T
M&EA X2 MEIEY 27 OREHHERFIRETH - 7=,

LA T RN O HE I E R AR Cdb D ASDS%d T 14 LD B IZ DUV THEBEIC#H)
HINTEY, KEIZFEIT D COURAGE kD 7 MATIZ IV T, JRERIH T
ASDS%MY 5%LL b D 258 O T BHITIFUGERE & Lt L T 5 FLINDO THRMA
BICRBIHFTHD Z & HE SnTZ[6], BAANDREMELREBE BN TE
B GED SEATHRFELTRANE D L Hi e L [FIHFFE T dd 5 J-ACCESS4 AFFEIZ 50 THEERT
MTOIL, FRERICIRIERT T ASDS%) 5%LL i % iR i BEITIE kB RE & b
LT 3ELUNOTRBERICERIG TH D Z ERHs SnT-[7, 8], AMFFEAER
2BV TIX, ROC AT T ASDS% AUC 1 0.684 & COKAETH - 7223, WD
BAXR N BIEOAEZY 77 LU AL LTWAHTID, EEE 17202 < i
KREDERIZIHD D LEZX LN, RUFFEIZIBNTEH ASDS% D E T cut-off i
1% 5% & BE#R & [FAER 72 FERDBE DN 2 D ASDS% % 5%LL FdE S5 =
EN REMATHREIRR AT O BRO AEE L L THERE S v, 2 DRI LV Pk
BILHHTHZENEBEZ LN,

REERMATREOIEEL72% residual SYNTAX score &% D BH#LIZ DU NTIEBE
IR SN TEY[10, 11]. residual SYNTAX score (5 ML T FF @i % ORI B LY
EW %% T3 5EE/RRK 1 THY, residual SYNTAX score 73 9 LL ETHH LD
I A RBFIEDS M T 2EMESNTODN, ZRHOHE TNV T 1 residual
SYNTAX score % 3 Z3{iiZ oIl COMMAE AU NIEE DB A R ETL7=Hb DO Th
%o ARFZEIL ROC M5 residual SYNTAX score D= cut-off fE 12 ZF HL .
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AT PR AT 2 D /O LB A R R EE TN BT PR A0 THAE L72b DT
HYBED 3 SR HROIFEIEL L, TR B2 E 25D, £
7= B AR N O REIMAT R % O D LA A o MRIE SR K [E L LR L CIRE CTh D
ENHILIVTEYLS, 8], HARAND LI A MEAE TR B LN RZ @RIz
% cut-off fEELTIE 12 Z WD B EVMIfEE B 2 Bz,

SHIZAMFFETIL ASDS% & residual SYNTAX score Zf AW CTT#% THl%
T DL AR REIAEY A7 D JBBIUIZ DWW TRETE 1T 572, Residual SYNTAX
score |Z ASDS% %A f 35 Z £ 12X V| Residual SYNTAX score HUMTIXE K Hi
KAV MAT B O MR M BGERZ IR LT 7 a—F 23 vl ge L/l | wii
TR % OO ILE AR MNIEIV AV ZJERIEL | KV IEM R T#% THICHE AT
HEE z Bz, YL DD residual SYNTAX score & ASDS%IE H A O I D9
SBIRFE OREIMAT PRI O DL AE A R RIE TN W TEERK - ThHEHE
Z BT,

[ARAFFE DS ]

ABFIRIL Mgk THEM L 7= % AME IR TH D | RIGIERIEA Ly 7
W, TR DIIE A R RFIERD 7R AN FOWNFUTR Y A 6T,
%72 CABG DBEfED & 2 BE 13 SYNTAX score DN RATFE T 5 72 HAFSE
KGRI LTI Y | AUFFER R A2 AT id 2 B & 52T OO

TREBREIZY T D Z L BHERZ N,

AMFSETIL 2MSPECT Ot TR S AT T 12 7.3(5.5-9.4) 7 A TH U | 15K
BB ORI & 22> TWD 7o, AT FFER B 0O R M U8 7 o0 FHM 1L IA #E T
5, MSPECT TORMEITEBRITITAT > b INFRZEG] 4 & o8 M 1k i &
ThH D12, PIEOMATHEIC X 2B SGEEN R A EERB L7zt O TIEZR,

WA, B EEINOR A 2 BT 2 B ST DR RIBIROEIC 2 IR ET D72
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HOF Tz 72— & LT SYNTAX score 1T X functional SYNTAX score 73 %E &
N 72[31, 32], SYNTAX score II <° functional SYNTAX score % #9521
SYNTAX score (ZHN % T, 4, MR, 7 LT F=2 27 V7 T A FEEBRHE,
A MR 28 O A 12 M B ZE M T R BB oD A JEE K OV IfL 37 7 i e EL (Fractional
flow reserve: FFRE2N ML E TH S, L LR L, AWZRIZIZAMETHY | K
RS IR A & B PP ZEME IR B O A, FFR EN R CTHH 720, b OR M
IXIREETH - 7o, A OF 2R HHFFEIC L D SYNTAX score I 2 O functional SYNTAX
score & DMHILIE SPECT 12 & 0 B H L7k ik & OM A I X 50
AN FFRIEE OREZ B BN L7zuy,
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i IR O 8 FR RS D L A T FF R 1% 0 O i A X R IIE T RIS VT, D
I SPECT X % ik & residual SYNTAX score % filAx & ot 7=l A
HATohoT,
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