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R TR o

A RIEB 2RI AP »EHd A Rp %" s B o BN e Rl B p
AFFEZRED LS %%‘é‘va °

B. AT © LLRAD P r B o MBI RINDRF inf

(Qﬁﬂfiﬁﬁiﬁﬁiuﬁ%%§%?”éiifﬁ%ﬂ’f
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i
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8.2. A 5 3
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EOoONAGELZRAD ERRELST AT RO BEEL T -
(1) ¥acg* L

EERFHEEAITEE RBEAATRBELELRAD O Ak B E TR
HITE KR B LT SRR ET R ERGT LT L BB R o
2 *kzEFD B

IR EABLE FEREA AT R BEREHPITERT > ARZ # L f
7 I N e H L G gL o
(3) & £ irehF R Fime

AP E L HBREA R R LR Dk R S D e

%%‘ FRORAL FEMRPE o AP F RGBSR CE X 2 A }g%qﬂ)ﬁr%

FoOGON AT B G AP B F R TR AR Bl R R it

(4) MirR F

EHBET AR A A KD ED bF L EFR TR it
?QW?ﬁéﬁﬁﬁ%%% LT M EF R TR o A AR R F R

? LH jf’“f))'? 17 'Pg)é‘ FFEH s TV BIETS

SRl

4

BT8P o~ EiES eh

o

o

b

(5) #eRs B A 14

EHHE I ELBRE DR TR RAN > T EEHMBERLS

L9 4 sy Af 5
m;,g_fi A A '%z%}%"v

9. HARTEREE > TAHTRASE RLAFTLRAIF LA H NP EAFR
W2 B RA P RPER -

AP ERSE RS REA VR T B UEBRAD 0T N RPER
(F*FAETRER) PHEATFREETEFE2L -
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T~ pi‘ ‘P%
(=) AR APMLEFRRE BT RS

e A s (s B F R 5 2 ABR S KA TRAL 35BS L

JeE i A B AR A BRI E H Lo B R F] AT B A B Rk R
FBEAE S I A T RS TR > M BRER BAE TR M (S

R R LR BB Fh- Bop S isF 0 B Ui AR R R o
oA fE > 3 20 7 L BT *E o £ ® STS National Database (44274 ¢
Egi?‘\ﬁi@)& g A H f"?ﬁm’?”é L= R 'L 3 1 4%~ 29.6% -
%%‘*iwiﬁﬁﬂﬁii“Q“¢QM“ﬁ%%%mﬂ’ﬂ?*§v EF
45% o 53F RNA 0 FIE L EE b 3IASERIEE A >~ FURK  HORA DS
MR A SR U R R EE R R R AT 0 AT ORI ER S < S

= %7 % & 50%[2] -

FE K A G o L R hi ) o G L SRR
( Transcatheter Aortic Valve Implantation, TAVI) > p = 3% - 2000 & {5 » 2 B 1) 4
BURFEA N o RAL B S TR B 1 3 B RHINE AR

Ao FHBPEFRANFE 0 Pl 2SR5 o AR CHEHEE R

R e d WA T EIRS ﬁ@ﬁ@vﬁ%%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ°

A BORFER G L B R 0 B S e $oR R e (SAVR) AR
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%é’%*ﬁé@?4ﬁimmfﬁz BRAGERL PR BRE
Fiohk o WA s R o SR 2010 Edzie R A BRIPEE
H#pm (TAVI) A R85k > 2012 & 12 ¢ 4 457038 1 ;% 2.8 CoreValve #5- 2¢

I RET RER AFEBRFEOSRER D TAVE AR iR
B BPFFRAD c ARFVRES G 0 HApHE ¢ B USSR
GRS S AW EFRET > VRN B AT P N5 5 68016B ¢ M A frk g
B TR Z w2 B AR 0 4 B#Ech 40,200 2L o T b o ¥R R LT

LR Y i RN NERY L X SRS R F LY DI WY AR

m“ﬂé‘é“;
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TP I LR TP A B

\\\Xr

ez p

68016B =R T T 40290 102.01.01 ~ iz %

L EREEHEZ BT
1) =

¥ R B % i & JRi+ NHS (National Health Service) o %% fle & 2 fok 4
Re#F 28 0TRAFKR[6] TAVIF 2 SAVR 2. ¥ - 5 iE 4 > TAVI 7 s 57
BApZFATRE 2 A FREFEE Y SRR TR 3R o B2
TAVI 7 FE e o & 3005 BT B gAE 2 R RE Lo 2
M A2 2 R LR BT R F L 2SR D EEEF R TG

FlmR R o
B aE

TAVI g * m Z 55d 5 L P BHEFTR T L8 45 ¢ ;Zfﬁaﬁ it * TAVI
LRHE 0T G L DA RSER L0 r Bk TAVI iR 27

WE IR

TAVI 5 sReer v 2 FRh BFe > R SMFRTR 7 AAEH
a14&igﬁﬁg4r25Auﬁ4%¢%éL%04°@&gﬁ%¢%§@;
ERBETG > P NEHL BT FRRALBELEAY RiEd TR
Tehk 1 E % EuroSCORE # STS 4 #ic > TAVI # BAAAR 5 — 3k (rescue) Aol

ﬁrvplf‘aﬁ,ﬂ\bliﬂfkﬁv* o P gy K ;,—}}% TAVIﬂ,zw:f%)?sé, L R
AR 0 RIS S EEHE

Y iff PP R 4% & B B T R (Healthcare resource group, HRG) #1&
% % 0 (Payment by Results) = ;¢ » 45 (HRG4 2014/15 Payment Code to
Group) [7]% 7+ TAVI ik 57 HRG 4p B 3 %2 52 EAS3Z— Transcatheter Aortic Valve
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Implantation ( TAVI) » & ¥+ (2015/16 National Tariff Payment System : Annex 5A

- National prices) & 7+ EAS53Z chi i 3 & /1 %+ & 43 7,968 ~ (Combined day case /
ordinary elective spell tariff ) #]#& 4% 10,939 ~ ( Non-elective spell tariff) -

(2) i@

/® MSAC (Medical Service Advisory Committee ) ~ MBS ( Medicare Benefits
Schedule ) ~ PBAC ( Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee ) - PBS

( Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme ) ¥ A3F 3| A G iE 2 pl 24 7 1 23 o
(3) 4 £+

# 4 £ ~ CADTH ( Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies in Health ) =
- hERBEFf Y 0 BRI CADTH 4 £ < L 421730 & TAVR 2 # % f74) » & 5
10w % (kp 8B4 Alberta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba, Ontario, New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island, and Newfoundland and Labrador ) » 345+ % > i&
% ¢ 7 7 B4 (Alberta, Manitoba, Ontario, New Brunswick, and Nova Scotia) # i
TAVR o o BB dpat & Ak g o & Ak g e SRR R - B R FE BGIP R
7 TAVR 2. % ] » F & KR & 3% I\mfl‘ IR R L oom ¥ e A3 T TAVR 2
%o R - 405 = 1 41& (reciprocal billing) » #-p B4 4 3 & 4 & (700
MEAREFT SR G b F Bk B S PEEE 40iR 23,000 0 H is 4p B %5-'1,%% =7

o

>.=?>¥

(4) v qp=
vt 41 pF Belgian Health Care Knowledge Centre # 2011 # 3 % o= 3¢ 2 ( KCE
Reports 163C) [8] » # 3 1 4% 5 [ TAVI FRpPH=e (A7) - FRELF LT B
BLiER ¢
> FREARRHMRFREKEEELBRLEE AP Ri?‘w%%ﬁtwpﬁ/ﬁaé
7 %

ELRESGE DG AN R TAVIZ B TR hf

R RS RRRS HRE LT E
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*?f &rmwﬁg%@%)}@_%ig%ﬁ%§€®&ﬂﬁi
i ﬁ—*ﬁ PR A GRE PR T * Sapien® H TAVI & o
> O ERAEGERR PR REE BRI R G ST R R R
Wik ki 2{* TAVIAH -

> L FERREehE mmﬁ.UWH@?i?PZ%wﬂ%%§%ﬂw@Fo
> s mERLEENI S FRF AR T E

> 3 TAVI e w0 (transapical ) & i¢ * CoreValve® s TAVI | g1 3 &

3

#4007 F FE INAHTA 2 80jc f TAVE & RS | )0 #F e R ik
mAEF AR LRI SH (R FfRY) o 3 ERREG FEEE (e
BE A~ fed 17 ) o AR 2RI BHE 2 RTLEHIE

],‘E’m;ﬁ}g-—’glfﬂ’]w'ﬁ E’ml{@&/\l‘}lﬁj}’ffﬁp%’/‘t‘ o

MBS /s 48 » TAVI 22 SAVR £ jisqpit » B § 8 hiT 2 &
(TAVI:36,000 % ~ vs SAVR:17,500 ® ~ ) izt e i Wk ;ﬁf!‘* ¥3% i
TAVI £ ji55 i F @46 o A 4{ F 2010 £ § 31T 25%¢n2 69 7% 26 8 i 3% B fic b
LR SR A5 5 TAVE £ F 1§ 100 Fo Bl & F 2 A0t 18 € (The
German Society of Cardiovascular and Thoracic Surgeons, DGTHG )& = 7 — i % Jp]
TAVI & jiisenR] 7% 35 % sv (http://www.aortenklappenregister.de 78 % 5% ) > % iBi&
B% ek m A EuEdE S A # (population-based) » 7 =& > F]pt > AR % fE
WP - TOFELR o 2 0 & 2010 £ ¢ B 803,629 ] TAVI £ P o =
QTT% FEFHMT FIwE TAVI Lm0 B9 2 i £i817 SAVR £
o @ BAL PR L (SAVR) A= F R G 3% o #NiE Rop gy 0 ¥
L EE AR R DR -

BAGE > Fla s p S e RF T AR I HTERARR Y BT i
R L FLLLame: (HERLGEMAGEIELY) M2 - BE ¥
B FRIE o RAEEL Y L REH IR ST £
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#1 ~ KCE report 163C & RS ik

B e &R i T%,, #,
B &% ]
A 4 i % (conditional reimbursement) » | 27000 & /
2012 & 4= (1 2=1 5 ~ » 2005 &)

bk ‘?ﬂ”ﬁi*%%%<

S A Fra BB | €14,4001 ® A

FAEH LG HTE > 24 % TAVI | (SAPIEN ¥ 3 4)
PAVImf‘J‘ iy AR

S AR D F S PUEE 300 ]/ E

& I i 5 B T g F R R
R L LR A

3.
ki

/IJ: t@] I‘j s ju. f,j |43 #J 36,000 ;5\‘;“
(B> igss e Tia
% 17,500 ®~ )
all 7 ARG B Ao R
FRte W AL R FRE G D ERER TAVI
o
& FL7 ETEBOTNEEZ SRR S E
BT F A(201L) 0 [ AT L -0 FLI
§K’4°\ @ p’bpg
L O B
i A4 H o FdH -
iR 2011 # 7 * 20 p # ® FDA /| 2z 124

“Edwards” Sapien® & * ** PARTNER
CohortB 2. %% & & > it AARPLEDT L 13 o

TR & %F?L’rﬁé i+ &5 > SAPIEN 5},5%7}%“ * 4R 20,000 ~ (4p§ >+ 14,400 g~ > = F 2011 & 9

18p)
6) 2 ®

% W Medicare & Medicaid Service 7 % it TAVR » & & 5 H 7 2 % 1 e
[9] :

FEREGHHERET AN
AR R i FDAF EATK G o

BFREGSfA BRI EF b AL LGS
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L &% - & b B s B F R B fo L& il hA# S K
TAVI -

WARBNEISE {8 (L ER OL S o ERS 0L Y S e R TR

V. $ed B s b R REL  Mehs B A b § 6K
B KD LE o R % bR 5 5 E -

% B CMS 7§+ & &% i TAVR chgf oy b 2 S B 37 L5 1 2 R4 [10] -
LH 2 EHE R €5~ 2R CMS e E ki BE B S %[9] 0 B R
B &g p & 3¢ b~ e R Flens =~ @R gak o 3 17 (Transient ischemic
attacks ) ~ 2 &« i f ¥ i (Major vascular events) ~ &2 545 5 (Acute kidney
injury )~ £ 4§ 3 #+ % #$54 jiw (Repeat aortic valve procedures ) 2 2 & &5 & (Quality

of life) -

6) p *

PAFRAGERERPSEHEP S L 0 f 2003 £ 47 42 47 % DPC 4
B (P % DRG#1&) » B # ik FFS 4122 DPC @ (Fent H41& o p » F R
AHERE ARG F2R - RO R FR L AREEEG L H-
A HFIE S G F RS GHRE L SBgger 2 o ARl 210 P FI[LL]
Tpp AEAFEE 2 2 2014 E LR L HHRE[12] ) AR E Y A TIGA
A Pk EER He (R F8 K555-2) > A i Bhiic 37,430 Bk > % 374,300 P ] v 2% 4 i
BUcH ¢ FARTR LGB 2 LR o d 0 TAVI SR ATE R P
ARG L

(7) # #

2007 & % 2011 & > B @ FEAAWE 1L W H 7% 34317 2 TAVI (% 2)-
B E AR 2R 2 L% RS DU %3 (Diagnosis Related
Groups, DRGS) #1138 P 2. — » N4 B ~Fh L e i b3 (4 B 5 36.29% % 34.5
%) 2 F 5 272% A ERVJIF S FH SR T ER 0 A ud B
F K AIEE ?r;‘osﬁ;‘aﬁi)@ A 5% B TAVI endi* =35 (utilization )
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G

fgABFREFEL NG EFTApH (=08, p=0.005) [13] -

22~ @ & B TAVI eh8 o 155

US$ (PPP) TAVI A fR T2 | & KR # (%)
R 4,338 15,755 | A ¢ &' | DRGs 36.2
L% 4,464 645 | Fiic DRGs 27.2
* R 3,974 4,430 | #iic DRGs 13.9
L 5,270 1,305 | 4~ ¢ %' | DRGs 34.5
v ] pE 3,969 819 | A ¢ ' | FIip Y 14.1
el 5,056 1,156 | A ¢ & | FIRIEE 16.3
k| 3,433 2,737 | ffz [F - N 9.1
N 3,718 136 | #iic FAE Y 9.2
&~ 11 2,964 5,119 | iz P RFTAEE 13.8
& FL7 3,056 2,014 | i FAE Y 8.4
57 2,728 201 | fuiz SAVR 5 DRGS 7% 3.4
poARE A d F
Fuig g
34,317

“F AL kR ¢ [13]

4o % i - % 3 google i F o 4 » B 4EF “TAVI reimbursement” » #F 3|
Medscape ** 2012 & 7% - § TAVI i@ * fcf 2oV W 72b 2~ §[14]¢ &
Tl EE s B e L@ * DRG 3 A Rdzari hTAVI 3 % - @ 88 TAVI 333
Rz ig* 23240 2REMT3 OTAVI F * > e £ 54 33 fl%}i?%t‘ L
AERY TAVI (i > BB BT Afan Y [14] - ¥ ¢ 2011 &
Cardiovascular News - B2 F[15]#% 1] » - - FFALREL LoRgFS 7w
(Munich Heart Centre) ~ 4c £ = McGill University Health Center s Fﬁg?ivfi?ﬁ
Nicolo Piazza » # 2011 # PCR London Valves congress % % % ¥ % i TAVI gt
MR RIS 0 TAVI enig % § 3 4o endfd ) ¢ R 2
£ 11€34,080 B ;2 W4 A 33 B % 29 .09 % TAVI > DRG e i ;Pa@ )

4G TAVI # * DRG = ;¢
5€28477 % s B A2 4142012 & 1 ¢ #-TAVI 3 » DRG % ff}%ﬁs‘]’ = €27227
B i JIER REEHE > 1k & (Lombardia) % ) 0 DRG % 14 €25,308

BTy FLT ehih i ﬁ%:g%r;a.&%ﬁ y 745 2012 £ 17 - TAVI 3 » DRG i st
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B A2 B £30[15] ¢

2. R HTA &ire 7—-3« =t

Ahd e A EE A R R (TAVL) B Rkinat & % i
3T 0 T 2 g ¥ 1 International Network of Agencies for Health Technology
Assessment ( |NAHTA),?=E_,?%L3 s I HTA B B (HTAsiaLink) ~ 2 2 =7 2 7% HTA
CREP L R B g RN b (Fiady) IR AR &S
FI~BHE T BRI P R PREZ I 2 10BEARY R

EHREETREE CTAVI G EHRRE 4 £ (Hiadg) ~ v FIpF 4
B~ &5 By ]~ o2 6377 £ 7T @ 2 @ w3 TR FH INAHTA ¢
ﬁ.&g.?%kﬂ*i ANIRE R FM o AELE A AL EIR

(2)ToA ROCH=R © v AR

Apd ik E R HTA 25 (¢4 CADTH ~ PBAC & MSAC - NICE -
INAHTA %) #t R %5-'),%3: fﬂs}iéifé WL OARFTEHHEB %5:1,%35 LT ERaE
FoMBRLEFRPETERER G HERE DAL TS R R R
e rEfeF4p b T+ T4 E (4o PubMed ~ EMBASE ~ Cochrane Library ¢ @ < ¢ +

B PRFEE ) 11 2 Google #F 0 BT % A }l%‘%@ ’
L BEEFRPHETRFE

TAVISTE % 5 R R €& nF R £ H=0 00 0 o 4f 4= W23 6 F st
RAE L £ BodeT

xR w2 p
MSAC MSAC >+ 2014 # 10 * 3 % 3 ﬁﬁi%lméﬁiéiﬁﬂﬂ
GRM) | HTAVI R TR ooc Tz ot 2015 8 4 7 102 70 &7 & Ritthe

CADTH CADTH #2013 & 2 " 4 % — S ¥ ¢ 2 &R 7Rl g i

(4c £+ ) | (Transcatheter Aortic Valve Replacement - TAVR ) z_ environmental

scan 4 2 [18] » ¥+ 2013 & 4 % # 4 — £ Pk v udR 2 [19] -
Health Quality Ontario ** 2013 # 5 ? 2 4 - (> &I w g { #7 °
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NICE NICE »+ 2012 # 3 " &% %5 421- 35 J ¢ 3 & PR ¥RACE J g

(BR) | L& F 2 A~ B 4p31[20] -

B 9% P F ehTRAk FTR[6] o

NHS 2013 & 4 7 3¢ £ 7 S % ¢ 3 SR P00 ke ® 3008 4

v I pE v+ 4 p¥ Belgian Health Care Knowledge Centre *t 2011 & % 4 7 -

> KCE Report 163C 3£ 0 5 "TAVI ¥ 5 £ $32: { 7 -

& FL7 7317 Avalia-t * 2013 #5 £ 1 {3 g ¥ F i #

’ | PN T A s
U 2T ARG L AR 4 o

S R Y

(1)

B9 MSAC 3 % Bt TAVI 2 3= (2 48 2 [17] Az % 4o

¢ i 1361
¢ AT SR LR 4R S R E A s

Transfemoral or Transapical Delivery )

i# ( Transcatheter Aortic Valve Implantation via

SR HGaZFE 2014/6/27 - 2014/7/18
SN N N 2014/10
BB AR A 2015/4 MSAC # {7 ¢ &

2015/7 MSAC £ X £ 7 € &

MSAC Outcomes "% 4 ¥ PARTNER &7 7 en2 % % 7R 4

R B BTG R AN e

o T RAEE A B RE

3 FhAR > w2015 & 40 AR A g N LR
T BIRPTIENL S OBl REGE DA R -
N %Q* Fiz Edwards LifeSciences 7 2 R - B 5
ARl m BT ERY 0 B RGTHSE aﬁ‘ RATE
e ;I}u _ _ll"“
=~ J =
g rpyEied c LRI ERAEZEF @ ,.“ff,iﬂfﬁ[}iﬁ B

¥ 3 * d Edwards LifeSciences # 1 ¥ 3

FoRIRiAGE 0 TAVI R R B 2 0

3
A
4
]
S
3

R B R
PR A BT R R PRREAT (XK R IR e
=

R E R L BREER R (L BrkEG fHRlE )0 1.0cm?) » #

Rtk 2R B ER BT SRS B A BRI e S
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P! -3 i S SN
6 E‘;(jitgﬁ?wtler for?stgrEilgfation
"OEF 0 @2 £ (non-operable) o i # €& G ¢ * Society of Thoracic
Surgeons (STS) & H i % % 2 34 & 5t » &4 European system for Cardiac
Operative Risk Evaluation (EuroSCORE ) » Fgip| &+ ji¥7e = & < 2+ 10% o ‘G d ipdt =

I il N VR R e F NS
| BE RS B

. F k4 i 2 &% (Porcelain aorta)

. &g

V. z 58 7 3£ 9 A 4 B3

V. 3gizeg )

VI. A% w

VILE =« & %

> AR TR RS Y PR & o d 3

2.3~ TAVI 2 KE 4 2 RGR5 I &

ki 1 &
PARTNER trial: PR RRFY o g AT EE R B2 ok
Placement of aortic B M EREEELLRAGRSERF H G oK
transcatheter valve trial | 2 {71 RSB H LR G F 2B L c HT A LA
Edwards SAPIEN =

Transcatheter heart valve | -*%3 A (cohort A) : Edwards Sapien valve (5 3% & #%
B L) B H W B g £ e e

-*% % B (cohort B ) : Edwards Sapien valve ( 3% # %% )
BEF IR -

Adams, 2014 EREFLERIEFRERFE G P LR
A FRIEE LR e R 2 R oo TAVI £ 0 LS e
e i A

> OMREFRRERELE L

RELFREF RSB PRERE RS
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- EH 7 1000 o W F e £ /400 SHE A O SR
-FE B0 B SAVR b2 H ¥ 10§ 10 BB & £ A(STS 4 #>6);
S AR Tj.u?;%f?};fi%ﬁé; .
> OHREFET AR 2R £
EZ:\»”}?{@FZ\EJ %? & /1?'\ /T )\:]‘i:u’?;ﬁfp\ ?’LEF ‘ﬁ‘ o géj ,’Pﬁi%ﬁﬂ;ﬁ TAVI _g) ‘#:.EE-:[__

SRUIPSE e L3 N ﬁigﬁgm D ¥ 7 iE 100 G ;fﬁ#lef‘ ;ﬁ;/} I ELE § —Jﬁ 20 ] =
ol (HYF 5 10 b5 F R SRR £ i) o

SRR U E B 100 B SAVR B¢ 15 10 Bl B AE
25 5 SAVR ; & 2 & p 50 ] AVR ; i3 — & p 3 {7 20 &) SAVR ; H 7 iF
¥ :fi& 588t 957 (peripherally inserted cardiopulmonary bypass ) -

> ARB iR %

3 TAVE A 82 RSS2 FEuRd b Ef TR DREE S

Bl e 555~ At i 2 9o 5gS € w5 i A% (New York Heart
Association , NYHA ) ~ jis iff)%‘ Tz g 4 2 %8 TAVI iRt
FERAMLIEE (B RcHEFE W3 RE) o X 2R e

MARMZ HE R e b v FEF R SN ERTH AT

> MSAC 23k 2 Tk & > 4ol 20 Bof A &7 p F G ok 2 b kR
AFFeButpijms o o faitpiy s LT i iiNgp
MO F LR ERFLE O S CRBIFA-TAT R SAVR & TAVIE S F
PEF BEFERIEF SAVR e 2 i £ Sk o o SHBIER R A TAVI &
PR FURIE % N SLLEL = et T
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Patients with symptomatic
severe aortic stenosis

!

Suitable for surgery?
Yes No
v v
High-risk for SAVR? TAVI or Medical
- o ~. managementz balloon
- - S~ A valvuoplasv (decision
No Yes T T
7 7 S T~a
et ! Percutaneous Medical
K A\ .
: : peripheral management+
Surgical aortic TAVI or SAVR —~
valve (decision by heart RN
7\ ¥ A
A Yes No
, z ’ * T I
it Percutaneous v v
. peripheral TAVI: TAVI
7 IR Transfemor Minimally
i Vg 4
7 ’ Yes No
7 ’ ] ]
7’ ] |
4 \4 A
Surgery aortic TAVI: TAVI Minimally
valve Transfemoral Invasive
B2 ~ MSA £ 3k p € 4 B #R & F & gk 2 Tk B ISR
e TAVI 2 A (£ 4) : MSAC i¢ * 2. 3% » 3R F 24117 TAVI

ABET N G AN o - Ak e T SAVR i R S EE 0 - Lk
*ﬂ%lﬁ,’l
SAVR 2 s & % Hic s 3,034 - {345 % JRAE T 95 5.2%:p AR & TAVI
2 ek Fedl B TAVE 2 A ik 1580 ¢ Bk 80%:n L § %
TAVI > Tt & & #-3g 7 SAVR s 39 § 127 4 a2 7 TAVI - ¥

B it FhE P AeF SAVR 2 % #cF 2,066

i3 L ez om0 12 2015 & 5 i R FARE

Y R D B2
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D Centert o
g EREA LA R g Y 47 287%7 &7 TAVE F)it 593
Ao A A 2 A fiofpte 5 T20 4 0 W A 2015 MR % 7 TAVI
2. A Hic e

4.4 ~ MSAC 31 fz 34 7 TAVI 2z 4 #&

> 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Adult population

3,087,911 | 3,221,312 | 3,360,476 | 3,505,652 | 3,657,100
(>65 years)

SAVR procedures
(MBS items 38488, 3,034 3,134 3,235 3,341 3,447
38489)

SAVR patients eligible

for TAVI (5.2%) ° 158 163 169 174 180
2%

Eligible patients treated
with TAVI instead of 127 131 136 140 144
SAVR (80%) @

Symptomatic severe AS

: 2,066 2,134 2,202 2,275 2,347
not treated with SAVR
Eligible patients treated
with TAVI instead of 593 613 632 653 674
MM (28.7%) ®
Total TAVI patients 720 744 768 793 818
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BragiE o

TAVI @ % % g gd 5 &R BIFREER > =R ER I FRALR Y TAVI
EFREPETHF L BB L0 H L TAVI (i i f 7 g
BB LR o

TAVI 7 5d 3u@7F 7 2 %ﬁ?‘@%‘@ﬁ v H B "k’#ﬁﬁg%/‘?‘?:#’ AT
Mz A s Fp g A 254 B Adkipit s 1,250 4 °ffﬁ’7,§;3~£ﬁfr”'\%~§iﬁ 5
LRABEEG DA RS ELT L FRRLLBAEA Y BiEd o R
Tehk 1 E % EuroSCORE # STS 4 #c > TAVI # BAAAR 5 — 3k (rescue) Aol
’L’:lj«&r%'“:]fi;,&jx.éxii’aéﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ SR i N o TAVIE & 2 »z%),%é TRt
AR PR R G R

(4) »+fIp[23]

2011 & v JIpE g L PLET RN G 2209 S @ % SEF L BRI
MEoo@m AP os R~ ﬁﬁ?ﬁk‘?’-‘ﬁ:féﬁkﬁﬁiﬁ° Ao IR TAVIE 53t e © 7 - B
i FErY Wi 2010 &£ 2w e 328 Bom t oo % A O T (S R N
e 8 B¥ wkiid 141 B CoreValve (5d %2 g8 T & E » ) 112 5

7 ¢ e 187 B Sapiens valves(99 I8 & d M# %88 IE AT d L L B IR (T )o
v JIpFL PR PARTNER W 2 8L B4 > B 5407 ¢
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76~ v IpF TAVI A 3 21 PARTNER-US 5 4 # 4 & #2

PARTNER # % PARTNER # 7 R
Cohort B Cohort A T
Gk Pl g )
TAVI Z 4 TAVI E. Sapiens
5% (SAVR)
i A k' 179 179 348 351 187
#8 (&) 83.1 83.2 83.6 84.5 8316
71 (%) 45.8 46.9 57.8 56.7 47.0
Logistic
26.4+17.2 | 30.4+19.1 29.3+16.5 29.2+15.6 30+16
EuroSCORE
NYHA class Il,
7.8 6.1 5.7 6 20
%
NYHA class Il
92.2 93.9 94.3 94 80
orlV,%
Tk B 7% B
wa A 67.6 74.3 74.9 76.9 59
T %
£ CABG % 374 45.6 42.6 44.2 25
T ? P 0 % 274 275 29.3 274 27
¥ i 30.3 25.1 43 41.6 38
o %
G B8 A AT
LIRS A 19.0 11.2 0.6 11 7
L 0p
b af A HT L L JIpEp 4 3 E d 8 PARTNER 7 § g chi #2240 4
e fe f Az S JIBF S 4 ik A ST AR S e > TG U AT ] RS §

#
20%:7% & 5 NYHAClass I = vt fipF s £ 3> & 99 igd ke ar g 55

G EE A

TR PR g 5 30 X e X3 E 6% o

IR s A & § dicdy

TAVI B et fIprEe G %

@G AE TAVI dhyy A oh e it o A e R Rk p 20t g TAVI working group

I‘I rr] ) "'TI/ " LL"T Hé):mlk l&,ﬁ lfi,q,\_ﬂi_ = E &}H-we'

centre #7# k10 iz % TAVI working group centre #2006 # 6 * 1 p 3] 2010 #

67 30 B ik Byt 325 o 4 RAE TAVE ok g 72 o 4 AR B Stk
4 o I P& TAVIworking group centre » & &7 izt 5 4 7% X 1 SRR

*f*”ﬁ P TR R p LR K h o @ PR T2 i+ g) Bt O 0% mEh ?m}}%
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Ao il ekl S gkeagn > B R d ). Brosman #cd (Antwerp - gxﬁﬁ%%%) s

Feno Giplgp A FY > BB G AL I - e AN~ P

IMA-AIM + ﬁt—"):}?ﬁ i @ F
[ "g‘_%-’? a0 PR P :}‘ff_‘ﬁir}?a& L 30 E #08 e
® Gisdad

O U kinfui it A (FR LR H  F R AL )

® NG A F kTR H 30 X W L 2 30 X pEH b R A s

w2k g

O T E A BURFRILE MR A DI R e MR AT (P REEB AR
T s AR S R B FEEGNE 2 A RS 4T)

At A A AP p ot 310 BUASEE O BRIENCE sk b0 12 71
fﬁ..‘sf;:‘@@ffwhf _E_:}ﬁjh‘}]% LAY S HiERES R e it ARERE

92 :——‘_\)—— P A N 7 32\
BEABLE RIS S E AT o

B TAVI & 72 3 € 3

B 5 F & ¢ (American College of Cardiologist) fr# 7 #F % t ¢
(Society of Thoracic Surgeons ) & » G 33 1 # % #08 e feenf 5 21 0 1
ERAS DRI AL A B S A AN R o ) S R ﬁf*ﬂ—gﬁkﬁ 7+
PER RS VEEE V- sy S R S NRIIE £ N Rty E A L)
W TAVI hBG G S A A DGR A AR EDFRA G F o4 G E Aok
Feohdr o A EE R TAVE & T R & PARTNER # 7 i L #1102 %
ZE)

[E=N
v Medtronic 2. CoreValve %= 3 % e £ 3 o

B e

i 2010 & 12 * 9 p d b JIpF.oHR-g ek $45 € (Belgian Association for
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Cardio-Thoracic Surgery, BACTS) £ 3> - X2 2 W& 74p o

fIPF B B M - % - 8 %ifaﬁmﬂmtﬁﬁw%? TN
’F’%”ﬁﬁx")iﬁ 100 &%k o) 7 & F 7 L B RAEAR M L7 o % - B~ B TG G
R REGE A IR HEOEPE o s A iR F SR =4 RIZIVIINAMI

PR e ’?;ﬁ%g’mu ASH PR 2 5 ht 3 ke F o B

HiperfFEd 7R 5EF L 5% ?’V?Hs*:;'iiﬁﬁirm}%&)@gkmgﬁ -l
B ¥ s 2 EuroScore>20% fr STS-score > 10%chus 4 o b & T o &
EuroScore {- STS-score & i##F FIpiRlH 4 7= Fengr 2 o 2P dRd 15 %26
PIGEF A Ry e ieniglon A 47 0 R BLAPL S e aE P R 2R

grv‘ﬁ‘é’ﬁo

Bk s

R H R E A R AR AR R ke R H AR
SWH AR AR L ARG D R RE QNI LA S
7RpE PARTNR i % i A didp o % 3u s TAVI 3 B/t 2 & £09d w7 o

E RS

P

e

= Rew g i~ 5 ¢ (British Cardiovascular Intervension Society, BCIS)
2 89 0h 328 ¢ (Society of Cardiothoracic Surgeons, SCTS) %3 S ¥ ¢ 1 &
PREE A R ST T oo B PRI PR AT EAZE 24 kb AE
o FHRREY N R EFYE EREL SR RIIAQES bFF A F e

(5) & ¥19 [24, 25]

w%?' ORI HAT AT LT S fIF L FEHEER e SR
% 2008 ERdp - BEFTEHEF TR A 2012 B3R W e AR
B AR D AR B PR B Y 0 G A BRI R R &L
B> % o R EApShp i 2 & Fad g ap o 2P x usndgin
(paravalvular regurgitation ) # % % #ic> ¥ g 3R - & EH g ot d FLT St

€ AT R EFEMTOE 2B T e
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13456 517 UETS-Agencia Lai Entralgo (& 517 ¥ #4355 &) >+ 2009
ER N - PEGE D PRI TR AR o BP0 BT B
AT AT e lcly 0 foF R IRenicf £ 4t Bl DRG el 0 B E Bt

L OE LB R AT T2 S P A B R H TS 297 5 33,391.22€ 0 & g

T

2

EiS

I
N 8

CF 250 BIRIENCE BT R £9F 5 35289,45€- iz &% ¢ 7 7 Edward
SAPIEN s it 5 22,068.53€  ApM b bt & » ke (Feikp 52 T/ %)

vE R E R g (TR ).

Edwards SAPIEN 12 % CoreValve f 2007 # = £ I3 82 7% 1 25 g
Peo @ 12007 # 12 * SAPIEN - £ 3|5 F % hge P 34 o SAPIEN XT =
% 2010 # £ P g P A R - & CoreValve |4 %t 2010 & £ F|9eds ok 2 % 4 F T

£
B0 52 B 2011 & £ |2 A FR P s fp A o

Gbe IO L f e % B e Ry A 2 EPRRE S f e
R Reng i fo s 54 @4 £+~ BRI ZRERROF EP PR
T REANF TRREEZ RN F AR AR B E R RS iEE
rets o d el E LA F 2 FoR e ALBI3RT 2008 £ 6 0 13 p P o @ g
BRRTEARIBRF F Y T 05T G E  SE A BB FRE FE
® @ 35: Complejo Hospitalario Universitario de A. Corufia ( CHUAC ) » Complejo
Hospitalario Universitario de Santiago de Compostela (CHUS) {= Servicio de
Cardiologia del Hospital de Meixoeiro Galaria, Vigo - iz & ¥ Foougi g L

ABE % @D frd e 7 F F PR (avaliat) o

N
&3

; ;?ﬁi@@;}%

AP FRF AT BT EHOF K¢ = PubMed T+ TR EZFHEHF DL
AT R AN BTH Ay EHFTF) 1,063 5 S A s o £ 171 E
WrlE e g4 0 B P ek %A~ 1 (Clinical Trial) $ 121 & ~ v P sm g
(Comparative Study) 3 84 & ~ & » 47 (Meta-analysis) 7 16 & ~ T8 ek

¥tPez#% (Randomized Controlled Trial) 5 35 f > fr i sef2 < g v i ( Systematic
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review) % 3 785 o fdetf £4F B o 02 SR AR S EE D G
B e 9 A9 B0~ B 0 fhimd b F i 4L T

270 S EE A BRI B2 R 0T v pRAERE
FEx e ¥
#1  |aortic stenosis 4,3841
#2 | Transcatheter Aortic Valve Implantation OR Transcatheter 2,982
Aortic Valve replacement
#3 |#1 AND #2 1,063
#4  |#3 Filters: Meta-Analysis; Systematic Reviews 171
#5 |#3 AND #4 Filters: Randomized Controlled Trial; Comparative 78
Study; Clinical Trial
#6  [selected 49
?‘Lﬁkﬁﬂim FOR-A A Z R S A B RTECE SRS AR Ry

ERAAAFEL AL RR N 25K AR ZRETAELL 84 13
SR A PR EE R b P B R e £ 0 20 B (3R
# 14~4 19); M2 G EE A GRS E B HRBES SR L h 0 TH &
Ay 2 £ B AR AR £ 20~% 25 ¢

AT Q}]?Nq@?]a DI TR SR E A B RMECR # 4 (Transcatheter

Aortic Valve Implantation , TAVI) Ap 308X @A E o 20 4 B PR F

ﬂ

MEFREARBL > BR e rk T HFOLE > bpthgEd s du B

"ﬁ—g ’ 5’%“}5"‘4 #EIJ)m‘L% ’ p ﬁ’ﬁ?gﬂb FI_‘!—)?‘S/\ mi/pﬂ—v’?ﬁo ]‘Z 'erifljé_é

B AR 0 F - HARRGT BARE BAAPIILE L i H Ak
Mo o f B TAVE 3 4 5 £ TR RGa R R T o s RS A B

P (Heart valve team) @ & 4% 5000 g PRk ~ w308 1 0~ SHBRR o s o %0R
FRE SRR R BB L RUPE B R ETR

% 2 TAVI Ao @B s K3k Ao %0l MFSLE - %
HEATAVIP BHRB R L N3 B3 Mg g P B GREDRA 2 RES]

F 7R gL o gt TAVI $20 7 F f;iﬁg:i;;]*ﬁ Ao BHAERT U IT o

YR A B (TAVD) #riachx 1 3 0 L R € ol 4
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S iEsf £ jieen® 200 % § ociid B o B ¢ 4o FRANCE 72§ ~FRANCE 2 # 5 ~
SOURCE #= 3 & #_SOURCE XT & #_# s #2 7 % - 4r 2011 & % 4 ¢ FRANCE #
» Eltchaninoff % « [26] 536 :% W< %K 2 %9325 ¢ (French Societies of Cardiology
and Thoracic) ™ 2 39 3xfos 5geh $2 8 ¢ (Cardio-Vascular Surgery) e & {8 » *%
16 B9 wdFiE I x 244 i+ £ jivg & "ok 4 0t 2010 ERFT-FwPELTY o
3 & F%4p % (Primary endpoint) % 30 = 7= & o @3 & * 7 E. SAPIEN -
TR 3% (68%) v M. CoreValve-p 884556 125 5k (32%) & B oA 1 7%
WO OPEANCE M BT S ERE % (66% ) 0 S T % (5%) frige w (29%) -
Bet entigpded b 3.63% o H BT 2% £ F HFE (73%) > @ KR
AL HREEER 118% - - 7 {2 88% 3 iF s A PR AL KRR g R
it ~ # (New York Heart Association Functional Classification - & - NYHA) I

B M (&)

EHATL A MG AT keh Al FRANCE 20 12 FRANCE 2 # p& 447
k3> Gilard % 4 [27] /£.2010 # 1 * 1 2011 # 10 7 > fc§ 7 34 R i B
2ERR D wdp Ao K3 3105 p A ST TR A T S R F AR G
ARG B EER Rk F B F sk 0 &4 B i@ * E.SAPIEN 12 2 Medtronic CoreValve
AL M2 A L EEE (h 66.9%F 33.1% ¢ B~ g e A W) 5 R E % (74.6%)
S ¥ T ek (5.8%) ~ g (178%) frH # (1.8%) £330 X -1
Ep TS Ko A uE 9.7% 0 24.0% 1 E pF A P b5 41% 0 A 1 FE

L

s ET A 4 i B PRI i o (periprosthesis aortic regurgitation) g 4 %

e

<
—

B 645% - AR Y 0 BF LR g FEE AL O
5.6

T

/\‘

a = ik
%) »FFARL FEFRAHEHE AR B E AL 2R
l—ll

B NP BT ATk T PR E A kT e A

W
|
v
\3;

-
\“‘b

B
3

:/E;} %ﬁ]:u;ﬁ%‘fg:u;ﬁié bA}F‘j\IF»LQQF‘m’J"'\'KA\m}%

el
AuFREF A o A A H Y 0 % K F #T 80%eh o B L A AT

12 2010 # % 4 7 SOURCE i&38 #7 7 % 3> Thomas % « [28] 7] &_u £ j€_2007
#1117 32009 # 1% & » > g 34 B P ¥ 2 5 441 E. SAPIEN e%2 3 91
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BT PEALAT o BRI 2 R w2 5 £ ek 32 P w3 1,038 55 4 1
30 % SHFEIEREE TR AT 5B TR MR A M E L B IR R A F
Je o 2 g * E.SAPIEN A 1 #50 B » e /2 5 S F % (45%) & F 5w
(55%) o AR > %pFE > 30 X ] 274 F)5= X% 85%m 30 X p ¢ R
AL 25%c Hi MG AT EE XA CRESEELT0% 180 FHF
W 70% feF RBFT 2 RpB oy F 43% AT A& I AFH D

B A FHORE SR B O

#2015 & Schymik % 4 [29]{ i&— # 7% % 12 E. SAPIEN XT ¢~ & 3§ Bi_
‘=% (SOURCE XT) - SOURCE XT Registry & - 78 w pe+c#= 7 o v /£ 99
FoES Y A BRI BT o el T & 2,688 o 4 R 1T o in s 4 3R
AEWFR e A 2 EFLERBF R TR L SRE Mgy BAg

b
B i R A e S A R A TS SR 3 IV s (i 76.9%)

N~

R TSR A FRIPEE w2 18 30 X 3 E S G 93.7%0 1 & s SR
% 80.6%°30 % pe? b F G 36% A En FEFRES 65% BE A DR
Iw 5 5.5% - é_?ﬁf;’:;%&gﬁl - AopEd ’@"fﬁa’iiil?éﬁ—fﬁﬁ?:}ﬁﬁtﬁfg# 4
EmLl ERAGFTESF o - £ T’%‘J’é':"ﬁffliﬁ‘ F P B eS BRE  A R

(NYHA) = %2 I-ll % (90.2%) > ¥ & TAVI AR A EAP Y s IS St A

B A HBAL A BE R A Ay F 42 PARTNER#Z§ > v &
-7d 2FRAEhs A HREHRS YL PARTNER £- ARBZ K (v £+ ~ 4L
B~ %K) &% E.SAPIEN R ch A 1 #3eua > 30 4 & (2015 & ) & = 247
THHL P35 &= 0 g A A% - Mack £ 4[] 0 £ 699 3 5k Bk
€A FR F o B (cohort A) o e (g E g e A e rR AR
EHT FRFR EFGERAERERITIR A F L 678% Bt
b e A Iy (52 5 624%) o D HPRmA L A B ET L o 1
oo B E ¢ i ~ 3 (New York Heart Association Functional
Classification » f§ # NYHA) ki > & 5 3%F ¥ ducd » 7 & B > &
e A K e PR e RS g R L A EINYHADL & 11 oA Kapadia

% C[AIRIS 4012 358 ik 84 i £ ie {7 L pFRT — HA7 L% (cohort B)
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I EEHYS B FEEE AERIEE BT APROTR Y B RES IR
#E7 FREFRM ( 71.8%Vvs. 93.6%) o @ R FSEE L FIRMEER #ﬂ;ﬁfm/ﬁ

%)

B 49 g @p iy chd2 ingp 4 (86%) ¥ 5 G X HE 6 R A aE
| 2 1 g igse @ % Fhom koo BI04 (60%) £ 7 8w iKE & v i i
AHE o

Fr4t T L n R S L BRI T R R o T A
tF L * 4F RS o 1284 Onorati % 4 [30]> OBSERVANT #= % 7; BRI i
PR AR R LA o Pl L eh L e H R A B R TR e 0

,\

T R R CATITUNE T -t P e I CN TR B E R S INE ¢
R AR S A IV B R RS RS AR RS 0 B4 RF T ARG

T

FAL P S FHF oom AT A R FEPERS VRS FFT

LR AR S AR GRS B

b

4 TAVI 5 * i 5t g Jf % 5] CHOICE #7 % » Wahab % + [31] &
2014 &= 3 " g Aoy > j8 2012 # 3% 3 2013 # 12 % > 4 241 % B “ﬁfﬁrs’\\
JOREHS A et A & B eh 4 1 ¥ (E. SAPIEN XT 4o Medtronic CoreValve)

WITEHEE LR e LA R RRpIELFHE A S S (e
PR w B R ACIE ~ B N A o mGRE R o i PR K
BEAFHEAJFHAEEE) o HILRBIIHS Florm= F v M o g Eg
EARARECREREE 30 X FHL 2B 20F 0 F PR T RSB

P o 121 Tl%:]fa‘a A% E. SAPIEN m},% Ao g 116 blF E A g £ ik 95.9% o
7t 120 % % Medtronic CoreValve s 4 42 » & KA # ehf 93 = L ik
775% - 30 = w5 = 5 5 E. SAPIEN 4.1% 4= M. CoreValve 5 4,3% ; @ 25
Flr= 5 kG 41% fr 51% - A F kKo iRE § o s i 2 i (NYHA) ik
$5 943% fr 86.7% o bk A KR RS EFENIA 0 A FRF LY E
SAPIEN 17.3% 2 2 M.CoreValve 37.6% - A& % % 42 » 30 K 4 1t fé‘ﬁ’sfé‘_ I

f
(41%vs9.4%) -2 g2 4 Hpz2 xgdn —H—,,dﬂz 8.3% " “v?%é—‘gf 12.0% - ™1 &

i3 i on k3 E. SAPIEN ik 4.1%m CoreValve it 15.0% - i&8 % — v 1
BF MO RERF Y 0 LS L[S 0 A % RO ek 1R 0 R

52



(\E’U?ﬁ];é I IR
» Center for Drug Evaluation
EAHFUE % 2 LAY 4 F R E SAPIEN M. CoreValve i { %

PEREEN S B AL 519 - K en i 5 i1 E SAPIEN v+ M.CoreValve

R e T

;%? ER RS Y S A R A %}ﬁﬁzu L R Ik
SR RED GO B L B R R A G AR Rorrd 2o
LAT ARG R ASRF L™ 3 iy A RAR L » AR ks 9
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28 A HF L EORIE S (TAVD) 25 f 3 4

i My | Lo | BEim| FiE %3t
1 | Thourani[32] us 2015 4,953 (O]
2 | Schymik[29] Europe 2015 2,688 Prospective SOURCE XT
3 | Gilard[27] France 2012 3,195 Prospective FRANCE 2
UK TAVI
4 | Moat [33] UK 2011 870 (O] )
Registry
Rodés-Cabau )
5 Canada 2010 339 Prospective
[34]
6. | Toggweiler[35] Canada 2013 88 (O]
7 | Webb[36] Europe,Canada | 2014 150 Prospective
8 | Zahn[37] Germany 2011 697 Prospective
9 | Eltchaninoff[26] France 2010 244 Prospective FRANCE
10 | Thomas[28] Europe 2010 1,038 Prospective SOURCE
) [STS/ACC TVT]
11 | Mack[38] us 2013 7,710 Prospective )
Registry
12 | Covolo[39] Italy 2015 146 Retrospective
13 | Liu[40] China 2015 40 (OF]
Europe and )
14 | Buellesfeld [41] 2011 126 Prospective
Canada
15 | Ussia[42] Italy 2012 181 0sS
16 | Bosmans[43] Belgium 2011 328 (O]
17 | Danenberg [44] Israel 2010 55 (O]
18 | Kempfert [45] Germany 2015 250 0S
19 | Subban [46] Awustralia 2015 209 Prospective
Australia ] The SOURCE
20 | Walters [47] 2014 129 Prospective .
New Zealand ANZ registry
21 | Jagielak [48] Poland 2015 32 Prospective ROUTE registry
22 | Duncan [49] UK 2015 850 oS UK registry
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29 HE A SRR i (TAVIE) 287 4k - £ #5121

P RS bty 5 T 3o Logistic NYHA 111 NYHA Il IV TAVI= jisig * 2
- , ) STS Score ] .
(& TF TA (%) # ¥ EuroScore (%) (%) iR
2,058 7.6
1 Thourani 4,953 | 4,085 868 ) 82.8+6.8 -- -- -- --
(41.5) (5.1-11.5)
1,138 I-11:619/2,676 | 11-1V : 2,057/2.676 | SAPIEN XT
2 Schymik 2,688 1.685 894 ’ 81.4+6.6 7.946.6 20.4+ 12.4 ) '
4 (57.52) (23.1) (76.9)
1,630 -1V : 2,376/3,132 | E. SAPIEN (67%
3 Gilard* 3,195 2.361 567 82.7+7.2 14.4+11.9 21.9+14.3 - (67%)
(51.0) (75.9) M. CoreValve (33%)
271 456 18.5 I-11: 199/866 | III-IV : 667/866 E. SAPIEN (47%)
4 Moat 870 599 81.9+7.1 -
(other) (52.4) (11.7-27.9) (23.0) (77.0) M. CoreValve (53%)
152 I-11 : 29 I-1v : 308 E. SAPIEN or SAPIEN
5 | Rodés-Cabau 339 162 177 81 +8 9.816.4 -
(44.8) (8.6) (90.9) XT
. 9.0 I-1v : 89 Cribier-Edwards (49%)
T | 4 24 47 7 -- I:11
6| Toggweiler | 88 6 ®3) | 8 (6.1,12.8) SAPIEN (44%)
-1V : 130/150 E. SAPIEN 3
7 Webb 150 96 54 46(48) 83.6 £5.0 7.4+4.5 21.6+12.3 - (86.7)
308/697 Il :484/689 (70.2) | M. CoreValve (84%)
8 Zahn 697 644 26 81.4+6.3 - 20.5+13.2 -
(44.2) IV 1 124/689 (18) E.SAPIEN (16%)
. 138 -1V : 182 E. SAPIEN (68%)
9 Eltchaninoff 244 161 83 82.3+7.3 18.9+12.8 25.6x11.4 --
(56.5) (74.5) M.CoreValve (32%)
463 81.7 (TF) - 25.7 (14.5) (TF)
10 Thomas 1,038 463 575 - - E. SAPIEN
(44.6) | 80.7(TA) 29.1 (16.3)(TA)
2,738 3,862 -1V : 6,272
11 Mack 7,710 | 4,972 84 (78-88) 7 (5-11) - - -
(other) (50) (81)
50+4 18.21 -1V : 105 E. SAPIEN (65%)
12 Covol 146 92 48(33 82 (56-91) | 7.2 (1.9-37 -
ovolo from other (33) (56-91) (1930 | (3.29-60.86) (72) CoreValve (35%)
TF: transfemoral; TA: transapical
*izF 7 i 77 Subclavian 2 /% > = 184 4 o
MNety e g H i T subclavian 22 i 4 4 % transaortic 5 o A o
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%O(H) S HE A BRI e (TAVID) 2 T8 4 i1
p S 3 # R 5 S = Logistic NYHA I 11 NYHA I 1V TAVIE jisié # 2.
xr—g ] i STS Score .
(& TE TA (%) X EuroScore (%) (%) ERREE
. 26 -1V : 34 (85.0) M. CoreValve
13 Liu 40 - - 75.745.5 7.145.2 19.6+13.6 -
(65.0) Venus A
54 I :7(5.6) I : 68(54) M. CoreVlave
14 Buellesfeld 126 -- -- 81.9+6.4 -- 23.43 £13.80
(42.9) Il:25(19.8) IV : 26(20.6)
) 80 -- -1V : 124 (68.5) | M. CoreValve
15 Ussia 181 - - 80.9+6.1 11.4+9.9 24.0+135
(44.2)
151 -- -1V @ 259(79) M.CoreValve (57%)
16 Bosmans 328 232 88 8316 - 28+16
(46) E.SAPIEN (43%)
20 I-11 © 5.5 -1V : 94.5 M. CoreValve
17 | Danenberg 55 (36) 815+ 71 - 19.3 + 8.1
127 -1V : 92.7 ACURATE TA
18 Kempfert 250 80.9+6.3 8.0x£59 22.3+12.7 -
(50..8)
E. SAPIEN (49.5%)
101 83.1 5.9 19.7
19 Subban 209 144 30 -- I1-1V: 183 (87.6) M.CoreValve (41.2%)
(48.3) | (82.2-84.0) (5.5-6.4) (18.1-21.2)
Boston S. Lotus (9.3%)
TF 83+70 TF 2648
20 Walters 129 67 62 68(53) - - - -
TA 81169 TA28+8
. E. SAPIEN XT (93.8%)
21 Jagielak 32 15(46.8) | 80.9+5.2 | 8.7 (2-19) 2.84(1-11) - -
SAPIEN 3 (7.2%)
581/850 | 269/850 | 442/850 I-11 : 197/846 | I1I-1V : 649/846 M. CoreValve (52.5%)
22 Duncan 850 82+7 -- --
(68.4) (31.6) (52.0) (23.3) (76.7) E. SAPIEN (47.5%)
TF: transfemoral; TA: transapical

56




(T\M@%A§¥;g%a@
» Center for Drug Evaluation

210~ S LB REPE 3L AR SR o < B 2

e « g Tk 6% B B a® b LEC RO AnCIRGER G B LIRS e & E W A RET Sk

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

1 Thourani 4.953 1.434 (29.0) 635 (12.8) 2.224 (44.9) 839 (16.9) 1.429 (28.9) -

2 Schymik 2.688 1.188 (44.2) 225(8.4) 569(21.2) 304 (11.3) 406(15.1) 174(6.5)

3 Gilard 3.195 1.483/3.093(47.9) 308/3.093(10.0) 643/3.093(20.8) 447/3.135(14.3) 508/3.093(16.4) -

4 Moat 870 394/828 (47.6) -- 241/832 (29.0) -- -- --

5 | Rodés-Cabau 339 234 (69.0) 77 (22.7) 120 (35.4) - 173 (51.0) 61(17.9)

6 Toggweiler 88 63 (72) 14 (16) -- - 69 (78) -

7 Webb 150 96/150 (64.0) 11/150 (7.3) 37/150 (24.7) 22/150 (14.7) 26/150 (17.3) -

8 Zahn 697 - 571692 (7.8) 210/692(30.3) -- -- 68/682(10)

9 | Eltchaninoff 244 101 (41.3) 25 (10.2) - 35 (14.3) 55 (22.5) -

10 Thomas 1,038 539(51.9) - 208(20) - 87(8.3)

11 Mack 7,710 5,316 (69) 1,004 (13) 2,416 (31) 1,500 (19) - 587 (8)

12 Covolo 146 - 21 (14) 28 (19) - 31 (21%) -

13 Liu 40 12 (30.0) 2 (5.0) 6 (15.0) 0 0 -

14 | Buellesfeld 126 83(65.9) 28(22.2) 24(19.0) 10(7.9) 24(19.0) 10(7.9)

15 Ussia 181 96 (53.0) 8 (4.4) 27 (14.9) 16 (8.8) 43 (23.8) 39 (21.5)

16 Bosmans 328 190(58) 49(15) 43(13) 26(8)

17 Danenberg 55 - -- - -- -- --

18 Kempfert 250 - -- - -- -- --

19 Subban 209 129 (61.7) 42 (20.1) 59 (27.8) -- -- --

20 Walters 129 100 (77.5) 50 (38.7) -- -- 13(10)

21 Jagielak 32 19 (59.4) 2(6.2) -- -- 4 (12.5) --

22 Duncan 850 381/808 (47.2) - 238/812 (29.8) - - -
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211 GG LR 2 (TAVI) 2 {64 4 #423

f%dﬂz e I R A L R £ 5 #2iE CABG % #BPCI %’“%’{1& (= n W PR % o B <5 WE (%)
B (%) (%) (%) # 5 17) (%) (%) (%)

1 Thourani 4.953 1,430 (28.9) 1,765 (35.6) 1,898 (38.3) 185 (3.7) 1,701 (34.3) - -
2 Schymik 2.688 546(20.3) 431(16.0) 819(30.5) 777(28.9) 791 (29.4) 2.175 (80.9) 685 (25.6)
3 Gilard 3.195 | 790/3,093 (25.5) | 564/3,093 (18.2) -- 82/3,093 (2.7) -- -- 820/3,083 (26.6)
4 Moat 870 239/834 (28.7) - - - 196/861 (22.8) - -
5 | Rodés-Cabau | 339 100 (29.5) 116 (34.2) 99 (29.2) 10 (2.9) 79 (23.3) 252 (74.3) 115 (33.9)
6 | Toggweiler 88 23 (26) - - 47 (53) 22 (25) 61 (69) 45 (51)
7 Webb 150 40/150 (26.7) 29/150 (19.3) 52/150 (34.7) 60/150 (40.0) 48/150 (32.0) - 41/149 (27.5)
8 Zahn 697 171/694(24.6) 143/693(21.5) 235/688(34.2) 429/697(61.5) 239/691(34.6) - 161/691(23.3)
9 | Eltchaninoff | 244 - 62 (25.4) - - 65 (27) 168 (68.8) -
10 Thomas 1,038 286(27.5) 235(22.6) - 310(29.8) - - -
11 Mack 7,710 1,135 (15) -- -- 350 (5) - - 3,148 (41)
12 Covolo 146 42 (29) 28 (19%) 45 (31%) 34 (23) 130 (89) -
13 Liu 40 8 (20.0) 0 6(15) 16 (40.0) 3(7.5) 19 (47.5) 3(7.5)
14 | Buellesfeld 126 29(23) 33(26.2) 30(23.8) 55(43.7) 33(26.2) 100(79.4) 50(39.7)
15 Ussia 181 34 (18.8) 34 (18.8) 51 (28.2) 52 (28.7) 59 (32.6) - 23 (12.7)
16 | Bosmans 328 92(28) 85(26) - 66(20) 89(27) - 98(30)
17 | Danenberg 55 -- - - - -- -- -
18 | Kempfert 250 -- - - - -- -- -
19 Subban 209 84(40.2) 67(32.1) 67(32.1) 4(1.9) 69(33.0) 162(77.5) 48(23.0)
20 Walters 129 -- 52(40) -- -- -- -- --
21 Jagielak 32 3(9.4) - 1(3.1) - 5 (15.6) 28 (87.5) 4 (12.5)
22 Duncan 850 232/814 (28.5) - - - 193/841 (22.9) - 202/846 (23.9)
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e (g | ETARCF | Aers gled | erdiR YR | AR R | MR EE | CREEDEE
P (%) ¥R (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
1 Thourani 4.953 347 (7.0) - 40 (0.8) 108 (2.2) - 121 (5.8)
30= :6.3 30= :30 30= : 06 30= :36 30% :95
2 hymik 2. -
Schymi 688 1 1194 1# :95 1#:18 1 163 1# 1110
DX
0% 9.7 30% 7.0 Grazgl : 457
3 Gilard 3.195 61 % :18.6 6 7 117 1# :1.2 1# 143 - Grade 2 j 15'7 1& :156
# 124, £ 114, - 1o,
1# :24.0 1# :14.3 Grade3 : 0.8
30% 7.1
4 Moat 870 1# :214 - 13 Bup 14l - 13.6 16.3
2% 1263
30= :10.4
5 | Rodés-Cabau 339 ) - 30% 112 30= :23 - - 30% : 4.9
17 : 24
08
1# : 17 30= : 10
_ 2& 126 30% @1 1# : 57
- - E
6 Toggweiler 88 3 : 47 5x 107 0k 12 30 7
4% :58 35& :0
5& : 65
7 Webb 150 30% :53 - 30= :13 30% 127 30= :13 - 30= :133
fap 8.2
8 Zahn 697 20 : 124 - 0.3 2.8 - - 39.3
9 Eltchaninoff 244 30= 127 -- -- 3.6 -- -- 11.8
10 Thomas 1,038 <30% :85 - - <30: %25 - - <30% :7.0
Bupf 155 Bup 158 Bapk 107 Bupk 120
11 Mack 7,710 =) 104 - SN 1 6.6
ac 30% 1 :6.7 30= : 44.8 30% : 28 it P

G A TAVI s 2230 A p 5= iy L5 E 8§ B
T ELEPZ“J_’:FE s DT g R 3133;}1%/\ , ety 30 % m%"‘;‘?gi'};ZLY_ﬁ(;"‘% i
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FECE Heg (TAVI) 2

2Ry AR AR M oo R L

o ‘g Ea P Fleo 5= F e o ST aP R LATERT R FESR W CESERASE
1
i (%) § 7 ER S F (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
12 Covolo 146 30=% 7 30= : 6 30=% :2 30= :1 -- --
13 Liu 40 30= 175 30= :25 2.5 5 0 2.5 12.5
30=% :15.2 30= :104 30= :56 30= :12 30= 3
14 Buellesfeld 126 ) , i j ) -- -
2# 1381 2# 123 2# 16.3 2# 1175 2 #5
30=% :11.2 30=% :6.7 30= : 0.6 30= :28
15 Ussia 181 1# 1236 1# :11.2 1# 1.1 1# :34 - -
3# 13438 3# 1125 3& 1 1.1 3& 139
s 03 30= :14/319 30= :40/319
16 Bosmans 328 - - 30 = 3/319(1) --
30= 11 (5) (13)
17 Danenberg 55 30= :55 - 0 0 30 = 1.8 - 30= :37
Grade 0 : 72.6
Grade 1 : 25.1
18 Kempfert 250 30= :6.8 - - 30= :28 - 30= :10
Grade 2 : 2.3
Grade 3-4 : none
30% :53 . . . . .
19 Subban 209 15 : 115 1# :57 1# :33 1# :29 1 # 33 >grade 2-4 : 14.4 1# :152
30= :78 30= :3.9 30= :57
20 Walters 129 J -- -- . -- -- .
1% :183 1% 156 1% 164
. 81% absent or mild;
21 Jagielak 32 30= :65 - - - - 6.5
19% moderate
3# 1388 3& :25 3# :grade 2-412.3 3& 1164
22 Duncan 850 3 - -- . -- . .
5% 1545 5% 126 5# @ grade 2-411.8 5& :16.0
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< Foo F B < F 4 2 4 b2 N TN KT E NSy
% L e Bt EAE B FE L P T A NYHA changes
(%) (%) £hx (%) (%) (%) (%)
1 Thourani 4,953 0.3 - - - 39.0 - --
. 30= : 65 30=% :10.2 30= :55 30= :0.2 30=% :17.8 30= :53 30= :I-1l £90%
2 Schymik 2.688 . ) ) ) ) . .
1# 1171 1# :12 1# :83 1# 1.1 1# @206 1# 179 1# @ 1-11 90.2%
30= :I-1l 1:80%
3 Gilard 3.195 1# 147 1# : 45 1# 112 - - 6 % 11l £75%
1& -1l :71%
4 Moat 870 6.3 - - - - - --
5 Rodés-Cabau 339 - - - - 30=% 26 - -
. 1& @ I-1l -75%
6 Toggweiler 88 30= :10 30=% :15 -- 30=% :1 -- ) )
5# :1-1l -90%
30= : |-l 1£93.3%
7 Webb 150 30= :53 30=% :20 30= : 40 30=% :0 30= 27 30= 112
(111354 3+ §)
Zahn 697 - - - - - --
Eltchaninoff 244 7.3 - - - 1.6 - 30= : Il i-87.7%
10 Thomas 1,038 <30= :12.38 -- -- -- <30=% :43 -- --
30= :
Fep @267 fep t 1.9
11 Mack 7,710 - - - 30= :6.0 150.2% ; 11 37.7%
(3.5 30=% :252
11110.4% ; IV 1.7%
12 Covolo 146 30= :12 30= @32 - - 30= :26 - a4 Al 8%
13 Liu 40 25 15 25 -- 0 0 fadF Al -1V 2.5%
30% :0 30=% :80%% vk - &
14 Buellesfeld 126 -- -- j -- -- 3 .
2% :0.8 2# 1 T74% F i
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F 13(F) ~ S HF A BRIl o (TAVI) 2 3 fE 8% -dp MR s % 2

B FEg R < g 52 4 &2 R Eal = ) 20 5 FEH
e A LR = = 2 ] ) P ! e NYHA changes
(%) (%) g (% (%) (%) (%)
1& -1l :72%
I it4%
30% : 107 30% : 84 2 -l I'Li;640‘V
D B 1
15 Ussia 181 - 1# :107 1# :95 - 30=% 122 -- 0 k6% °
! 0
£ 1107 £ 1101
3 0 3 0 3& -l :55%
I i$10%
30= :19/319 .
16 Bosmans 328 -- -- -- - L H#
(6)
17 Danenberg 55 -- 30=% 36 -- -- 30=% 36 -- --
18 Kempfert 250 -- -- -- -- -- -- 85%w e 4 "% 3 I
19 Subban 209 1# :115 1# :10.0 1# : 100 -- -- - 1 adr Alll-1Vik18.6%
30= 3.9 30= 155
20 Walters 129 ) -- -- -- ) -- --
1# 149 1# 1175
. 1:16.7% ; 1l : 73.3% ;
21 Jagielak 32 -- -- -- -- -- --
111 : 10.0%
3# 154 3#& 1209
22 Duncan 850 ) -- -- -- -- ) --
5% 16.2 5& 1205

#T 35 NYHA &> 30 % j£.3.2+0.2 ¥ 3 1.310.6
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%\’ 14 ) é‘;“%rg lﬁv”ﬂ%ﬁ;ni‘%‘ ;Ih%z’ﬁ: (TAVI) _;:,'j f,@ ‘(,’Lu"]‘ %lif['ﬁ:lﬁv”‘\’?’%’?s‘f_%_ ;f’ﬁ'ﬁﬁ:
(SAVR) 2 7 § &3

3 % B %A Y s
i ks - i TAVI iVR 43 e

1 | Smith [50] N. America 2011 348 351 RCT PARTNER

2 | Kodali [51] N. America 2012 348 351 RCT PARTNER
o OE

3 | Mack[5] N. America 2015 348 351 RCT PARTNER
ENEEE 1S

4 | Miller N. America 2012 348 351 RCT

5 | Adams [52] N. America 2014 390 357 RCT

6 | Thyregod [53] Denmark 2015 145 135 RCT NOTION

7 | Nielsen [54] Denmark 2012 34 36 RCT STACCATO

8 | Appel [55] Scandinavia 2012 45 45 0sS

9 | Clavel [56] N. America 2010 50 100 (O]

10 | Conradi [57] Germany 2012 82 82 (O]

11 | Stohr [58] Germany 2011 175 175 (O]

12 | Holzhey [59] Germany 2012 167 167 0S

13 | Zierer Germany 2009 21 30 0S

14 | D’Errigo [60] Italy 2012 133 133 (O]

15 | Tamburino [61] Italy 2012 218 400 (O]

16 | De Carlo [62] Italy 2010 75 21 (O]

17 | Wenaweser [63] Switzerland 2011 257 107 0S

18 | Piazza [64] Europe 2013 405 405 0sS

19 | Wendt [65] Germany 2015 62 51 0sS

20 | Onorati [30] Italy 2014 725 1,383 0s OBSERVANT
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£15 S HF LB IPER i (TAVD) 2 050 5 50 R0E 3 (SAVR) 287§ 8k ¢ 2 1

e g M 5 s NYHA 111 NYHA I 1V TAVIZ jieit # 2 4
T I £ & Pt
TAVI | SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR W
1 Smith 348 351 201 (57.8) | 198 (56.7) | 83.6+6.8 | 84.5+6.4 | Il : 20 (5.7) I1:21(6.0) 328 (94.3) 328 (94) E. Sapiens
2 Kodali 348 351 201 (57.8) | 198 (56.7) | 83.6x6.8 | 84.5+6.4 | Il : 20 (5.7) Il1:21(6.0) 328 (94.3) 328 (94) E. Sapiens
3 Mack 348 351 201(57.8) | 198 (56.7) | 83.6+6.8 | 84.5+6.4 | Il : 20 (5.7) I1:21(6.0) 328 (94.3) 328 (94) E. Sapiens
4 Miller 348 351 201(57.8) | 198 (56.7) | 83.6£6.8 | 84.5+6.4 | Il : 20 (5.7) Il :21(6.0) 328 (94.3) 328 (94) E. Sapiens
I1:56(14.4) | I :47(13.2) | 111:255(65.4) | 1l : 79 (20.3)
5 Adams 390 357 207 (53.0) | 187 (52.3) | 83.1+7.1 | 83.2+6.4 M. CoreValve
IV : 248 (69.5) | IV : 62 (17.4)
1:7(4.9 1:3(22 I : 67 (46.5 I :3(2.1
5 Thyregod 145 135 | 78(53.8) | 71(52.6) | 79.2+4.9 | 79.0+4.7 (4.9) (22) (46.5) (21) M. CoreValve
Il :67(46.5) | 11 :70(52.2) | IV :27(425) | IV :4(3.0)
7 Nielsen 34 36 9 (26.5) 12 (33.3) 80+3.6 82+4.4 15 (44.1) 20 (55.5) 19 (55.9) 16 (44.4) E. Sapiens
. 1:1(1.2) 1:0(0.0) Il : 57 (69.5) | Il : 46 (56.1) )
8 Conradi 82 82 30 (36.6) 34 (41.5) | 81.9+5.2 | 82.5+4.1 E. Sapiens
Il:7(85) Il:5(6.1) IV :13(15.9) | IV : 19 (23.2)
9 Clavel 83 200 67 (81) 118 (59) 81+8 70+10 -- - - - E. Sapiens
10 Stohr 175 175 60 (34.3) | 76(44.1) | 80.2¢6.4 | 79.3+3.3 -- -- -- - E. Sapiens (52%)
M. CoreValve (48%)
11 Holzhey 167 167 58 (35) 58 (35) 79.8+5.4 | 80.5t4.6 -- -- -- -- E. Sapiens
12 Zierer 21 30 6 (29) 11 (37) 85+6 82+4 -- -- -- -- E.Sapiens
13 | Tamburino 218 400 101 (46.3) | 195 (48.8) 80.9+ 703+ -- - 136 (62.4) 166 (41.5) E. Sapiens (11%)
5.2 9.9 M.CoreValve (89%)
83 82 )
14 De Carlo 75 21 32 (42.6) 10 (47.6) 30 (40.0) 9 (42.9) 45 (60.0) 12(57.1) E. Sapiens
(79-86) (78-84)
1: 23 (8.9) I: 18 (16.8) 111:131 (51.0) | 111:43 (40.2)
15 | Wenaweser 257 107 113 (44) 54 (50.5) | 82.146.2 | 79.7155 --
11:79 (30.7) | 11:41(38.3) | IV:24(9.3) IV:5 (4.7)
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F 15(4) ~ Sy A SR PP e (TAVI) & sieh il 2w & iR # il g 3 (SAVR) 287 7 #Ed 4 - AL
- g4 . NYHA 1211 NYHA Iz 1V TAVIL e 2
A (%) ‘ (%) (%) e
TAVI | SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR W
Il:6(13 Il:8(18 I : 37 (82 I : 37 (82
16 Appel 45 45 22 (49) 22 (49) 82+8 78 5 (13) (18) (62) (62) E. Sapiens
IV:1(2) IV:0
, I11:39(29.3) | Il : 51(38.3) E. Sapiens
17 |  D’Errigo 133 133 83(62.4) | 80(60.1) | 79.4+7.4 | 78.8+6.9 -- --
IV : 12 (9.0) IV :7(5.3) M.CoreValve
i I:12(3.4) I:13(3.7) 111:228 (65.1) | 111222 (63.4)
18 Piazza 405 405 | 175(43.2) | 179 (44.2) | 79.9+6.0 | 79.4+4.8 -
I1:33(9.4) |11:33(9.4) |IV:77(220) | IV :82(23.4)
E. Sapiens and
19 Wendt 62 51 43 (69.3) | 38(74.5) | 78.7%509 | 71.1+10.8 -- -- 1 (H-1V)* HI(1-1V)*
M.CoreValve
811+ 111:321 (44.2) | 111: 316 (22.8) E.SAPIEN
20 Onorati 725 | 1,383 | 297 (41) | 768 (55.5) o 70.9+9.9 - - ' ' ' ' SAPIEN XT
6.6 IV:107 (14.7) | IV : 67 (5)
M.CoreValve

*Ey P T i b e NYHA & s 3ra % class I (% class Il-class IV 2. )

65




C\E’U?ﬁ];é CFESART o
» Center for Drug Evaluation

316~ A HH L B RACE S (TAVI) 8 @ 200k 22 il 5008 4 (SAVR) 285 § 4 B - 4 122

e BRI W VELFAR | ATSREEAGE | AWALBREL
f’r?‘f No./ Total No. (%) No./ Total No. (%) No./ Total No. (%) No./ Total No. (%) (%)
TAVI | SAVR | TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR | TAVI | SAWR
. 260/347 | 266/346 | 95/324 87/317 148/344 | 1421341 | 69/345 76/347
1 Smith 48 | 3l (79.4) (76.9) (29.3) (27.4) (43.0) (41.6) (20.0) 19 | 208 | 40D
. 260/347 | 266/346 | 95/324 87/317 148/344 | 142341 | 69/345 76/347
2 Kodali 348 | 351 (79.4) (76.9) (29.3) (27.4) (43.0) (41.6) (20.0) rg | 208 | 4@D
260/347 | 266/346 | 95/324 87/317 148/344 | 142341 | 69/345 76/347
3 Mack 348 | 36l (79.4) (76.9) (29.3) (27.4) (43.0) (41.6) (20.0) 19 | 208 | 40D
. il g | gy | 260347 | 2661346 | o5/324 87/317 148/344 | 1421341 | 69/345 w34 | e | s
(79.4) (76.9) (29.3) (27.4) (43.0) (41.6) (20.0) (21.9)
49/390 50/356 159/387 | 148/355 | 91/390 76/357
5 Adams | 390 | 367 | 294(754) | 271(189) | ) 140) L) o 239) 1o . .
6 | Thyregod | 145 | 135 - - 8/145 (5.5) | 6/315(4.4) | 6/145 (4.1) | 9/135 (6.7) | 5/145 (3.4) | 6/135 (4.4) | - -
7 | Nielsen 34 36 - N 1(2.9) 1(2.8) 2 (5.9) 3(8.3) N N N N
8 | Conradi 82 82 | 42(512) | 35(42.7) | 35(42.7) | 32(39.0) | 16(195) | 12(146) | 6 (73) | 5 (61) | 2(24) | 0(00)
9 Clavel 83 | 200 | 128(66) | 65(79) | 23(12) 19 (23) N N N B B B
10 Stohr 175 | 175 | 110(62) | 99(58) - - 51(20.1) | 42(24.4) - - - -
11 Holzhey 167 167 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
12 | Zierer 21 30 9 (43) 11 (37) 3 (14) 1(5) 4 (19) 7(23) 3(14) 0
13 | Tamburino | 218 | 400 - N 30(13.7) | 30 (7.5) 13(59) | 30(75) | 21(96) | 4(L0) | 28(12.8) | 2(05)
14 | Decarlo | 75 21 | 37(49.3) | 7(333) N N 19(353) | 4(195) N - - -
15 | Wenaweser | 257 | 107 | 167(65.0) | 56(52.3) | 23(8.9) 8 (7.5) 64(249) | 13(121) | 26(10.1) | 9(8.4) - -
16 | Appel 45 45 7 (16) 10 (22) 7 (16) 5 (11) 8 (18) 4(9) - B B B
17 | D'Emigo | 133 | 133 - N N 23(17.3) | 21(15.8) N N N N
18 | Piazza 405 | 405 | 94(56.6) | 96(57.8) | 40(9.9) 30 (7.4) 33(82) | 41(10.1) N N N N
19 | Wendt 62 51 - - - - 32 (524) | 15(29.4) - - - -
20 | onorati | 725 | 1,383 | 28(38) | 72(5.2) N N 161(22.2) | 175(12.6) N N 54(7.4) | 4(0.3)
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« &R LI RIS 4 0 15 CABG L % (g PCI Logistic EuroScore
e 3 (%) No./ Total No. (%) No./ Total No. (%)
TAVI | SAVR | TAVI | SAVR | TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR
- - 92/343 | 116/341 | 147/345 | 1520344 | 116/341 | 110/338
1 Smith 348 | 351 203+16.5 | 29.2+15.6
m! (26.8) (34.0) (42.6) (44.2) (34.0) (32.5)
- - 02/343 | 116/341 | 147/345 | 152/344 | 116/341 | 110/338
2 | Kodali | 348 | 351 203+16.5 | 29.2+15.6
ocall (26.8) (34.0) (42.6) (44.2) (34.0) (32.5)
- - 902/343 | 116/341 | 147/345 | 152/344 | 116/341 | 110/338
3 Mack 348 | 351 20.3+16.5 | 29.2+15.6
& (26.8) (34.0) (42.6) (44.2) (34.0) (32.5)
- - 92/343 | 116/341 | 147/345 | 152/344 | 116/341 | 110/338
4 | Mil 348 | 351 20.3+16.5 | 29.2+15.6
er (26.8) (34.0) (42.6) (44.2) (34.0) (32.5)
136 162 90/390 | 133/390 | 115/390 | 111/357 | 133/390 | 137/357
5 | Ad 300 | 357 17.7+13.1 | 18.6+13.0
ams 34.9) | (45.4) (25.4) (34.1) (29.5) (31.1) (34.1) (37.5)
26 28 8/145 11/145 11/145 12/135
6 | Thyregod | 145 | 135 . . 84+40 | 89+55
yrego 17.9) | (20.7) (5.5) (7.6) (7.6) (8.9)
7 Nielsen 34 36 3 8 -- -- -- -- -- -- 9.4+3.9 10.345.8
8 | Conadi | 8 | 82 34 31 N - N N N N 23.9+115 | 23.6+10.4
9 | Clavel 83 | 200 - N 91(46) | 20 (10) 20(10) | 17(20) 32+18 18414
10 | Stohr 175 | 175 | 44(25) | 57(33) | 19(10.8) | 63(36.1) 0(0) 76(44.1) | 63(36.1) 0(0) | 21.2+131 | 16.749.1
11 | Holzhey | 167 | 167 40 44 - - - - - - 187+11.1 | 18.3+14.0
12 | Zierer 21 | 30 | 6(29) | 7(23) - - - N N N 38+14 35+9
13 | Tamburino | 218 | 400 | 53(24.3) | 143(89) | 42(193) | 32(80) | 25(115) | 6(15) | 68(3L.2) | 29(7.3) | 21.1+142 | 6.8+5.9
14 | Decarlo | 75 | 21 | 22(203) | 9(429) | 17(227) | 18(240) | 11(147) | 1(48) | 18(240) | 1(48) 21.9 17.0
15 | Wenaweser | 257 | 107 | 62(24.1) | 21(19.6) | 47(183) | 58(22.6) | 54(21.0) | 4(37) | 58(226) | 9(84) | 247249 | 12.5¢8.2
16 | Appel 45 | 45 | 8(18) | 8(18) | 13(29) 4(9) 9 (20) 0(0) 12 (27) 102) 16+11 8+4
17 | D'Ermigo | 133 | 133 | 25(18.8) | 36 (27.1) | 16(12.0) | 17 (12.8) - - 15(113) | 17(12.8) | 88t95 | 9.4+104
18 | Piazza | 405 | 405 | 111(27.4) | 98 (25.7) - - - - - - 17.1+10.7 | 17.5+12.1
19 | Wendt 62 | 51 | 24(38.7) | 22 (43.0) B - 54(87.1) | 33(64.7) - N 36.4+17.4 | 2224175
20 | Onorai | 725 | 1,383 | 179(25) | 346 (25) | 20(27) | 47 (3.4) - - 182 (25) | 95(6.8) - -
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R A AP M R % L

218~ AW H A B E e (TAVI) 82 @ 5ok 1 £ el §5 5% 5958 5 (SAVR)
3

- S Flw 7= s § B Aam® LR WL e FroBRE ER SR
T4 (%) Flr-= F (%) (%) #iF (%) (%)
TAVI | SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR
. 30= : 34 30= : 6.5 30= :31 |30=% :3.0 |30= :44 |30= :37 30= :55 [30=% :24 |30= :38 |30= :36
1 Smith 348 351 . . . i ) ] ) ] ) .
1# :24.2 1# :26.8 1# :143 | 1# :130 |1# :182 |1# :155 1# :8.3 1# : 43 1# :57 1# :50
2 Kodali 348 351 33.9 35.0 21.4 20.5 35.0 72.5 11.2 6.5 7.2 6.4
3 Mack 348 351 67.8 62.4 53.1 47.6 42.3 34.2 15.9 14.7 9.1 9.7
Miller 348 351 -- -- -- -- -- -- 8.9 5.1 -- --
. 3 30= :13.6 | 30% :350|30= :198|30= :7.1
5 Adams 390 357 1# 142 1# :19.1 -- -- -- -- i i | .
1# :166 | 1# :384 |1#& :223 |1# :11.3
30= 21 30= : 37 30= :21 |30% :37 30= :28 [30= :3.0 |30= :341|30= :16
6 Thyregod 145 135 J i i i -- -- i i i j
1# 149 1# 75 1# 4.3 1# 175 1£ :50 1# :6.2 1£ :38.0 1# 124
. 30= :59 30= :0.0
7 Nielsen 34 36 -- -- -- -- 30= :59 | 30=x :28 -- --
90= :6.25 |[90= :0.0
30=% : 73 30= : 8.6
8 Conradi 82 82 90= :13.6 |90=x :11.1 -- -- -- -- 30% :24 | 30% :24 |30% :37 |30=x :24
180= :17.8 | 180= :16.9
9 Clavel 83 200 30 %:19.2 30 %:12 -- -- -- -- -- -- --
<24hr : 3.4 <24hr : 0.6 -- --
10 Stohr 175 175 -- -- -- -- 30= :1 30= : 05
30= :12 30 176
11 Holzhey 167 167 30= : 84 30= :10.8 -- -- -- -- 0.5 1.7 15.0 6.0
<24hr : 5 <24hr: 0
12 Zierer 21 30 30= :14 30= :10 -- -- -- -- 0 3 0 3
1# : 24 1# :17
) 30=% :6.9 30= : 4.8 30= :23 | 30% :38 30% :23 | 30% :3.0 |30=% :206|30= :23
13 | Tamburino 218 400 -- --
6 105 |6 * :06 |6@F* :27|6W"* 145 6 * :05 |6 :0.2
14 De Carlo 75 21 8 9.5 2(2.7) 2 (9.5) 9 (12.0) 2 (9.5) 1(1.3) 0 -- --
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2 18(H) ~ B F LSRR 8 (TAVI) 8850k 2 el § 04 Sl 3 (SAVR) 2% § Jf e A g 0 & 1

- SIE Flo 7= & [ B A £ A W b A EAHES L | ATeRE A S E
e (%) = % (%) (%) #iF (%) (%)
TAVI | SAVR | TAvI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR
30% :66 |30% :65 |30% :47 |30% :47 30% :39 |30% :65 - -
15 | Wenaweser | 257 | 107 |1# :171 |1& :187 |1& :121 |1& :103 - - 1% :43 |1# :65
25i 1226 | 2.5& 224 | 25£:226 | 2.5% :22.4 25 :51|25% :85
30% :7 30= : 4 - -
16 | Appel 45 45 | , - - - - 2 2
6B 11 | 6B :4
4pi23 | ak3l
17 | D’Emigo | 133 | 133 | - = - - - - 0 15 - -
30% :38 |30% :38
. 30% :81 |30% :6.2
18 | Piazza 405 | 405 |- ] - - - - - - - -
1# :175 | 1& :165
30 : 145 |30% :58
19 | Wendt 62 51|, ] 30% :16 |30% : 16 - - 30= 0 | 30% 20 17.7 2.0
1# :226 | 1& :137
20 | Onorati | 725 | 1,383 [30% :57 |30% :28 0.7 14
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219~ AL EF L BRI J 7 (TAVI) 22 500 5 i §o st Sl 484 (SAVR) 245 {445 din g e & 2

ke < A S Eon g HER R TN UL R TREB B R NYHA changes
e (%) (%) (%) (%) FE¥rick (%) switch to I-11 (%)
TAVI | SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR
1 Smith 348 351 30=% :9.3|30=%:195|30=:11.0 | 30= :3.2|30% :00|30%:03 |30=%:00|30=:06 |30=:29 |30=%:30]|30= :73 [30% :60
mi
1# :147 | 1# :257|1# :113|1# :35 |1# :06 |1# :10 |1# :04 |1# :06 |1# :54 |1# :65 |1# :65 1# .64
Kodali 348 351 19.0 29.5 11.6 3.8 1.5 1 0.0 1.5 6.2 6.9 83.9 85.2
Mack 348 351 26.6 34.4 11.9 47 2 2.5 2.9 5.9 8.6 8.5 85 81
Miller 348 351 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
30=:28.1 | 30%:345| 30= :59 | 30= :17 30=%:6.0 | 30=%:15.1 -- -
5 Adams 390 357 ) ) ) ) -- -- -- -- )
1#:295|1# :367|1# :62 | 1&# : 20 1# :60 | 1# :151
3B 3
30% :07|30% :0 |30=:28|30=:6.0
6 Thyregod 145 135 | 30=%:11.3|30=:104 | 30= :56 | 30% :15 ) ) ) ) 30=% :0.7|30% :6.7| *:948 7 :96.6
1#:29 [1# :15 [ 1# :35 | 1& :6.0
1# :96.9 | 1#£:96.7
. 30=% :29(30%:0 32 3@
7 Nielsen 34 36 - - - - - - - -
90% :29|90=:0 <Ill: 76.5 | <Ill: 88.8
Conradi 82 82 - - - - - - - - - -- - --
Clavel 83 200 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
10 Stohr 175 175 30=:4 30%:144 - --
11 Holzhey 167 167 - - - - - - - - 25.7 12.6 - --
12 Zierer 21 30 -- -- -- -- 0 3 -- -- 0 10 -- --
13 . 30= :55|30% :9.0 30% :0 |30=%:03
Tamburino | 218 400 -- -- -- -- -- -- - --
6B % :55| 6% " :93 6% % :05 | 6@ ”2:0.2
14 Worsen Worsen
De Carlo 75 21 -- - - - -- -- 0 0 -- --
0% 9.5%
30=:04 | 30=:0
15 | Wenaweser | 257 107 -- -- -- -- -- -- 1#:1.6 1£:0 -- -- 1#:93.2 | 1#:92.3
25#:16 | 25&:0
2019() ~ ¥ A eRrpy e (TAVI) &2 @ 5ok pLL fied #vh w3 3 e (SAVR) 287 5 4 -4p M o i % 2
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ke < g s S Eon g EER o oI ST F TREB B R NYHA changes
it ¥ (%) (%) (%) (%) FE¥rick¥ (%) switch to I-11 (%)
TAVI | SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR TAVI SAVR

16 Appel 45 45 - -- -- -- - - 2 2 7 0 - -
17 | D’Errigo 133 133 -- -- 5.3 0 - -- 0.8 0.8 -- -- -- --
18 Piazza 405 405 - -- -- -- - - - - - - - -
19 Wendt 62 51 8.0 3.9 -- -- - - - - 11.3 5.9 - -
20 Onorati 725 1,383 - -- 4.5 0.14 - - - - - - - -
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220 S H A B g (TAVD) & @B 50 (ST)

2Ry ik
, # & % A dic =iy ‘
1T X X 2 ® =5
Ml A 6 | TAVI | ST | i
Leon [66] N. America 2010 179 179 RCT PARTNER
. PARTNER
Makkar[67] N.America 2012 179 179 RCT | .. , .
= F B
. . PARTNER
Kapadia[68] N.America 2014 179 179 RCT | .. . .,
¥ = O HE
. . PARTNER
Kapadia[4] N.America 2015 179 179 RCT | .. ., .
* I F R HC
Rajani [69] UK 2010 38 47 1]
De Carlo[62] Italy 2010 75 50 O}
Wenaweser[63] Swetzerland 2011 257 78 OS
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221 SR 3 FRE g (TAVD) & @ AE 50 (ST) 2/ fEsd - 4 Bkl

g M . NYHA 111 NYHA I IV
A i T 10 E TAVIZ jisig *
i ¥ (%) (%) (%) Seranr
TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TR
-1V : 165 -1V : 168 .
1 Leon 179 179 82 (45.8) 84 (46.9) | 83.1+8.6 | 83.2+8.3 | Il : 14 (7.8) I1:11(6.1) E.Sapiens
(92.2) (93.9)
-1V : 165 -1V : 168 )
2 Makkar 179 179 82 (45.8) 84 (46.9) | 83.1+8.6 | 83.2¢8.3 | Il : 14 (7.8) I1:11(6.1) E.Sapiens
(92.2) (93.9)
. -1V : 165 -1V : 168 .
3 Kapadia 179 179 82 (45.8) 84 (46.9) | 83.1+8.6 | 83.2+8.3 | Il : 14 (7.8) I1:11(6.1) E.Sapiens
(92.2) (93.9)
] HI-1V : 165 -1V : 168 .
4 Kapadia 179 179 82 (45.8) 84 (46.9) | 83.1+8.6 | 83.2¢8.3 | Il : 14 (7.8) I1:11(6.1) E.Sapiens
(92.2) (93.9)
L 83 81 I:3(8) 1:8(17) 11 : 21 (55) 1 : 23 (49)
5 Rajani 38 47 20 (55) 24 (48) M.CoreValve
(63-94) (62-92) | 11: 11 (29) Il : 14 (30) IV :3(8) vV :2(4)
83 85 1HI-1V : 45 HI-1V : 26 .
6 De Carlo 75 50 32(42.6) 28(56) I-11:30 (40.0) | I-11:24 (48.0) E. Sapiens
(79-86) (79-88) (60.0) (52.0)
| :23(8.9) 1:7(9.1) 111131 (51.0) | 11 : 40 (51.9)
7 | Wenaweser 257 78 113(44) 45(57.7) | 82.1+6.2 | 83.215.7 --
I1:79(30.7) | 11:22(28.6) | IV :24(9.3) IV :8(10.4)
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222 EE A BRI s (TAVD) B R (ST) 285 {444 £ 122

C Tk B R R T " ® R L F- E IR TN e AL = g R A B R 4T T
n”rﬁ No./ Total No. (%) No./ Total No. (%) No./ Total No. (%) No./ Total No. (%) (%)
TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST
48/175 46/167 54/178 45/179 35/153 31/159
Leon 179 179 121 (67.6) | 133 (74.3) 34 (19.0) | 20 (11.2)
(27.4) (27.5) (30.3) (25.1) (22.9) (19.5)
48/175 46/167 54/178 45/179 35/153 31/159
Makkar 179 179 121 (67.6) | 133 (74.3) 34(19.0) | 20(11.2)
(27.4) (27.5) (30.3) (25.1) (22.9) (19.5)
] 48/175 46/167 54/178 45/179 35/153 31/159
Kapadia 179 179 | 121(67.6) | 133 (74.3) 34 (19.0) | 20 (11.2)
(27.4) (27.5) (30.3) (25.1) (22.9) (19.5)
. 48/175 46/167 54/178 45/179 35/153 31/159
Kapadia 179 179 121 (67.6) | 133 (74.3) 34(19.0) | 20 (11.2)
(27.4) (27.5) (30.3) (25.1) (22.9) (19.5)
Rajani 38 47 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
De Carlo 75 50 37 (49.3) 27 (54.0) -- -- 19 (35.3) 11 (22.0) -- -- -- --
Wenaweser 257 78 75 (29.2) 27 (34.6) 23 (8.9) 13 (16.7) 64 (24.9) 16 (20.5) 26 (10.1) 4 (5.1) -- --
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%23~ ‘;_%:"? 3 Fergmen s des (TAVI) 22 i@ 8 % 0% (ST) Lfﬂi‘%ﬁf;"r%\-)ﬁ&ﬁﬁg

COPD LRI & £ 5 2 iE CABG £ 5 B PCI .
) A i Logistic EuroScore
fr—’ﬁ (%) (%) No./ Total No. (%) No./ Total No. (%)
TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST
33/177 47/178 58/155 73/160 47/154 39/157
Leon 179 179 | 74 (41.3) | 94 (52.5) 26.4+17.2 | 30.4+19.1
(18.6) (26.4) (37.4) (45.6) (30.5) (24.8)
33/177 47/178 58/155 73/160 47/154 39/157
Makkar 179 179 | 74 (41.3) | 94 (52.5) 26.4+17.2 | 30.4+19.1
(18.6) (26.4) (37.4) (45.6) (30.5) (24.8)
. 33/177 47/178 58/155 73/160 47/154 39/157
Kapadia 179 179 | 74 (41.3) | 94 (52.5) 26.4+17.2 | 30.4+19.1
(18.6) (26.4) (37.4) (45.6) (30.5) (24.8)
. 33/177 47/178 58/155 73/160 47/154 39/157
Kapadia 179 179 | 74 (41.3) | 94 (52.5) 26.4+17.2 | 30.4+19.1
(18.6) (26.4) (37.4) (45.6) (30.5) (24.8)
Rajani 38 47 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 24+ 15 13+ 7
21.9 21.0
De Carlo 75 50 14 (19.0) | 12 (24.0) | 17 (22.7) 15 (30.0) 11 (14.7) 7 (14.0) 18 (24.0) 13 (26.0)
(14.8-33.0) | (14.0-30.9)
Wenaweser 257 78 -- -- 47 (18.3) 23 (29.5) 54 (21.0) 18 (23.1) 58 (22.6) 10 (12.8) | 24.7+249 | 27.9+145
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224 G EF A BE g (TAVI) 2 @ pisg (ST) 28§ ard Ap M oci % 1

- rrE e Flo = &) § EREREE W b ARG L | ATCRRE RN EE
(-} (%) Flr-= F (%) (%) #iF (%) (%)
TAVI | ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST
. Leon 7o | 17g |30 780 |30 :28 |30% :45 |30% 117 |30 156 |30 1101 |30 :67 |30 :17 | 30% :34 | 30% :50
1# :307 |1# :497 |1& :106 |1& :419 |1& :223 |1& 1441 | 1% :106 | 1% :45 |1& :45 |1& :78
2 Makkar 179 | 179 43.3 68.0 31.0 62.4 35 72.5 13.8 5.5 6.4 8.6
3 Kapadia 179 179 54 80.9 41.4 74.5 43.5 75.7 15.7 55 7.6 8.6
4 Kapadia | 179 | 179 71.8 93.6 57.5 85.9 476 87.3 16 18.2 - -
5 Rajani 38 47 13 28 - - - - 3 - 30= : 34 -
6 | DecCarlo 75 50 8 8 2.7 36 12.0 36 1.3 4 - -
30% :6.6 |30% :154 |30% :47 |30% :154 30 :39 |30% :13
7 | Wenaweser | 257 | 78 |1# :171 |[1# : 551 |1# :121 | 1% :539 - - 1# :43 | 1% :26 - -
25#% 1226 | 25# 1615 | 25%#:121 | 25# :53.9 25# 143 |25# 139
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#25~ UG 4B AEE i (TAVD) 2 8 s p o (ST) 247 § & A M oe i % 2

& < g g ~Eon g EBER R ST R TRES—EL L NYHA changes
e (%) (%) (%) (%) rE1TiedE (%) | (switchto I-11) (%)
TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST TAVI ST
Leon 179 179 30= :16.8|30=:39|30=%:30.7|30=% :50|30=%:0|30=%:0 [30=%:0{30=:0 [30=%:11|30=:17|30=% :62|30=:28
1#: 223 |1#:112 | 1#: 324 |1# 73 |1# :11|1# :06 |1# :06|1# :06 |1# 17 |1# :34 |1# :52 |1#& :39
Makkar 179 179 28.9 20.1 -- -- 2.3 0.8 1.6 25 3.2 7.6 83.1 42.5
Kapadia 179 179 32.0 32.9 174 2.8 2.3 0.8 4.1 25 3.2 111 29.7 4.8
Kapadia | 179 | 179 B B - B - - - - N - 42149 35
(86%) (60%)
Rajani 38 a7 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 3 -- -- --
De Carlo 75 50 -- -- -- -- -- -- 0 2.0 -- -- Worsen 0 | Worsen
36
30%:04 | 30=%:13
Wenaweser 257 78 -- -- -- -- -- -- 1#£:1.6 1#£:1.3 -- -- 1#:932 | 1#:70.8
25#£16 | 25#:26

77




C\E’U?ﬁ];é I IR
» Center for Drug Evaluation
(z) BAG=R 2 REAR

FRLammh e Jrr A 5 2300 LR HTA mgdp & & e £ 4
ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ‘“ﬂ%’aﬁﬁ?ﬁw’%§%§1@W%mﬁﬁﬁ(mm)%ﬁ

EAGTERL 240F T F FTHE (40 PubMed - EMBASE - Cochrane Library
28w TG IRAEE) B TAVE 2 4p B ATESER 2 k

Lo BRFRP TGRS
(1) + £~

A A RESTE (Health Qualtiy Ontario, HQO ) »* 2012 & 3
TAVI #3535 R 2 [70] o 2 4r £ « PG A apLEL o 3 B SANTE i o 03
TAVI 2 SAVR i 4 2 & A & 5% (2 &E 2 BEF)-

2k Rl d FEIIT AT PR AR BB R R A A P F A A
WEREZEDRES AT - H P o mga A L 37,606 4 (Edwards Sapien
valve) » @ £ jiFiofy & & RIP~p b & (Case Mix Group) 2 70 gkt b & 2
TR R P RE S S AZRL NG A VR ENIOR S B
TR AR LR A T 3R TAVES R p A AR ROt R R (F4)
Sk 4 0 3 4e 31,203 4e W~ 50942 4 & (LifeYear,LYs)» 2% % 0.638 24 &
&5 (QALYs) > # ICER & % 33,141 4c %/LYs 2 48,912 4v */QALYSs o 11 ¥ &
Lo e 3 0 &R TAVE ik dup A AP EOT I AR Rk s 4 o B
11,153 4c %~ % 0.0128 LYs » 12 % &> 0.102 QALYs > # ICER & % 870,143 4¢ %
ILYs - % 87 > g 2iER iﬁrr}?r,' B TAVI E_E = A ais > 3N

(ICER=48,912 4¢ #*/QALY<50,000 4t #*/QALY ) o & ¥ 3 X & o e A ke
TAVI £407 £ & A3 ¥ s = 5 o

2013 & 5 7 M0 L ATHR[71] > REASTR 2 6 0 {ATT S AR [ AR
PR PR R B 2 PP 24,000 4ot (R 5 37,606 4t ) 0 @ om 4 2 it
- R AN L VAR B ) o Lt TER T £ X SAVR £ 5% 0 TAVIE 2 SAVR

1

2 fiEts - EihigFoant 50015 F R Eop L Y 2 EME R R SAVR £ s o
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P TAVI 2 £ 858 2 (5 R fs — & cngE Bt 85 0.08 -

FELERlr o b7 7 RSk oEMY 0 B TAVI dup L de ot &
AR BP0 A0 4 0 B 4e 15,283 4t 4 0.851 4 4> 11 2 % 0.628QALYS
% ICER & 3% 17,898 4c % /LY 2 24,257 40 % JQALY o @ v &5 £ jivisfy cd kY
gk TAVI g 4 AR BT E SAVR s 4 0 b 4,642 4%~ 5 0012 4 4

> 112 k5 0.069QALYS v # ICER & % 66,985 4r %/QALY © :%4F 2 #-7 k5
B AW ERr LR FALE 0 UZ AP nr e FRARE AL o A7
TR LA AL # % TAVI S < AP O R R E 450 s 4 0 ICER
&t 20,330 4 %/ QALY I 266,942 ¢ % /QALY 2 [ o @ t 7 45t £ jiFi s v
f o %X TAVI dhp L fp ot de X SAVR ey 4 0 B ICER Eenge I H A %
TAVI shd A 1435 SAVR s & > Bl TAVI 3 & 3 E&enam = 58 w2 TAVI éh
% A& F* SAVR ehd & > Bl TAVI 5 % & @& ehing = 5% o

FlUb o EAR A 2 B %2 2012 E 2 PEEH R A[T0]8 R - Ko TN AR
£ LHEE R e 4 A T 0 TAVE LR § & dook e ehiiffy

(2) i@

Edwards LifeSciences Pty Ltd *+ 2013 & 5 ¥ ¥ i o 3§ R P00 R i
ol P % 2 i e &0 (Transcatheter Aortic Valve Implantation via Transfemoral or
Transpaical Delivery) % MBS #7438 B » # ¥ -2 if ok » & F B 2 #9557
BRI ERE LA BIRIEY T2 B R REE O A RERX iﬁ'ffg > Medical
Services Asvisory Committee (MSAC) ** 2015 # 4 * 1-2 p e RA3&([72] >«

83730 Gk o T R EATR D L AT L KRSTR L -

GARERA MY GRAEFTFRES TR LA R 8 (DB
PARTNER 2 5 # ik 5% e % (PARTNER 2. 5 & Tk 3% % % * MSAC ¢
RS EXFEL) S (QBRFRE AL MRS ANEAERE Y CQREL LT

YRS 2GR S (4)8 17 5 RIS RE R A TR
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@) #HK

# R R 72 7 3 e (National Institute for Health Research ) »t 2013 # 8 *

TR i B R R A 73] AR 2 R § £ R 6 s 4 5% TAVI L7 2
& AT F ek ’«u'l“*Qf‘%‘?"EF FB‘;‘?K}Q%J(‘}'@F AP B ¥ L*’f? AT e

Voo

Suitable
for surgery

(7] ®

) ®

(vm ] ©

TAVI
As available

patients
suitable

Not suitable
for surgery e

() ®

for TAVI

Suitable
for surgery

N

(vm]) ®

(] ®

TAVI
not available

Not suitable
for surgery /\/

(wm ] ©

[vm ] @

B3~ 4 & e & (Aortic Stenosis, AS) IR AR (F

# %R : [73])

FUR 4 AR e R 0 T MRS B RR L £ SAVR

IV RHET TAVE e 3R G AR R o L EA -

ol 3977 o T I TAVE s 4 @ de - WAL T - S i R

% SAVR >

]E

FEREH TAVI ik 10% 5 = ,;){3\‘5&1\&4‘ % SAVR > e ¥ £ # TAVI - ¥ -

e BT TAVE S 4 0 2 A HAL - B

b =
LLéﬂ-/

B8 TAVI )

THZ SAVR Z A A 8% SAVR REREF AR 2 5 LR

SAVR > e & 2 P18 TAVI (hfF25T > X B8 00k o
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G ERSLZ BAATE AT F L REEE TAVI 2 7 ER TAVI
SEAAR Y TR TAVE s R dhum A A O m 2 R I TAVE o chgs 4 > F 3 4
= & 22528 & 45 ~ 7 81 1.6239 QALYs » # ICER & 7 13,900 % 4/QALY - H
= BT m}F‘s AR A g &3 SAVR m/ﬁj A 3 ;Z?#/F% AEY ERR B
PG e ST R AT 0 R EE TAVI 2 7 R TAVI st > 7 E R
TAVI ;5% s A APt o JE T TAVI 5 % m}ﬁ, A Z R Ao N T7963 B4 N
TE 5 E ] QALYs Flpt i £ 48X SAVR thy & @ 5 0 82 R 1 TAVI enip

PR LR G R AR E iR E o B2 0 BTG R A R A N £ SAVR
g A0 B EAME A RZEE TAVEioR o RIENER ISR LD o KR E
BT R RS TAVE 2 7 R TAVI s side v 7 @ TAVI a5 dp < 4
PR 18 TAVE s ehos A 0 F # 4 & & 3,687 48~ 5 % 5] 1.8720 QALY »
# ICER & 5 12,900 # 43 /QALY - &4 7 = » TAVI 5+ 2 if & % SAVR i b

ot o ERE A AR E s 5t e
(4) - Aip

248 % 1 PARTNER 385 5 % # > 4 &|i& {7 TAVI £ SAVR (Cohort A)~ TAVI
B @R s 4 (Cohort B) 2 % & sk A 47[74] o higils® i et ¢ 5 TAVI

2 ipfrcdk kg PARTNER R > ¢ Fdei= F A ERFE o S AFHA KA

L :HE&

Cohort A «%7 3 % % &% > TAVI 4p#3t SAVR » # 4c 0.02 QALY 2 0.02 #
G E 5 ILB B4R A 20,280 B o FP 0 B4 14 & E TR H 1,012,300 w
A& B4 1QALY F3E ¢ i 912,206 % & o ¥ TAVI éd & d 18,000 #c ~ 8 » &
10,000 Fc 7~ > P& Hi 4 1 4 & & Z 40 ¢ i 461,360 Fc~ ~ & 5 4e 1QALY F 3¢
124,632 % =~ - Cohort B sr#= 5 e % 877 » L A# B ™ » TAVI ARt g 2 B 7
i A2 st R B 116 4 &~ 0.92QALY 14 % H 4 34590 B A 0 Tl
Ei4c 12 hEFIEH 31,856 B~ & 4 1QALY g 3E ¢/ 37,432 %~ o

(5) @ri7

PARTNER *%3% B
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> {URRe R BE L E N kHTIHICER 5+ QALY €37400 -

> LAl Edp v E€18,000 i €10,000 0 i3t E 4 ke ICER B G #
QALY = ¥ €30,000 -

> R RFEREROPL EG AP OB IL o blde ~ Aok Suw 2 ES Fokg
Bomio Bk g2 2 B A F B QALY #r3t ¥ 1 khICER & { v

e B Rt gk s i A gean B 0 AT 1 BRI L
(o= FF RFIELL oA A %2 ICER n’_ﬁ_fr%'f % & — i QALY
€11,000 - A frRE * ZE o mﬁﬁ A > ICER E R4 % €5,000 # QALY -

2. TFPHE R

*# 3 p PubMed #% 7] £ 51 k éjgk CH P TR R AR Iﬁ’e'}ﬂ/épf’jggp“u
f5L J e ke o E Bk S g g8 2 (5 % ik (2013/1/1 3 2015/12/31
) x T 33%1?&??‘}%‘%*&5‘_%"1%%3 T REFT L ;@‘;;Bxggiéiégkf; ,
rEFTH 265 v;]?q_ P ?‘;i,fémiv‘);k;}fv;—f Russsa4 260

#2206~ SEF A FOREPLE BN LARGTE 2 RIEF K
PR iF ¥ 3
#1  |aortic stenosis 42,997
#2  |((Transcatheter Aortic Valve Implantation) OR Transcatheter 3,559
Aortic Valve replacement)
#3  |cost effectiveness 91,987
#4  |#1 AND #2 AND #3 51
#5  |#4 AND Systematic Reviews 7
#6  |#4 AND Publication date from 2013/01/01 to 2015/12/31 26
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TAVI (TAVR) vs. # %58 (Medical Management, MM )

Eaton % 4 w g 2007 1 2012 &4 277 7 > % » w fEenE L5 & 2 &% SAVR
in e 40 TAVIARECT S 4 i (MM) 23 5 B & Aok % chisiy = 54 [75] -
PrAYTZ B R AR I A EY SRR 2 ERER RO
m o L]%J% g B4 British Medical Journal (BMJ) a4 247 > 3% 6 [ A7 3 32
2548t AT EEREFTAFY o

Frasls (£271-428) tRFTIHEABERZE FGS ¥
B o Andk k3 Gk 0 5 Xk p PARTENR chfph ifsh 2% 5 23 5
R A (eFH) 2 AP E A NALRE S @ TAVIHAp ST MM 2F G s &
Arxkaua RS N0 P L WA ICER B B 44 WHO 2223k » FRZ L
¢ ICER & 4 &) & 16,700 #43 % 22,603 # 43 » A u] M3t & 4+ ICER B & 20,000

% 30,000 #4%; £ % B~ 100,000 # ~ 5 ICER [ & » 72 7 5 % 477 TAVI 4p 3t
MM > H ICER i# A % 39,964 ¥ ~ 2 61,889 % = » 7 4 u| K+ |CER @ &2 10
HEA o FMa g3l 5 2012 #%~ > #4441 QALY » 237t 4 26,733
% 65387 £ < 0 ixdp 2012 Ewcp 2 A 39 GDP 4 32,249 £ ~ >3 2 £ 35 GDP :
96,747 % = » F|p > £ WHO 2 3 i « 33 GDP 2 % ICER B & » TAVI 4a ik
MM 5 B & Rk ehing 3 5% (65,387 £ A3 06,747 £ ) o

Rt g R A L 6 IFAT Y ik At k f PARTNERAZ§ - @ a7
B el i Edwards SAPIEN o (e 3% W BEAT 7 38 (7 eile BF > F - RIENTHL
++ Medtronic CoreValve & JE #3257 - BEAAFT 7 BT 24 5 R4< 4 R A SRR

e 23l oEBFBant FivKivo

FRA Y G RIZERL SAVR inRp ¢ 0 TAVR Apft MM - £ 3 &
= Rk ays > N[76] 0 HiE* Markov 5% o A f#c @ 0 TAVI a0 v %
% p 2% PARTENR enf/k i#Be e % > @ 16 30 X pchd o~ it B p % hp ¥ 8
ngkw«/gg F AT LA D RHIK (ZEAS ApRE) 7o okpoarE A %5
F % (Medicare) » H # &R p 4ot ~ IR~ P R ER* > hpy
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%7 B¢ %3 ( Diagnosis Related Group, DRG )% ;% ¥ # 4 #5( Current Procedural

Terminology, CPT) &t i &% o

Py sk T o TAVR Ap >t MM ¥ 3 4e 0.85 4 & & (2.93 vs. 2.08) ~ 0.74
QALYs (1.93vs. 1.19) » 3 4r 85,600 # ~ ($169,100 vs. $83,600) » F]* » = 4
5l 4 e M 99,900 % & ~ & H 4 1QALY 47 ¢ 4 116500 % = - Ak
@ % > TAVR 3p st MM > T3aa A ¥ b e 14 = > e 55 g oh? b &3
ek %% (TAVR 1195 vs. MM 1%) o F)pt > 3547 7 i3k 0 % "% X TAVR ehis 3

T FE R S A TAVR #-¢ LG & A ek s = 5

Brecker % 4 123 B NHS «pagh » iz % TAVI 2R MM a2 & A
s % [77] - & TAVI # % %k 5 Medtronic CoreValve ADVANCE # 3 > 3%F7 % ¢ 2
kp L2 BREF(F R LM M2 E8) 4437 £ 428 1,000 L 4 0 p
2010 # 3 * 2 2011 # 7 * > £ 5 1,015 f»:})%&,fép/\ ADVANCE # % o 2 ¢ » 4
¥ 120 fn-‘fﬁa AKpAIEBERSY oo MM g% Eic kR 5 PARTNER Cohort B

e

Markov #5384 5 2 ayieis 30 = ~ L Hp %4 > Fptcycle HF LB E 1=
1B PPy 5r Fila 3 TAVI fp > MM # 4 1.51QALYS~ 3 4r 21,038
Fh o F)P o & K 4 1QALY FEEch it 13,943 #43 o £ TAVI HAEY 2 % b %
A X—g s AP T MM > 3 4e 1.24QALYS ~ 3 4r 22,009 & 48 > w= & # 4c 1QALY
RAFOHH 17,718 43 o 2ig 4 7§ Apag 02[78] - 12453 B ICER R i 20,000 1
30,000 # 4 5 EHFF L s TAVIARESY MM B AR § = Aacsk djpfy > 5% o

TAVI vs. + s (surgical aortic valve replacement, SAVR)

Fairbairn % 4 r0a A»c¥ 247 > FFFERE F b G2 1 FRIER E R L
TAVI 4p #%s SAVR B3 % & & hock thiaf & 2 [79] 2247 5 12 Markov $5% &
10 E 22 Ark o A%Ec w0 TAVI a5 2% &k p >t PARTNER A 5% %
02420 0 TAVI e 7 * 5 16,500 #1438 ~ SAVR % 9,256 %45 5 Gfe® #ic>
G TAVE s & fisekp 5 5 05 % ~ - 4 % 5 4% » SAVR s 4 i %
L5 - J@R-‘I};ﬁ;; LT X o3x* 3 5 *“$ %ﬁ‘w‘i#ﬁfﬁg@}%}p% NYHA4 #g 2. EQSD
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€ r Y27 b (major stroke) ~ & ),% % (vascular complication) » 12 %
Ela

T K= (renal replacement therapy ) & & % g #74 R e M * (g o

o RREs (% 29)0 Bk 2 € s AL TAVI 3 10,368.32 342 « SAVR
% 20,380.03 343 5 10 £ 2 4 & ~ & TAVI 5 52,593.02 #42 + SAVR & 53,943.40
#4 5 QALYs & TAVI 5 2.81~SAVR 5 2.75: F|pt » TAVI 4>t SAVR ih3 &
& 5-1,350.38 # 43 ~ vEH »c % 5 0.06 QALYS » % TAVI 4p#t SAVR » 5 & G %t
BERAAE S N o AT P RREERIET B 0 TAVI fp it
SAVR #i3 4 i QALYS ¥ M AL £ > 3 & a3 A A hZ B > e TAVI sk
& kB F T SAVR L4k SAVR a2 s 4 TSI R fRE 0 R A2 & 55
B A 0 ST A% SAVR Z AR A3 TAVE @ & TAVI & &

B A B R A ork 2 AR E o

Mabin % 4 [80] i & 2bdk + 1§~ = F R 843 MediClinic P~i% 394 i <
B FRR L 2009 £ 3 2011 # & 8 B FRSHERF 0 A 230 g 4 s
SAVR ~ 75 i~ i ¢ #X TAVIIs R o 3%87 7 2 t-test 2 Wilcoxon rank sum test +* #
Bz A kokk o BT B AMT 3 TAVEIAA R 4 T35 85 % SAVR (79.4
vs. 623) ¥ EICU chx fc2 TIoHfep PR 25 B a5 F ok
FREPA B E LR o BRI S A A TAVI B (3355 % 2% vs,
213.9 3 2% ) o

lannaccone % + w g 2000 # 1 2014 & £ 16 K # 7 » ¢ 45 TAVI ~ &[22 MM
% SAVR z = &% » 47[81] - /& PARTNER # 3 (& 3 Cohort A ~ Cohort B ) ~

FR-BR £ 5 S JIPF U2 T ERGFETES RN ERECEDS
PR A a g » ok $s % % ~ (transfemoral approach) z. TAVI #p 3t

SAVR » /59 5 2 & Aacdk dua k> 3% o @ Ko B ~ (transapical approach) z

TAVI A #3% SAVR » £ PR OE S A T RB Y pF LT FEFER
2p FEm B SAVRARIF 2 Wl X Bt jg 0 X HEFH R Y R Ol kAR
T e FITAVE 1 k2 HH RS & Hpay * ¥ v 2 SAVR ARy 0 @

n

7 TAVI 2 &7 B & ksch sk >
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AKRT BAEGRT ¢ 45

1, EHVREFRE AR L F JIeEs o Flot > FEF U RN L B
itk blde TAVI R % A s

2. FrP P L ot MF) TAVI 3 24 chgl (7% % -?—!%5-‘%753 * oo B P oW iR A
AR T Y o TAVI & SAVR 222 MM £ B &« e300 5 =2 & 5 @ 5 TAVI
AEEHHOI A AR X Ecs NETFP R EE PRI ISR IAE o A KT

sl TAVI englgir > & m " 4o d $ PP in 2. B Jpang 4 5 o

FFLT HUT Y Lot TAVR 22 SAVR 2 & A»c%[82] - H @ » # TAVI » %
Edwards SAPIEN (ES-TAVR) % Medtroni CoreValve (MC-TAVR) #48 > 4 %5
58 4% ES-TAVR -~ 87 =% MC-TAVR » 112 62 i=4%% SAVR A » A 47 o &=
7 &% 85t » ES-TAVR #p#" SAVR » # 4 0.036QALY 2 8,800 Fc ~ » F]yt & H
4v 1 QALY 7 4f *F 4 148,525 % ~ (ICER=148,525) ; MC-TAVR #p #.** SAVR >
" 0.011 QALY 2 9,729 %t = » F]p* MC-TAVR % # & @4t eiisfh = 5% o F 444
% E A5 4oveii B8 5t 1.3mg/dl - ES-TAVR #p #3+ SAVR » 3 4¢ 0.078 QALY
2 2766 F o F)pE A4 1 QALY F4F bt 18,302 % ~ (ICER=18,302);
MC-TAVR #p #3+ SAVR » 3 4 0.068QALYs % 3,883 §t = » F]pt & 3 4t 1 QALY
Zap ¢k 4 179,618 %~ (ICER=18,302) %/ 7 305 » td FL7 chi B PR RY i
&REE ST ARAR O O F R X RO O AS A RGP At o pa TAVR
Pt SAVR » G 2bE 2 Askkafypy 3 34 0 HIRG A R RFIAE ~ 2 L4
hE o XA FEFRF P REF OH G W E 7o ES-TAVR 2 MC-TAVR 7 ;
B FAmk eyt R (TR RARI R A ).

3. ?‘[ﬁ%‘?ﬂ}éﬁ/} k

4iF

BP e B R EE 0 5 R HEBRL S ARE AT o A S RkE AT
HRE R AT TR R R R BN P s 4 a2 TAV A RO B s
B0 BB F % krkk el 5 0 e 1 QALY Z 27 ¢ 8 4r 26,773 T 53,040
$ 5 o 1307 % SAVR £ jieup 4 5 2 0 TAVI 4p it SAVR 2.3 5 £ & hox

Feipf P50 PRy A - RiEag sk o
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227~ TAVI Ap 4>  Bdrindh @ & A0 F R 2 Nt~ & A2 20¥ 4k

2P (L
ek (& &) B R Ho ;'“l:z BRI FLEL 37 #3442 & D ICER % Kk
PARTNER B (2010) E3ry| - - - - - - -
2 | Orlando et al. (2010) ey - - - - - _ :
Watt et al. e Two interlinked | ,, , e 30 % . L . .
B = A ~3gFE . 3.59 4 =N
3 | (2011) =H Markov models | 2 EmilEo UK NHS “F 135% | 4 & QALYs | PARTNER trial
Reynolds et al. - . v ) National health care | = & ~»c3 (0%~ | . .
4 (2012) *F Trail based X system 3% ~ 5% 4 & & ~ QALYs | PARTNER B
5 g%dli;t al #®M | Markovmodel |#2 |1 S'\'ﬁtfrga' healthcare |y 4 sz :5% | QALYs PARTNER ftrial
Decision tree P .
SHTG s g e ‘&8 : 30 % | Scottish Health and g\ ae s s 2EO i
6 (2010) st ?gdlg/llarkov 2 £ 1= social work F 2k 1 3.5% | QALYs
Decision tree gy - L
Doble et al. . =i 130 % | . ) TAVI Registries
dv £ & 20 # EC R = A 5% 4 b E > QALY - .
7 (2012) v £ ?gdlg/llarkov 0 F il 7% 5% 4 & Q s (3 peat)
, = A 3% ) .
8 g%{tze)t al. L 4IpF | Markovmodel | #4 |1 A REA Y et 150 4 # - QALYs | PARTNER trial
EE S .
Lopes et al. . - - - - - - -
9 | (2013) v
Decision tree - PN - -
- Edp 030 . .
10 | Hancock-Howardetal. |, , . | v o eX 50 & A~ 2cF 5% PARTNER trial
(2013) rodel E#:1-3 &
Sehatzadeh et al. - - - - - - -
4 £ 4
111 2013) 4
Murphy et al. o - - - - - - -
12 | (013) #H
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3 27(H)  TAVE AR S B ok © 3 hotE 3R L AR S 3 k20 Sk

it (&%) B e Afe X #i A h
1 | PARTNER B (2010) iR - -
2 | Orlando et al. (2010) # R - -
(1)- 42 R g2+ (EQSD
ICU: 2= Norms) “f & &£ 5 4e @ g >
Watt et al. o L ) Ki/ iﬁ = .
3 (2011) Y| zEICU: 7 = QTP e T Bk 30 X p 4R
Min ife% #c:5 = J Bl HRQoL 3 4c (»c* 5 s1:
3 e )
ICU:4 = EQ5D
. 2£ICU 6.1 = (DA ## : TAVI- 0.59 ; MM- 0.57
4 | Reynolds et al. (2012 2R
y ( ) A Post-procedure : 8.6 = (2)30 = : TAVI-0.71 ; MM- 0.64
ALOS : 10.1 = (3)12 B * :TAVI-0.72; MM- 0.62
()7 "g & #2384 @ 50 0.3%
Gada et al. . (2)#
5 ey - N
(2012) SRR FER D067 7 b 1046
MM : 0.57 ; TAVI jits : 0.67
TEICU: 2 = NYHA
SHTG . ... | Mean highly dependent 1:085;1:071;H:057;1V:
6 BRI W . .
(2010) unitstay : 2 = 0.43
Tia- M s f6 % T 3Esct  MM-0.54 ; TAVI-0.77
NYHA
7 Doble et al. bv £ 4 G NER TN NS 1:0.86;1:0.77;111:0.67;IV:
I I N E N
(2012) ’
0.53
EQ5D
g | Nevtet al. g (1) £ # i# : TAVI- 0.59 ; MM-0.57
(2012) ‘ (2)30 = : TAVI-0.71 ; MM-0.64
(3)12 & * : TAVI-0.72 ; MM-0.62
Lopes et al. - -
9 zE
(2013)
EQ5D
Hancock-Howard et al. Q
10 (2013) kA - (1) £ # i# : TAVI- 0.59 ; MM-0.57
(2)12 ® * : TAVI-0.72 ; MM-0.62
11 | Sehatzadehetal. (2013) | “4c &£ < | - -
12 | Murphy et al. (2013) R - -
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228~ TAVI Ap 3 B iof @ 2 A0 F 3B 2 oV 8 %

Y QALYs e e
i ICER( 2012
14 e A x| % 2 4 iyﬁu V'f.'\;j‘ :,:;" \Lia %i%
£ (ER) Bl f; TAVI 4 f; TAVI | QALYs | 4 4 & ICER EEA)
PARTNER B e - ., - - 50200 % ~/4 b &
1| (2010) iR 79.800 % 4 1.29 1.59 51900 % ~ioALY |
” 82')?8‘;0 etal. W | - 20147 ¥4 | - 1.87 - 12,900 #4/QALY | -
g | Wattetal. ¥R 8016 | 48416 40,400 0.8 2.36 156 |- 16,200 # 43 /QALY 26,773
(2011)
4 | Reynoldsetal. iR 73854 | 158203 84 349 073 2.03 129 |- 61,889 % ~/QALY 65387
(2012)
5 g%dlazft al. iR |- 60,941 |- - 178 | - - 39,964 % ~/QALY 40,930
g | SHTG FEH | 22963 | 47,007 24133 153 218 065 |- 22,600 #43/QALY 37.151
(2010)
Doble et al. , 36,400 4c # /4 &
7 | oo sk 4| 47837 | 73445 25 608 ; ; 06 085 | ¢ 200150 5 IOALY 42358
42600 5~/ 4 & &
8 E\'z%ﬁt al. L | - - 39,219 - - 0.74 08 |, 4’888 fw«;”»;@ Aébl"_Y 53,040
9 (Lz%pleg)” al. o & 87200 = & % | - - ] 007 |90100 = & /% &4 | -
Hancock-Howar
10 | detal. sogs | OB3ST 42010 g uim | 0837 | 1325 | 0488 |- 32,170/4: %/QALY | -
(2013) fel frl
Sehatzadeh et al. - - - - 17,890 4c /4 & &
4 = 4o R ' _
11| 013) £ 15,230 4c ¥ 0628 | 0851 | )y'ocei s ioaLy
Murphy et al. e - - e | T - 52,600 & 4/4 & & ]
12 | 013 A 15,800 # 4% 0.44 03 | 35900 £ /OALY

TR kR 1 [75,81] 2 ATy KR
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%29 ~ TAVI 4p 3% SAVR @ = *3c 57 B %

i’r—fg (& &) B Fe VA A A VEH A & E 3 QALYs ICER
1 | PARTNER Cohort A (2010) iR 2,070 £ ~ - 0.027 AR N QALYs
Neyt et al.
2 v pE 20,397 # ~ - 0.027 - 76,800 £ ~
(2010)
Doble et al.
3 v £ X 11,153 4c ¥ 0.0128 -0.102 - 750,000 #x ~
(2010)
Orlando et al.
4 R 7,983 & 4 - -0.6 870,100 #¢ #* TAVI 5 7 B fganyogy & 3%
(2010)
5 | Scottish HT group (2010) Rt 4,859 & 43 - 0.06 - TAVI & 7 2 g s & 3
Gada et al.
6 iR 3,164 £ ~ - 0.06 - 87,293 & 4
(2011)
Fairbairn et al.
7 R -1,300 & 4 0.13 0.063 - 52,700 £ ~
(2013)
Sehatzadeh et al.
8 dv £ & -4,642 4v % 0.012 -0.069 TAVI i & ¥ R4 TAVI 5 3% B4

(2013)

P kiR c[81]2 AR Y
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(I) AP @&*RRLSH

Lo ¥ 2 b T e

SHE LRl O (TAVD) % 8 2 R P&V R G Tﬁﬁr‘ N
ERFARBPUUH S FEF A - ERET AHE T0 4o R BEY
1082 (22 e g2 g " 2 BRNFRil ) EREBEFFZ Y GHE
#R4 300

#30 TAVI % 8 =¥ 34 &
JEF ¥ A FRFPEE o (TAVI)
AL AERPF R F LRI DR

12 E 0 (w ST 5= 2IME &)
(1) 3 New York Association Function Class 11~V 2
s ¥ R s
(2) s ERAE F RE
e

i BB T & A% <0.8cm’

<0.6 cm?*m?> &4 % FpR 4 £ =40mmHg &

A B PR SrymiE =4.0 m/sec

(3) ¥R I 5o s B “fi-g”fifﬁ I\ﬁ/f”@
SLRR o IR T A B PR PER Jl ]
3

(4) Tk #1p 4 20 F — E0 i

Z.FEE—?—,%,“/Z—T[I+]‘L7 -

g
=
4.0

ERIEEF () At B 7 272 BrRER 5B 7 £
MiE % > STS Score>10% » ¢ Logistic
EuroSCORE | >20%
(2) =& 5 80 fk
() F T AL - K
a A B BRI (R B R M - R
3oL )
b. & A ##%4r i (porcelain aorta )
CHAJVEIE s B > 2 ViEF R o £ jiF
d. ‘iﬁ«‘k—xﬁ IR A B R 2
TR F ER AR R T EF L
f. 3%& i* (Child ~ %% A & B)
g.% i * > FEV<1 o4
FoR L w4 R AL
CRFHRE R ok E% b
FPle— FHFTAE 70 4
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Tk L 710 4
AL AR FRERGT AIEAED > BRFEFPARLEL A FURE TEEF LSRR
?—éﬁvj
m&;%ﬁ;ﬁsﬁujéﬁ<ﬁw%ﬁgw%w3% )
()5 25 blrv b A d Pk #eC Y 3 s (68016B A f- 7% 2 B 3% L) & 300 b bR A

* s (33076B~ 33078B A BB RGENT) L O  SIRIF RS AN ER
%ﬂﬁ%é‘ﬂ%u%%ggﬁ;ﬁa»ﬁwﬁiﬁgéaﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁf¢Wv#:

(©F=ERIEAE 3R AL E#mjiwﬁ%ﬁvé P T REFIREIES Gl 2
@ﬁ(ﬂ¥%$ﬁﬁm%%%*”ﬁ%ﬁ~ P)e

L2 2R B AP PR R R ZBELAEAME (TAVI R * B2 EF %) 9110
fg‘;u o

2. TRAERIETHE BT ORR

A d Rk 7 (Aortic Stenosis, AS) shi ARiF R ¥ 1K chE R R
EmAEA > RHEAR C BRACERD TBET G 1 5 45 &3

PR B 2SR RGEIE 30 & SR 2 R B AL
PRI R RS R L @ heh ey J £k Surgical Aortic Valve Replacement,

SAVR) E 0 @ 3 # Pk F ol B2 > (B PER T bt A 0 P 2 A
B2 SRS R 2 R (3% T 0 F hF R 0.8%) 0 ¥
Yt e dids (80 YT ) B R DG AE & 2R SAVR 0 A BER B3N 4
FEMGT LR - MR F RS S ER PR B

ho'e = > TAVI Pl 2 3% Em 2 H 7 r‘e‘ﬁ&}?ﬁ&m*I* Mie R g o A AR
2012 & 12 P i iEE R BO AT R I b RaE 20%% PV RIXSEY L
495 B B E WA R HRE § TRk dp il TAVI ek L # (80
) gt—gz i F R BR P EpeE (S35 F <2 20% ~ EuroSCORE |
>20% > i ® BG4 ) e

o BTAVE s B or ek 19t db B @ % i A sl ¢ B iE o
¥ ¥ % e “Medtronic” CoreValve %2 x + % & “Edwards” SAPIEN -

“Medtronic” CoreValve &4 1 kB 4 d EF 5w & ehp MIFE F 3 4ddce

PR E R 37 TR REIE IR ~ %8 W HER (heart block—AV node disfunction) 15 » < 33
& & (pacemaker) % o
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& 4 (self-expanding nitinolstent) o % % 4 18 F ch¥i 5 fgd e ri A g =

FE% % O~ 5@t a2 AccuTrak Stability Layer o F] i i & #% B e+ ] (€20 ¥
20mm) - A F = fEF ket [ ¥ EER (26,29,31mm) [84] -

“Edwards” SAPIEN ¢ Z 7 % 2w @ e h T R F IR

(balloon-expandable ) » 7 4&4m £ % & 4545 & & (cobalt-chromium open-cell ) +

% (SAPIEN XT)e &3 "3k~ ] (18 3|27 mm) 3 =+ /] ¥ kEH

(23, 26, 29 mm) - # ¢ 23-mm Fr 26-mm ¥ d 53 # "% (Retroflex 3 delivery

catheter, 22-French 2« 24-French introducer; 2= Novaflex delivery catheter, 18-French
2= 19-French introducer ) & &< %« 4 » (Ascendra catheter, 24-French introducer ) ;

@ 29-mm F Waod e g o [84]

=l

P oA B EFT 2 FH AP 5 “Medtronic”  CoreValve % 74 7
BORE 2 LG A 0% B AS BT R Y 0 kg 3 3] 10%:0
A ki % CoreValve - Wit ¢ * SAPIEN - p % “Edwards” SAPIEN & & B~
FRpPFFvE §#8d $4 X ARFRIEEFAEBERRY > Rh
SOIpHANIT0060 LR EAEVAFRE G S REFRT O HR O
SAPIEN B & 5 4 # %% RFROERT C FHLT Fok P € iR
Flens % ¥ g e o 2 & A5E3* Edwards 2 Lotus 3% ¢ ¥ -t ~ 357 o

TAVI £ jisps 4 3 /) p > g ih sieb fL £ e SAVR £ jiw (3~4 /) ) pERF A
B0 E ik Yk TAVE &2 SAVR e B3t B § 2 45 T % P HONRsE o R332 A6
IR (7 TAVI S > (AR IEF R SR R P FE2 SR R
PFI LSS R R PR e R 2R o B TR TR SRR N
FI2APM G R O B R R A FH AR IGREER 0 A& A4S

A
l. __L;ﬂc;ﬁ}fl’i :ﬁ,\/')”}; 2 @;ﬁff& s A P;.?*;J—}g;}"im:ax%si F%:&ﬁi:gqﬁ {L:; 7}_
B g FLEVRED

., Temlbif (F2P FEE TS P B PR SH AR £ &
W e i o A4 FLED

TAVE & s (54 |1 10002 F R AR B Lt 8- o
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1 #* ¥

P b s BEB R TRFNFRES 8 Fo AN R LR FF Ry
HFB A A S ARFR REFR - EAFAMBZ Ahr RALEFR 4
PEARFR MBI A ARAE LRI AR ETFALEINEF
i 3T FRMME L ATRL L EF e A bk R T4 B o F TAVI
ERNF R FRMBM AR AF AL FREAL gL L F M2 Y MEFR
CE R F e TAVI R oldcp FP PaE £ & 110 @ R455 30560 7k
£ R 2% b fiche T [ o

150

/if/
100
/
—o—TAVIZE 5] 3¢

50

2013 2014 2015

B4 ~ TAVI 3 7 % Dbzt

(2 P pHt

R RGFAE T WL RF R FRREA - LR FRE AR AT T Y
dRRAEP R FEREREE ARPMT A cFAETE TP R RN
110~120 3 ~* % » & 3 CoreValve (¥ 1008 % ) 2 ApM iz R AL H 2 424 (4
iF f RS B BMARE ) £ F ARfrLiey > X 9 130~140 § & -
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(#) F2A4
1. Y FH-RESALS

Y FE N A AL R AR A AP RS ESL
Ao ZRE SRR BB A AT PN TAR2 SR E R AL

FEI M TR RF SR A ER

2. A kA4

@ﬁﬁ%%%%?i%%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂKiﬁ%ﬁyﬂ@%%ﬁ»%ﬁg
R PRAR B 2 s B o PR (OF P N8 68029B) 2 i s rh g
RyBSEMT (55 P 75 69033B) » &7 A=t 2 SEE O HRECE How (TAVI)
FAARR o TAVE Atk § 40 07 2R R F R~ chE i 3t 2 AT
AT d ST RAR 2 IRG B RN RS HER O Fl A T F TAVI BT %

AN 2 & AL R A A A o

(=) gA= A1
A AL D B Ry E A B EANTR D 2 gD B R
LR e gkwéﬁﬁﬁwdﬁﬁé% A BIFERRG R X 2R LR PR

“~

2" g A B PR FEC R & g ((Transcatheter Aortic Valve Implementation,
TAVI)» (85 k3 S Ak F A 47enB 38 B o 0T 8P TAVI (584 2

R HER) P EREE TR SR -
7.1 pREHE

AT L TAVE 5 A2 2 A2 F 247 I8 B o RN B ok A B M PR
% (Aorticstenosis) 2 5 4 > Fgt - L & P AREF L F R RL L FRIPTE S

A Py Y L R

72 FiE
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oy F o A%k 447 (cost-effectiveness analysis ) &7 = & sz * 4 47
(cost-utility analysis ) » 3 TAVI 22 % 5.0 % 4 $9% ¥k F F R A2 A AR E o1
W8 v 2 KX #0A] (probabilistic markov decision model ) i 73 - H#E &
oA HERRD PR R R EEE > AT A 0 G R R ok

_};: o

A G 2R EE L A AR & B %% ¥ (health payer
perspective ) gc & F7 3 Ft& & 4 _ﬁ_#&%ﬁrf;} XA FREEAL Pﬁﬁ
FR ek PREFRELREFLSHML S LI X FRIRAEF * o Ak A7
%5 4 & B (lif-years, LYs) 3 etk s N ARt AT A LSRR 2 PERCAL A
I 37 4 & #ik (quality-adjusted life-years, QALYs) & i »xi®mdpth o @ AT
ek & iR & A 2%kt @ (incremental cost-effectiveness ratio, ICER) & Pt
A

AC €, -Gy
AE E,—E,

ICER =

A 458 B (analytic horizon) 2 3 # » 57 F R hF > 2 A2 »c% 1ok

BT EFTIRF 5 3% ¢

LABH B 6 0 AL TRABRR R ARE TR LA Ak okh 2 3A
BRI FRE TS S TR R ST R L iR e % 2
EERE I T SRERY I TINENE EE RNV LTty S
VoA B PRk RS N AL AT S lcE A0 T MR R LT REG S22 TR
kG BAER T AEERE RS AFETNE L LBRIEP RIS
BT RS HGE FHRR B R A R E ARG EE T L PR T
AR AT S N A A SRRy o R A R 3G o s AT
A FEIRZERFRY A FIHAELER
N S R L mg@kﬁg‘?;%%fﬁ’vmﬁi
Pk A S WA D RS 20 F BRARRRRA S AR 4
ot R AL FOReR N T e e T AP T R TR S 4 R R

F_

= A BARFRE-H o

\‘.},‘rm

2R U R TSR FREEPERG L MBI SRR AR LT
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7.3 fé‘-&i/rrr'fﬁ& AL ’Fﬁﬁ'

ﬁ“ﬁﬁ%&{ﬂﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁéi’éﬁéﬁoﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁ&*ﬁ%
F e BcEARR 2 4 H R 7 (Aortic Stenosis, AS) et R % 2t B o

731A 4522

AT AREEAETT o m 2 eh Ny - A NAT R REAR 2
AS i B E KTt B o 'FT LOAS ER RS LMY RipE GO EE € H# s
% (NYHA) [85]% EQ-5D £ % © 2%i>thag » @ ¥ # &1+ (mobility) ~ p % # /%
(usual activities) ~ p s\ Begg (self-care) ~ 7% 7 2« # if (pain/discomfort) [86] °
EPDASEEKREE 2% (23 FomiwEmS L RENER ) ¥ =2

BAPRUEH AR R BRI CESANERD o

B¥ > A A uEBALE & B 4 (visual analog scale, VAS) ~ pF 7 % 32
(time trade-off, TTO) » 14 2 #3442 5 ;2 (standard gamble, SG) [87] - 3= 3% &
RIBRNAS L RBRET BT LRk A

231 AT R A2 A

NYHA R

(R )

m (# g) zLJi)"“‘fJZO-lOO'\z (T B ‘”)gxf"”’ﬁﬂ( BT %k
RL- T SRR 2 g 0 D3 BREF 354
ﬁ.o

® iR AP FIRT O PR I L
T o

VLR L RSN F R f‘?a‘ﬁf%?“'%b&— 2t o
1"}‘\1\)}3%_111 [Ii;P_ ﬁi&/r’ﬁvﬁgrﬂvg FnTU ) IJ‘,{: ) BSj FL,
‘\,4}3’\9?;5 vtj’"?«l—ﬁti#'ﬁ};y\ﬁém,riq

vV (£ k) v AR BT R BT R L F R
PHABET RENTIEL > AL BBM > L Bkl o
E"‘?’D/?‘f"-gl'\pﬁgc'é‘r]iﬁ;i\{ﬁ‘%w o

RLEL 2R SFREDHE ~ L FEE ~ S XF -
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A AT § Bk F¥ O FRARLEIRY
# ¥ -

R R

AETEIIPRR AT H PR M EEL 165 At (F) FPRAUE
%ﬁé%ﬁi‘fﬁ%i%ééﬁﬁ%%@ L G hER R 2 g8

PR N T EPN Y Fe BB ~ & B R ST ﬁ;%que’\!#lj_ﬁ AR A RER

AEFIELEEAFEE R IR F B A HREERE SR 12 23
S E AR Rl Tl A SRS R S S R R R R R
EFRI o FIFLPR (pretest) B =L FE > BB THRIL > AT S
w104 £ 90 Ap UL KREIEEF A

_3

@) Ttk

FRICRAAR] 2 REIDF - RFPAZ P AR 2B SPH
® EXPY

dPEIFA AR R PRER PR CF AR BRI K
AP 104E97 AP HEFTRELR EF AR R ELPF REI Y
FIAFTFLERTRALRL - REFHEIIFLET RO P EHEL

<

<32 -%"R?v g)m‘*{f’rﬁj’“* - BL s G de X F”""‘ﬁ“ ~ B R ERT L E R o

PR SHER QP gd PRI ET A A VRS R
ArEASR AP TEIBRAI D FHE A H QEIDFrERLE P
Fofidmp AF LN SR Batp F L AR H AL

FULTEERRAT B RN E N

SRR REL P AR A BT AFL A U RRL S X LA o
ERNE ﬂ\iﬂzﬁ»lﬂjﬁ»&i;‘%—ﬁiﬁ;%?ﬁigg vl FTY A ﬁk'f’@itiﬁﬁﬁiﬁ*}?i’
PR R RS E tEE MRETR AR R AT R
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B BT RS T R R TRA T R RSB A e

=3

>‘Ii\

2 %Jﬁgﬁ o
@ i HFR/FERE VR

AEFERIICDE OEPFEPEREIR P NERPABFEMRTT D R
X2kt 2 ﬁ& A PR HI72 R TR RNV RS AP
B R -

® i\ R

AETHE R TR APRELPER AL R R PR N
E GRSt (F4E FEPART ) PR F R RSO R OE A RE
X

® FpLAIZ A5

ek 2 e R XS d ATy X RiR EALA I~ Do AT R ?#ﬂfﬁ%&%
2 e e FARAREMLAI AN S FE LA AR A TI0E R

BFLAETZHES B E T A5 T Ay 2

#2104 2107 3L p ok 2RI 0BG RMEFH - XPHL A EH
B 32) AulditdeT o

(1) 15l
AT AY > THF 20 4 (69.09%) 4 4EAlF 9 4 (31.0%)
Q) & i

AEFHRAP > TP THESL TIS£18 ko A BT L 67.525.0 & -
Rz Tiogds s 702414 -

OEREFISNCED

ALY > TR E S LBl (700%) ~+ -~ (55.0%) &k
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Ao A FA G £ P F R e (58.6%) 54 (48.3%) Ik

(4) S4FpEm

AL H R > 1t AR A E B S 0 G 16 4 (55.29%) o iy

% 34 (103%) - 4k A b~ KR BEE A B E LA (35%) -

() &
AFATHEIAPHF-BRIP DL RIPROBEILFILILT L aF

BB ZHRBL O 2 WER S HY > BEMEALLs T A (414%) 0 24
Bil S (24196) o A PEW At B RhAE Lo g B R IR (L chABE o

(6) B B fi

bk

7 ;@aﬁz WA Rk A WG T4 15 50.0% - T4 1:35.0% ¥
@2 T ) Awlik 595 “plp i Tiad ) &5 (444%) @ T

B = (3339%) - rsgxaj i 11.19% - a2 > 8 & Lmzﬁiﬁw; p i
PR S TR (82.8%) 0 6.9%:h s AR T ¥ o

F] [0S

35X ehX F F A ARG T34, -

100



(TNM@%A§¥§g$a@
» Center for Drug Evaluation

232 FpF AT EEPE

257 L4 7 - Ly
R n % n % n %
.}:J_-_\g]
g - - - - 20 69.0
= - - - - 9 31.0
Eds (TroE+Egzy) 17 71.5+1.8 9 67.5+5.0 26 70.2+1.4
Wil i (47:%)
fie 1% 14 70.0 3 33.3 17 58.6
& 11 55.0 3 33.3 14 48.3
Vo % b 4k 1 5.0 1 11.1 2 6.9
PR 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
H 2 10.0 1 11.1 3 10.3
WA HFRR
JE R B4 1 5.0 0 0.0 1 3.5
LI - 13 65.0 3 33.3 16 55.2
A 0 0 1 11.1 1 3.5
g i 2 10.0 1 11.1 3 10.3
Ho 1 5.0 0 0.0 1 3.5
BiRE 3 15.0 4 44.4 7 24.1
E, [ERE 22
e At 2 10.0 0 0.0 2 6.9
oo T 7 35.0 5 55.6 12 41.4
5 3Bk 3 15.0 0 0.0 3 10.3
Z Bk 5 25.0 2 22.2 7 24.1
IRk 3 15.0 2 22.2 5 17.2
24 10 50.0 4 44.4 14 48.3
47 7 35.0 3 33.3 10 345
¥ 1 5.0 1 11.1 2 6.9
A W 1 5.0 0 0.0 1 35
BiEE 1 5.0 1 11.1 2 6.9
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EPF L RERET OREL BRI EL R EA0k 330 T
LEP o EREEK GO BE R E 0 AL A £ & (visual analog scale,
VAS) =8 % T15% 0.87 (B#z2x% 0.09)~ 1 pEfF 2 3,2 (time trade-off, TTO)

) #
FTEIT55 079 (F2%5 018) iR B4 T2 (standard gamble, SG) T 55
0.77 (%355 020) - ¢ REE R fdre* L R3HE - 1 VASF#E 5 L3935
0.79 (#£#:%% 018)~ 12 TTO =8 T5% 077 (#2225 0.20) 17 SG L a4
066 (%5 017) € REE R L dre* L RE - 1 VASFE 5 L3935
0.77 (8325 020)~ » TTO:=8 T 155 066 (E:% 5 017)~ 7 SG L%
0.62 (1R%:%5% 0.24) -

B R KRGS EE R VASIEE L T355 085
(8325 011)~ 2 TTO: =8 T 5% 0.86 (182 % 0.23)~ 2 SG L% 0.76
(8285 025)0 ¥ BB R iEarer € B2+ 2 VASER 5 153 0.86
(#3325 023) 2 TTOFE T355 0.76 (HF #3285 0.25)~ 11 SG 355 0.72
(L8285 019)° £ B B R L drer e B2+ 2 VASER 5 T15% 0.76
(8285 025) 12 TTO =8 T305 0.72 (%% 5 0.19)~ 2 SG T 354 0.60
(%25 020)-

B T o EREEF LT E B3 E > 7 VASE & Ti55 086 (%
#3225 010) 2 TTOF=E L3555 081 (#FHF#H 5 019) 1 SG L3555 0.77 (%
BiFi 022) P Rkt € G3-E » © VAS=E 4 355 081 (%
B2 % 019) 2 TTO =R T355 0.77 (#FHF#H 5 022) 1 SG T 355 0.68 (1
Bgi 018)c ERE e L 3 E » W VASRE L T35 0.77 (%
®i® % 022) 2 TTOF=E L3575 068 (#HHF# 5 0.18) 1 SG L3555 0.61 (%
®g s 022)-

SR BB RGEEE Y 2R RN LMY 1 TTO =R i B

EAVER S ’Fﬁ px *E-é-'vy'v B l9’§+/t ‘T‘lp’fﬁ—i\‘m/’: 17 o
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233 LB R ERTRY BE RV R

Y VAS' (n=20) TTO® (n=19) SG’ (n=20)
? T3z
B Ty kg ToE REE 0 BER
B
Il (iR ) 087  0.09 079 0.8 0.77 020
e R) 079 0.8 0.77 020 066 0.7
IV (£8) 077 020 066 017 062 024
. VAS (n=9) TTO (n=7) SG (n=9)
B
B B T R TE BEE . BER
B
| (=2 ) 0.85 0.11 086 023 0.76 025
||| (:* B) 086  0.23 0.76  0.25 072 019
IV (£R) 0.76 0.5 072 0.9 060  0.20
. VAS (n=29) TTO (n=26) SG (n=29)
e By
B A Tipp BEE THE REE L BER
B
I (iR ) 086 0.0 081 019 0.77 022
(e &) 081 0.9 0.77 022 068 0.8
IV (£R) 0.77 022 068  0.18 061 022

YWAS : A %5t £ £ (visual analog scale) ; °TTO : p&R¥ 2 #;2 (time trade-off) ;
55G : {24 % ;2 (standard gamble)

74 A2 AE At

e PR R HA D & L L FGRR s 4 0 TAVI g ot

'ﬁ%" [ gg#” To T o F] ﬂ\ﬁﬂ 27 TAVI 2 ii%?% ’\j")/%"( medical management,

T AR MM) 3 Ao g4 o £ AT TRA R 0T Prr AT R E g S &

3L H /,,\ﬂ]:frﬁpr_,p S

2F 0 AT % ARM < JR[68, 76, 88-90] » 8 T 4 AR A (Markov
model) > ¥-ZIPEL 4 (B 5) & > B A S8Rk 7o 4 s WX TAVI &
MM i 2 5 #5 TAVE S s < S i o 'k > 30 & 3 i~ et o 4
ﬁ:ﬁ%AMAQ%%%AﬁﬁwMﬁ$%ﬁ%ﬁ,&%m% i

N AR AL F 6B Lo P P E o

‘i‘.?/];’ﬂ?"/é?%%%ﬁﬁ ’.‘I}iﬁ £ P T j}% 2_RER R A R

F_L
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N

2 (NYHAD) it > 5w a (NYHIIV) Bk i BE - #27
R L EE >  NYHA IV iz gsa* L E M- 2 kink >4 3 7

YHAI e

é_;_ e T (COmplICﬂthnS) o ¥ y A ’i" “P\ P it ’%}i & ;fé. ¢ A (StrOke) >
5 % B (renal failure) ~ ¥ &7 A 233 & E (new pacemaker implation) » 12

% < % (myocardial infarction) % o

PRGBS K HPFRF LT A B L o K2 P
B FAF KR TR RS R[68]c XA KR FEDNER RGTRE 23R
FEREARE - 2 AP E S AL PTEHAER o AR R RSTAVIS & 871
ERF RN ZERGPCL AT RAHE 2 L UFRANT R A A
At TR R P AFE Y BRFERG AT AT F S AT EH

AR ESTAVIFR A > 26 T 7R 55 Q155 A 57 ¢ 77 8 r 7

W

\\\?{r

{208 ~ -

R BEN KGN AELA AL F A LHEY TTO 22 %% :NYHA
Il 5 081~ NHYA Il 5 0.77 ~ NYHA IV 5 0.68 » NYHA | i % A= 4 i B ik fi
P AEE S 1o FIER B R U 20nr B SY Y pri % [90] - Ap B St

% 34% % 35
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Severe Aortic Stenosis

e

(@cal Management TAVI > SAVR
(L\ Complication TAVI
® Short term complication eri-procedural
® Long term complication e— P prisks
W Stroke
W Myocardial infarction
W Acute Kidney injury
Death |
RIS~ Bl 1 B MR F ok 2 PRE R
234~ F#X TAVI 2 MM s fiop 2 2772 F % & NYHA &» #
ARG (%)
E%FE':& v = _;Q
(1) NYHA NYHAI NYHA 111 NYHA IV
TAVI MM TAVI MM TAVI MM TAVI MM TAVI MM
LA - - - - 0.08 0.06 059 049 033 045
s 023 032 - - : : - - - -
12 031 0.53 027 0 0.27 0.9 0.14 0.21 0.02 0.08
18 039 065 - - - - - - - -
24 044 0.74 0.23 0.03 0.23 0.08 0.10 0.2 0.01 0.02
30 051 085 - - - - - - - -
36 061 091 015 002 015 0024 009 005 000 0.00

FH kR : [68]
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#35~ #%X TAVI 2 MM jofrm A 2 B g 4 F

PR () L ) 5B IR <P R
S ER G R

TAVI MM TAVI MM TAVI MM TAVI MM

A s 6.90 1.30 140 2.20 420 440 0.50 0.00
12 10.50 4.10 290 5.60 520 9.10 110 1.10
24 1270  4.10 3.60 7.90 6.70 9.10 1.80 2.60
36 1440 4.10 3.60 11.10 7.70  9.10 590 2.60

7 % i : [68]

FATRERA LR AR SN 2k A s FRA 0 U E AR B A
741 & &k A 44

WP EE R S AT RS G TAVIE 2 Bhlcs 2 A R A E R K
Ao FAITIH > APEITE S 5% (MM) - TAVI 7 3 4c 0.6885 # & & » 11 & 3§ 4¢
% & 1,523,247 = > ICER & 5 2,212,261 ~/4 & & o 24 B47 (EIFRF 4
3% ) Ap st MM TAVI 7 5 4e 0.6517 4 & & > 11 % 3 40 & & 1,520,289 = » ICER
% 2332944 ~/4 & (£ 36)-

%36 ~ TAVI & MM 2 & 4 »c % A 45

= A ﬁ 18-\ ¥ 4 ﬁ ‘v 4 &
(%) (%) 4 e P ICER
FTHRF 1 0%
MM 107,257 1.2263
TAVI 1,630,504 1,523,247 1.9148 0.6885 2,212,261
FTHRF 3%
MM 105,442 1.1922
TAVI 1,625,731 1,520,289 1.8438 0.6517 2,332,944

742 = k3 247

MR EE R AT D B TAVE A HEdch A AAE (7451
2 F) RO 0] - E AT APEOYE S 5% (MM) > TAVI ¥ 4c 0.5258
i QALYS > 11 2 3 4c & & 1523,247 = » ICER i 5 2,896,834 ~/QALY - %% j&
$7I (#4755 3%) 0 dpdt MM s TAVI ¥ 4 4c 0.5019 1 QALYS > 11 %  4c
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= A 1,520,289 ~ > ICER i& % 3,029,219 ~/QALY (% 37)-

237~ TAVI 22 MM 2 & & 5c % 2 45

Y TRESY
o *g(;b) R T ICER

FRE 0%

MM 107,257 0.5079

TAVI 1630504 1523247  1.0337 05258 2,896,834
FRE 1 3%

MM 105,442 0.4989

TAVI 1625731 1520289  1.0008 05019 3,029,219

743 F8 247

FHEATREGOTAVI L G2 (F 0 548~ 2 %9950) %~ #1073 o 5

AT APETES LK (MM) > TAVE ¥ 3 4 0.6885 4 é & » 112 B 4o 5 A

276,175 =~ - ICER & % 401,098 ~/2 & & o £+ Birm (E47mF 5 3%) > 49

#3r MM > TAVI # 5 4 0.6517 # & & > 10 2 B 4o & 273,217 ~ > ICER & %

419,263 ~/4 ¢ & (4 38)-

%38~ FH £ 47-TAVI &2 MM 2. & & 2% & 47

5 A ig"\: 5 &R ig"\: 4 &
(%) (=) 4 &8 ICER
FHEF 1 0%
MM 107,257 1.2263
TAVI 383,432 276,175 1.9148 0.6885 401,098
FHEF 3%
MM 105,442 1.1922
TAVI 378,659 273,217 1.8438 0.6517 419,263

EEATTRE B TAVI A 8l (7 & 4245 » 2 50) & x0T 0 &

AATI o APETES L (MM) > TAVI 7 3 4r 0.5258 B QALYS > 12 2 Hf 4r =

+ 276,175 & » ICER & % 525216 ~/QALY « %+ i (#4775 % 3%) - 49

#3r MM > TAVI ¥ 3 4 0.5019 B QALYS > 14 % 3 4 = & 273,217 ~ » ICER &

% 544,393 “/QALY (% 39) -
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