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7K B H)fd%%% (coronary heart disease) 5 #5 Jk & & & 7L T o9 L &R B - W45 &K m &
H IR F A S F A o F R AN AR B Ik s B 69 % & R BF (coronary heart disease risk
equivalent) * ¥ W& FHHEAL e & F A AL BA N > SRR ARR A EE B A o HF
KA R mEMEN R FLEN T TR S MEES > ETRI TR qE FHoyE
A o M AR By K gk R 08 R 0 e B B AE 0 835 48 K B Ik A5 7% (percutaneous coronary
intervention * PCI) & &K $y ik 4218 F 47 (coronary artery bypass graft * CABG) H 81458 Fk 9%
BHE R E o KX M RIR BN S IaAR M0 S iRt B 4 R3XBR (cardiovascular outcomes
trial) » 3t & RAAR B SUBK » LI & BB IR B IR AN A6 i B AR By Ik S8 F AT A 0E SRR B R 1R

% 0 A AR e P RHE B AN R R & BF AR By IR R R 76 R R
B85 - #EFKR (Diabetes mellitus)

¥EPRIREEY) (Anti-diabetic agents)
TEAREDAKZRIR (Coronary heart disease)
1E R ARENAR Y A 7B (Percutaneous coronary intervention, PCI)
TEAREDAK#EE FlT (Coronary artery bypass grafting, CABG)

3l H R ERER L O LR AR © FF 2 W 7ERER - B
IR ISy EA N L IS ZS TR ARVALN PN E S S LYNT®
IRELCM L R B 98 L 3R AR TEAHRE * - A

[l

HI

BaE AR H a0 - BEIRIE & BF iR

Bk B A Ry % - IR B IR A
(coronary heart disease ) & ## FRIE EEHIE T
FEF A - BLIERE IR BB AHEL - B PRI R
e B e IR B IR B MR - OB H 225
M ,E (multi-vessel coronary artery disease ) *

Bt B REORE IR B IR o B PR v R 3 1Y R
TERAEAIERE R e AR B AR e s -

B 5B HL B IR BE A I 0 32 2 1) E B AEME
W BREEEEAE" BREEZUIE™ (legacy effect) » 1R
5 9% BRE PRIE AT IE BT 9E (the UK Prospective
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Diabetes Study, UKPDS) - #E{LIM 1A T ¢
1% » 95 S8 10 47 P JEVA SRR A 12% > o0
WIREZEIH A 14% o JT A2 IR s SE 1) AN B HEBR
T+ B 260 g ML 4G SR 3 B8 (cardiovascular
outcomes trial) SIE M I AE R I AHMERE K - 3£
~ BN B 1 1L i 2y BB SRR B e R
T BREPRIRI TR R TR [ R L -

TEST AR T A8 R IR IR A TG 7%
(percutaneous coronary intervention * PCI) B jif
AR & k#4538 F 7 (coronary artery bypass graft »
CABG) YR IR R I TH R AE 08 PR B8 35 29
7= FEFE T IREIAR T A TEIG R EED - AR
il B il B A iy 22 i RS 2 ZRAY 25 0H - 0 ik
NEHEE Al E R AR BIIRAY ' AR A T 209
MR - RIRFE T T 852 259 ARG R BN FR il
B TR -

AR 2H R R BEREEE -
FEREPRIA & OF e IR B IR s 1 e 2 SE Ve %
S LA B VA (revascularization) Z e 1A
T -

ZEN B
— ~ EBYINHE
(—) /1% (Biguanides)

A UKPDS WFZEm » Metformin $ 5 W32 B
552 BB EAYRERIE A - BE R IE R R
B FERYIMUBE P20 ] AR A SR L3R ~ O I S
DR O HURE E 35« BRIEA 22 SHiE © Metformin
B —FRYG AT 55— RUME RIS 152 B IRs sk B
It » Metformin A3 H 224 ~ EALEE - ARIMTE
BEPR(F A | > Metformin JFERZ 8GR {5 F A BR B0
M~ BIIREAR R ~ FTOUREE Y - IR
FREERI SO - RS [REFLERMERR T -

(Z) Thiazolidinedione (TZD)

£ 2005 4F %8 %% ') PROACTIVE ff 52 6 »
B #1255 2 TUBE RIS & OF O I BRI 1 R 4
Lb 2 T IR RH RE K 4 16% K B 48 B (secondary
endpoint) $ {4 (#8283~ JE Z 36 M 0 L
fE S~ SR B B9 B - TE2007 FF BRI
PROACTIVE Z K537 » ¥ LB 280 S Y

I
RER

FRIE R AF

5 AUBEPRIRAE B 7 JREEIR Pioglitazone ] L
DA 28% B L ILBEZE ~ 37% HYSR R LMiE
LUk 19% WIKIE BF88E - (HRBEE I 41%
LRI ERE o Kl Pioglitazone 138 F A/ ML
BRI BB IRERIR G - (R AR MO
Bk 2 v SR\ B o TR R VMR

(=) f=BEFK3=4E (Sulfonylurea)

1E 1970 4EAXHY The University Group Diabe-
tes Program (UGDP) #% 3 ik A Tobutamide #H
WL A L A ISR TR S« Nk
[ P T R B B0 - 2R — AUB I PR R HEEY)
Glyburide FI SN - LILE S BRI EC
N o SS—ERFFEFEH - BR T Gliclazide £ 4b
FAy s il PR 32 RE S YT ] RE BT Co I LB 1O -
25 X Sulfonylurea #£4%J4[1 Glimepiride * Glipi-
zide ~ Gliclazide - BUHAMZEY A A ERED - H
AR H B » /£ ADVANCE study ' » #HR{HEH
Gliclazide &4/l 3-point MACE (HR:0.94,95%
CI:0.84-1.06) J non-fatal MI (HR 0.98, 95%
CL:0.77-1.22)! »

H Bl 5% Fy Sulfonylurea & ¥4 il 0 AL A% ZE &
B2 # 8 - T BEEL Sulfonylurea € B EATEAE 72
L HILZ ATP 4K i U 5 B -7 38 38 (ATP-sensitive
potassium channel) * JE T FHET O BRI 2 TH
JE JfE (ischemic pre-conditioning) F R ° Ischemic
pre-conditioning Ry Lo WL 2 B AR FERE I -
& O L Bk S8 BFF 21 i ATP-sensitive potassium
channel T5f » JRAE5HE T AN - BECHLIL
HE IR T AR DO L SR 7 5K AT L L
TR AP ORAE Lo

(P9) FE =k Bl 28 (2 FR B 3= 73 I Bl (Meglitinides

)

FFE repaglinide DL nateglinide » B Sulfo-
nylurea ZEAHER » FLURIKCHEERER R HLAF H RFRE
7 KRR AR - FHRAYIE TR SEEE
HY o TR IR 2 2E gliclazide DL B Meglitinides
¥AMY repaglinide * FHELY Metformin » & 3miE A
B IONIBEZERR E » AN IIREE TR ~ L
I FECH B F B LM S 12 -
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(f) @A EEEEIISIE (o-glucosidase
inhibitors)

1999 £ UKPDS ¥t X acarbose #Y Hij &
PERFSE B> DL ke 2005 4 — f B AL BE A 55 A
a-glucosidase inhibitors 1Y% & 40 A7 R BE R 14
A T HUREIR W IR A E B ER
a-glucosidase inhibitors /00 M5 25 14 HY 2% 4= B
BOLRGHE 2 - The acarbose cardiovascular
evaluation (ACE) trial 7RN#H7x a-glucosidase inhibi-
tors AR DIME AL D o KILERE
IRBIIRGR THEE I 2 » acarbose ;&1 neutral
effect HYZEY) -

(") ZBKEBEE -4 HIHIE (Dipeptidyl peptidase

4 inhibitors, DPP 4 inhibitors)

I Wh 32 (incretin) L 15 85 7+ B8 32 Bk -1
(glucagon-like peptide-1 » GLP-1) Fl15) %) HE {KH&
1 JE = R B2 L (glucose-dependent insulino-
tropic polypeptide, GIP) fifi# - DPP 4 HIHI o] #5
FH %} Dipeptidyl peptidase -4 B - £2 535 M
o ZE R e THE R 5 SR AR L R -
TS - SEBRHCIREAYERT 1017 o ARIESTHA
WFFEER - B B A O M R B A9 AR
FHR 2 BE TR DPP-4 HHIE] 07 AN & 52 B0 M1
BRI TE R Sl B R JE g 182 s (H
EHYSE » Saxagliptin /£ SAVOR-TIMI 53 H LR
HUHH (Placebo) HE Y LR ERFERYZE £
(3.5% vs 2.8%)**

(1) BLF 4E = B AR -1 32 B2 (E B B2 58 (L 49
(glucagon-like peptide 1 (GLP-1) receptor
agonist and analogue)

GLP-1 ;2 AN FEERIG I (incretin) £

— TR Il S S A o0 4 W it o3 Y i 3 e

F5Z - GLP-1 & i 3 JB e B H it o0 i JB =5 3 1T

SV FER Mgk o A BEL 2 b B SR+ 1T {688 L P i A B

B - Liraglutide A LEADER §58H » 68

WA 13% FEAROIMERF CLEMEET -

FEESETE L WIBEZE - FEESEME ISR R ) /Y%

4 2 o Semaglutide /> SUSTAIN-6 iXE& » HEK

D 26% T EA ROGMIVER (LR .

FEBOEMECIBETE - JEBGEIERS R > -

(N\) 2 2 B8R - FEFEEEE QI (sodium
glucose transporter 2 inhibitors)

SGLT2 #101il 75 FH B7 37 it B /N vp i 4 %
B B R+ SR EUMBE Y AR - S5 LR EEYIAEEE
HUNE PR 5 v AT B2 £ 8 A S EE S R I JRE i
1% - FEFREEMERY SGLT2 #NH] % Cardiovascular
Outcomes Trials H' (the EMPA-REG OUTCOME
trial ~ The CANVAS program » DECLARE-TIMI
58 trial) » ( HEEY) R R — 2 - BI28H
Ja b SRR A2 S - H R GLPL B e B e
HIE& A 2 2 BT e JR e iy 722 52 - SGLT2 #lI
T B AR B AE AL 3 0 S B B B ) » SE RS
T SGLT2 #IHIFIHI R L IMELFIR - FIRER
HE LB AR5 » Bl GLP1 32 8 (e 512K
E AN R -

EMPA-REG OUTCOME #&#:45 7,020 % /&
H2EE - H99% H.OIMEBSS © Empa-
gliflozin BEJE 14% (hazard ratio, 0.86; 95% CI,
0.74 to 0.99, P = 0.038) EZA RO MM (L
RITEIE T - FEESEE O HIBEZE - JEESE S
J&, ) ~ I 38% (hazard ratio,0.62; 95% CI, 0.49 to
0.77, P < 0.001) Lo AIESE T ~ 34> 35% (hazard
ratio, 0.65; 95% CI, 0.50 to 0.85; P=0.002) /[\ i1
EBEsR 2 -

CANVAS Program #84£4 10,142 #EEH 2
B3 B+ Horh 65.6% S OFH.LIMEEIH » Cana-
gliflozin BEJRA 14% (hazard ratio, 0.86; 95% CI,
0.75 to 0.97; P<0.001 for non-inferiority; P=0.02
for superiority) 3= 22 RO IME H4 (KIS
T JEEGEE LIBEZE » FEBSEMERES R ) - 35
7 33% (hazard ratio, 0.67; 95% CI, 0.52 to 0.87)
DRI EREER 2 .

R 2018 4 11 H 7~ 36 B 0 gk 5 & (AHA)
@ %5 % Z DECLARE-TIMI 58 trial’’ » f# 4t
17,160 44 B #H 58 B 92 » Hodh 40.6% AL
Il %5 ¥ 7 » Dapagliflozin FH & A 22 BB #H »
WD T 17% WL I8 50 1 B0 3 i 1 o i g
(4.9% vs. 5.8%; hazard ratio, 0.83; 95% CI, 0.73
to 0.95; P=0.005) * ;& &B5r EEE BN L =BT
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Bt (hazard ratio, 0.73; 95% CI, 0.61 to 0.88) [fi-F~
LM FEL (hazard ratio, 0.98; 95% CI, 0.82 to
1.17)%7
LEAN - T HEA%E & o3 AT i Se s SR IR B R B
#5 R 0 SGLT2 il 1l v 5 2 B A R OB L2 3R
Eﬁu BEHRAEIET ~ LHIBEZE KoL FEA R
Bax 2® o 1 2018 4 15 18 0 g 52 8y S BB PR 52 &1
HFEF RIS w@%ﬁ@VAﬁﬁ%@
ﬂJfWh A {if F§ Metformin 55— 155 1% -
R4 > 1] % B8 B A Pioglitazone » SGLT2 ?L[] £
PEL GLP-1 fERIA] » DA RO I 3%
éE 29

— *HbA1IC AEEE

2018 75 10 M B2y Ko W PR B2y S [F) 3%
Fery 4t E% - # a6 DL HbAle R 7.0% 1F By bl R
75 o Ot AR BN AR R B T vE R E A - HZ -
FH RS ~ W PR R I R R R R
A~ BARIMAE BB E AR A iR - #5936 HALE
YER » BB A& #25] HbAle /IR 6.5% 2 Al 4%
&Y o

SHABEIRIR & OF U083 - 2 T9E
ESHER HbA 1c FIZE LSRRI ATRETEAE U JE i
it R BT A T R T IR 328 1 B T 2 i B 03K
Tt KB 2018 FE 5 LIS RO PRI S

H[E B RIS - &R DL HbA e KA 8.0% fE
%ﬁﬁﬁéﬁu%ﬁ%*%m GFEEAE -

&— : RERAESHERBIKRRESE 2 OBFRE

RR A

FRIE G

= EYREEIRF
BRI & OF AR BRI 8 - 2018
ﬁ?@/b&ﬁm@&ﬁiﬁﬁ%éﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ

HERE 58— HRIBHE R Metformin » 5 [ILFEA#5EH]
AR & dual therapy I » 25 R 8EY ] B
%%L’iﬁﬁﬁ Pioglitazone * ¥ N5 AJ 4K &5 f& {58

I SGLT2 #I#Ed GLP-1 SZHS {2 /A -
& S P EEY) - QA ] DPP-4 #IHIH -
HAAGHHRSRML M (F—) -

5 BRI A OF LIRS B - BB —HE
% By Metformin 5 SGLT2 #I (] %] » Metformin
AFERZBE R S O ~ R 5 BUUTE 2
RIMEFELE » - DR EL AR E
& dual therapy F¥ » HIIZEZE 5 I Metformin J1I
I SGLT2 #IHI A & OF BEH - 28 = #REEY) A&
0 GLP-1 Z RS EHER] - £ N AREIUHREEY)
AT & i ] DPP-4 HIiHI #l » {H)Z Saxagliptin »
alogliptin J vildagliptin RIFERE R (=) »

i
i)

N
. ;/\\%\

e EE
° A5

& T2 A& (Revascularization)

B bRI & O BRI - He IR B RS kL
FrEUR 2% SZIME R % (multi-vessel disease) » [fll
BER/N . Mg (diffuse) fik: - Z & MEH
FEJ I (chronic total occlusion) H. ik Z {57 7&
B 2/ EHF (left main) kL - BEIMRIEHT ~
5~ RFENPH LRI B i = -

Hil bR v S8 3 5 OF sl TR B IR S 9o 9 715 8 R it

Target HbAlc <7 %

Monotherapy Metformin

Dual therapy Metformin + TZD

Triple therapy Metformin + TZD + SGLT-2 i

Metformin + SGLT-2 i

Metformin + GLP-1 RA

Metformin + TZD + GLP-1 RA  Metformin + SGLT-2 i + GLP-1 RA

K BERASHLUBRIBERE QCERE

Target HbAlc <8 %

Monotherapy SGLT-2 i or Metformin

Dual therapy SGLT-2 i + Metformin

Triple therapy SGLT-2 i + Metformin +
GLP-1 RA

SGLT-2 i + Metformin + SGLT-2 i + Metformin +
DPP-4 i (except saxa.,

alo., and vilda.)

SGLT-2 i + Metformin +

SU or AGI Glinide
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P2 — % BARI 2D trial’® - 7€ BARI 2D trial
tho $HZE T 2368 F A 2 BUBE IR I AR E 1
R I O s (R AR BRI 22 > 50 96 & OF Lo ik
JBE J 3B ER S TR B> 70% R 72 & O # B0 R )
YRR o LR P JE P BE A B 52 I A8 B L il (PCI
5 CABG) & HF5a b2 YI5E (intensive medical
therapy * IMT) BCH #2325 LEEYIIAHE - 35
52 CABG BX PCI BRI E 2K 1B R84
HIERIARIRSE -

TE A RAHA ORI SE R LU ZE (cardiac
death and MI) HYZRELFEBE A7 3 - I8 B
flir &5 D AL ZE Y36 R B R 0 R oL S8 YiB
FHEL » AL R M S0 SR I 22 2 (4 Ry
5.9% vs 5.7%) = #X0M * 7E CABG [E&HE (n = 768)
th - CABG & pf i L ZEYRE R LI ZE 3 4
2 B SRR A B 08 B0 FH o AL ZE WG IR IR B E (10%
vs 17.6%) » o RITESE R ILBE ZE A5 & /4 B
(15.8% vs 21.9%) JRERAL °

Ry T HE— T R LL R I EE CABG H
22 0 FHIMAE S5 FIEE K% & (Framingham JE|
Badtsy ) SRR RES - TR SR E
=R EE T EEKES (T 0 LR
7€ SrhJE, ) £ CABG Jg Hrity 3% 4 SRBH B R A
SRALBEY)IEIE (24.8% vs 36.8%) » SRR A
0 I 3 52 5 D v e PR e g R85 v B s B
(27.1% vs 47.3%; HR: 2.10; p = 0.0051)*? - 5874
WF9ER - FEREIRIR RS s e
B DA JoRL g £ B RTRE L CABG IVIMLE B Az
%ﬁ o

— ~ ¥ERRR B EIENE PR R B MR

ELIERE PR A B E AL IR IR BB R
AR B AT A G (PCT) 8456 IR B AR 45 8 T+l
(CABQG) IME B AR HIAS R -

TE#% 32 elective PCI HY & 1 » Bl JRIK BR
B IERE PRI RS AR L 3335 BB IR BB E 19 T
WRAZ R 5 L LBE ZE SRR » FE R
[ %& B /& 3K (revascularization) &5 * event-free
survival FEERIZAR, « KZHALOIME BEEMGE
PCI IV — 34 - BHPRIR & PRy THIH
KB B/ NINE TR BRESZZRE B

B RS B R (BMI) » B RK TR L
BRI FH S SR IR A s - DUBI SR 1
AEAb S FE S2 T RERY P PR A2 € « Sk Py B
(target lesion revascularization) » /o J U ZE f A7 75
SRS AL &y 52 SR LI RORE PR 9 AH B (K1 52
HIsEEE -

TEHZ elective CABG HYEE T - BERIE R
HAIFERE PRI BB 1Y T DAL - SR -
TEEHEIE » CABG BRI THIA RIESan MEAS
L (adverse non-fatal outcomes) 1EH#IRIE & T
W o R PR L S R RO R AHR 7
T EUFAE < SRS P IR 422k mT AR ARG L Jm g 25
i P 3t B 8l U 58 TR st b G IR A 208 1y Ja e
IEFHRE “° » £F non-bypassed 5z bypassed [ 5L 4=
seEAR B HREe mT R BB IR ¢ o R B IR R
£ CABG & A2 ZHERIE L *4 » (HBE KA
BH B CABG & WY 2 A = 300 17 1% =R 4 B
EREAR 408 o FEFF S KAURRFE R 3 81 - BEIR
B AE 30 RIETTHRE B (5% vs 2.5%; p <
0.001)*" » 5 4 & 10 FF B9 R HAZE TR IFEK & (5
1 22% vs 12% » 10 4 2 50% vs 29%; both, p
< or =0.05)* « [ [t » A 8 B IR A PR R
CABG TEREPRI BB R RIITEER I -

— ~ PCI £ CABG #H#

H 1l 38 18 58 Ry ¥ W A 716 A 1 R 19 7E
A B I 4% 18 = 97 96 7R B 2 Ry 72 5% (left main
disease) PRAZEHE 50% IR A B — e AR BNk
IR (three-vessel disease) ~ R ARENR (two-
vessel disease) HHHL B 77 Hif e <2 3T i A Be B0
7 il 8 S 3T i 196 2 5 70% HYIR A 4647 < PCI
B ERE R = 0 A RO VS S e B AR I B
169 (repeat revascularization) FHEH *® » 1fif CABG
B R =y R R AR 0 -

SYNTAX & B# DL /2 & 5 % 95 (left main
disease) BY = {6 7 R Bl K £ Ji5 (three-vessel
disease) HYIE A #2752 PCI ( 5 —fX paclitaxel ¥
$E3720) Bl CABG i bbss - A B /4 1,800
i85 f8 - Hor 452 24 By Bl PR R - 2013 4F
SYNTAX trial HY L 538 HE 4 A vh B8R - FEREER
B E TS PCLIGHE (n = 231) AU TEEAR
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JMMAE FH e RIS B VA (repeat revas-
cularization) =R #52 CABG » i Z47E syntax
score = Y B B Ry BHEE B R R 1500 o DURHR
BRI AL HEEEE 4 #H (SYTAX score it
e kB ) - TR/ EREN (left main disease)
H SYNTAX score /NA 33 23 HYJKE A » PCI I
CABG WA EA RO ME A (BEEC
DLBEZE ~ HrJE| ~ EEIME EEGR ) % a#E
7= H > [H35 SYNTAX score £33 43 LA L »
Al CABG #HIY EZA KL EFH & Lt PCTH
Ao TE =R ARBI IR (three-vessel disease)
A% H SYNTAX score /MR 23 7R A EH
PCI 2 CABG WIfHHY T 24 RO M H A
RHFE =5 » {H35 SYNTAX score 7F 23 732 I >
H CABG WY EEAR R LME H G LR o' -

[KIDE - #c#8 SYNTAX trial » £E55 —FRUBE IR
4 8 IERE CABG B PCI AR RE - /& ERF IR
J% (left main disease) H. SYNTAX score >32 431y
WA » CABG B> PCI » {HEA SYNTAX score
B2 Gy ZIEEE - W R fE =ik
BRGNS (three-vessel disease) % H SYNTAX
score >23 4rHYIERE » CABG B2 PCI » {HEHR
SYNTAX score <22 53 Z iR Hf » Wi % M 83 72
oo

2013 fE1Y— & & 25 53 1T (meta-analysis) 1
% 3052 4 HEPRIR & BF multivessel disease (L HE
J\7 FEURy three-vessel disease) & &% » fEFHES
— IR EEZ Z8E CABG ML » BEURBEAZE —
B EE S ZREHR R SECTHLOHIBE ZERY R f B
#5 (RR: 1.51, 95%CI 1.09-2.10; P <0.01) » {H
JEURBE A (2.3% vs.3.8%; RR 0.59,95% CI 0.39-
0.90; P<0.01)°%

2015 FF-FE KA NEIM 1Y BEST 5% - BEIR
I R8s FH 9T — 1R everolimus ¥E 857 48 (EES)
HETT PCIIAFARILH CABG @ fEAE T death »
MI » 8¢ TVR B9 EZE# A& 8, (primary endpoint)
Z 54 Kl = (EES vs CABG : 19.2% vs 9.1%;
P =0.007)* = #RTfli 2015 4F 53— {ERHE & 5347
(network meta-analysis) HIJZE/RFHEAG SR - FEAEIR
g FE R 25 T — 1R everolimus ¥ 3% 3 28
(EES) * CABG FHEZHA PCI YA A7 RS v RE &I

FRIE R AF

54,

55— 2018 FF-ZE KN lancet HY IR HEAE 53
HT (pooled analysis) * 17 11,518 fIl multivessel
B LM disease £ & + & 43 Bl 82 %2 CABG H{(
HEPCLIAH » RN AF KRR TRE #
% 7= ¥ (CABG vs PCI:9.2% vs 11.2 % ; hazard
ratio [HR] 1.20; P = 0.0038) ° LEXR IR HTH -
FARAEBEPR I subgroup A #H 3 72 5 (CABG
vs PCI:10.7% vs 15.7%; P = 0.0001) » H{EEH
BEPR Ry B E T HIY®H (CABG vs PCI:8.4% vs
8.7%; P = 0.81)(P for interaction = 0.0077) ° 1E
multivessel disease & subgroup H1 ( HHKI7SEK
95 BB Fy three-vessel disease) » H: B PR 5 1Y #H
HAEA#EZ (P for interaction = 0.0453); [ {F LM
disease subgroup * EfEFRIGHIAE A AEH RIS
(P for interaction = 0.13)°°  [K[tk » 2018 FEEXIM
L E € (ESC) #83R . guideline RIZFE A BEIR
TRE PR ZIMERS (multivessel disease) FE
WA IR IM A BT =Rl T CABG™ -

= R ER

13738 (drug-eluting stent) B9 2EHA 1576
AREDAREIEIRE Ty MR Zent °7 - SZZEE K
% A 1Y PR A2 2 IR R Bl Ik P 5 S 5 I8 il 7 4
FIBEAR 5 IR S RE (healing response) » fL
FEIM A B Y (vessel remodeling) BT 4 A K7 Jig Y
i 4 A4 (neointima hyperplasia) 58 ° SZ 2219
A RGNS EYEA M S AN
FZJE i B4 (neointima hyperplasia) HIl 72 H
JPR Bl T B 245 1% ) 3 R S FE » 15 (62 T ITTLBR B 4
P HIEAL  SAR 1SS B LA A g 28 1 s A
TIMERE » SRR o 8EY)Z 28T 21
M R FEAEEY) » 3 E BRI BN i
EEEEEINAE - M TEDT SRR AE

22V~ 58 (DES) (BN <&@ <2 (BMS) »
s DES Eil 5 # (K 1Y F5 JK %42 (restenosis) ~ &
Ji: P EE £ (target lesion revascularization * TLR)
S IM%E 75 B 42 (target vessel revascularization
TVR) #4338 - 55 —{{ DES (sirolimus-eluting
stents (SES) and paclitaxel-eluting stents (PES) Eil
#r—fUDES #H L » #r— U DES (zotarolimus-
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eluting, everolimus-eluting, and ridaforolimus-
eluting stents (ZES, EES, and RES)) 2 5 (K HY
TVR #I TLR 3 - # —{{ DES HY platform J& &
5 —fUDES # - HILEE— DES EHAEY)
FEASE - #ADHY ANE I ELIMAE P B2 AL R -
BEAE VAR M 0 2 F A B S 0T (polymer
technology) HY T E » o, [A] b 38 B8 K 89 /0 L
REZERI 2R M AR T A =R - 71 2012 5K -
75 42 1 randomized trials #Y meta-analysis %
1 EES M1 # H fth DES )z BMS - 0] 8 3 [#%
157 TVR - 3 H %G B I0E A7 2 2 1 4G SR (3B f

DB ZE B RN MR T R ) B9 Ja s
ﬂi[: EES F Ry fi 4 B 28 S 4R H 58 45 0 - B’Q\I—JE
(2012) #EF MY —FR meta-analysis * ## T 49
randomized trials Jz 50,844 {45 & » JREE R EES
FHER H A FE2E 9857 28 (ZES ~ SES ~ PES) K #
BIBIEE  GRARII SRR AR o -

B R I & OF e IR Bl A o R 5 S 45 e IR )

Rk EE 2 IRF R LA A R0 (patient-centered
approach) » & B {lE F{LAYIGIFE (individualization
of treatment) » W ERIT/LEKERK (heart team) F

[RIEFA e AR B AR A5 i s - H a5 Al RE W
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Coronary heart disease is the leading cause of death in diabetic patients, and diabetic patients often have
cardiovascular disease. Diabetes mellitus is equivalent to high risk of coronary heart disease, so the sooner
glycosylated hemoglobin keeps within the ideal value, the more the related complications can be reduced. In recent
years, diabetes drugs have vigorous development, and many drugs can not only improve blood sugar control,
but also reduce the incidence of adverse cardiovascular events. Revascularization in the treatment of coronary
artery disease, including percutaneous coronary intervention (PCIl) and coronary artery bypass graft (CABG),
has a poorer prognosis in patients with diabetes. This review article provides an exhaustive overview of many
landmark cardiovascular outcomes trials of diabetes drugs and relevant literature to compare the advantages and
disadvantages of PCl and CABG in patients with diabetes, in order to increase the understanding of the treatment
for diabetes mellitus combined with coronary heart disease. (J Intern Med Taiwan 2019; 30: 229-238)



