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E N W ALOE (VAD) BIFE 1960 SERICHR E 548, 1980 £ L LIRBH~D 7Y v JfliH (BTT)
PER L7 VAD IZIZAZHAB (LVAD), A2l (RVAD), W.LAHiB) (BVAD) 2% 5. 71k ik
BRI VAD & AEARI LVAD 25 0, A4 3RER VAD 28 ORISR T 28 7/35 4 2, HiA% LVAD
I BTT R LRI #E# & LT Destination Therapy (DT) ZFHICHWL EHT/NA XA TH 5. 1990 44X,
2 —TACIHEY A ARY LVAD (Novacor, HeartMate VE) #BTT 734 2 & LCTHwWwS R, 2000 4EIC
AV EZ - EEERTRGAT LVAD (HeartMate II, Jarvik 2000, HVAD, EVAHEART, DuraHeart
L) MEEREA S WHHFEGRITREMN IS L L72. REITIX REMATCH study O#58, 2002 45 (2 .Clsfe
HEE I BRAMEBNC R 5 DT 2MRBRERE S 1172, HeartMate 1T 2008 4£12 BTT @28, 2010 4£12 DT @
JOERBRIE R X, 2014 4F 4 H OB ASCTLE 17,000 B S, 8,000 B 25wl Bh sk ke (on-going), 1,500
B2 3ELL L ORMHBHERN TH S, HATIE BTT HISOARBRERE SN TS, ODIEBHARHEREE L
TORAR LVAD O%E & A 7206, B EEDHFICANT, RAILDTHEACOWTHEHMEHD
BRETHAH. WIZ, HORAT LVAD BHFEIEREE N T 4V F —{mk 2 v 72584 A R LVAD (Fully
Implantable LVAD System) (22> TW 5. FHAR LVAD {EHEEI DB Z ZE T2 HP KL &

HEETII .
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e &2 AT % 2l 2 fliBh A .0 (VAD = ventricular
assist device) &\ 9. VAD X UIEBHICEDLY 25
EIE LA E LTHfI 2L L22H 5. VAD®D
B 1960 HARNCIE F 5 2%, 1980 4E LLL - B A 0
F& &b IEBE~0 7Y v DA (BTT) 25% K&
L7z, 1990 4RI 55— ACHBh AR LVAD (Nova-
cor, HeartMate VE) 2S0LBEHE~DT) v ¥ (BTT)
TNAZE LTHWSR, 2000 123V E - =
HACHE B FERAR LVAD (HeartMate II, Jarvik 2000,
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Left ventricular assist device for elderly patients as
bridge to transplantation and destination therapy
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(H#EEE 2014 ; 51 : 203-209)

HVAD, EVAHEART, DuraHeart % &) 75 i /38 A
X NHBA T OSBRI R B L7, kET
i% Heart Mate VE # JH\272 REMATCH study D%,
2002 4F (2 ik 2 Rl 5 I6 Bk A4 RE B 12 %3 37 % Destination
Therapy (DT) 2fFifEs S, HeartMate II & 2008
I BTT @IG25, 2010 412 DT WS A5 K E CHE B fE
SNERNLE Rz 5B HAKRTO DT OBEAMH]
frshs.
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AT VAD & e 4 BRI TOE (TAH = to-
tal artificial heart) 2% %725, TAHZHCO L% 5842
PR L 2 20K ¥ I T 21T ) 734 ATH Y,
HAZHRENE 2w (K1), VAD © B3 1& 1960 44X
WA E 505, WO VAD ORI X BH O 2 OAN 42
(RGBSR R EE B X ORI o.04Ae) Th Y, 1~
2 A OEHHEINIC & 2 TR R S 0 3 O FERED [H
18 “Bridge to recovery (BTR)"#HI& L7z DTHh o
72. VAD ol & L Cid A S Hih%E (LVAD = left
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1 FRANTOIE (BEOKIRGE S
Q=71 (E¥F) VAD (Eft > —H), @¥+ > VAD (KA, @ BVS5000 (AbioMed #t),
@ AB5000 (AbioMed #1), ® TAH (SynCardia #), ® AbioCor TAH (AbioMed #t), (@ Nova-
cor LVAD (World Heart ), ® HeartMate XVE LVAD (Thoratec ), @ Jarvik 2000 (Jarvik *t),
HeartMate IT (Thoratec #1:), @ EVAHEART (¥ > * 51 % )V4t), @@ DuraHeart (5 E4t)
O~@FH e B wh B A T, G5B iRl N TL0E, ©58 2l A K oE A i i A TL0HE,
O@F—HARAEK N O, @O~ - &= 5 i mAR R A 05

ventricular assist device), M-LffiBiZéE (BVAD =bhi-
ventricular assist device) ® 3 fE¥HAH 5. LVAD O
Gl EBEIEE L Y RIM LR Y 7T AT KENR (F
X FATKRENR) (kIS 5. sl AT OIKIZIE, Hot
BEM VAD L REARI LVAD 3 ), RkHFEER VAD
FEM LA T 2EMEHT N AL EZ bR, K
T30 AT/ N, 2 & L CEBERTARE STV
5. 1980 FFLIRDIEBALOLE K & & B 12w A T
D7) v Vi (BTT=bridge to transplantation) 7%
ERL, 1990FEHEL YE Y Foline B —0$%
PO & LI AR LT 51257 T,

8B — A By A AR A B A T0i8 (Novacor, Heart-

Mate IP, VE, XVE) 2k % BTT 25t R OEHER iEHH#
&7 o7z 2000 4E LR, RHGATIAE B N O R iR
KR 7T % M7 EVAHEART % HeartMate II, Jarvik
2000 7 & @8 —ift, DuraHeart, HVAD 2 & D=
P ERIL SNz, T2, BENTEICL 2 E054
NRADTRWVEBRTIEH A OIS A Y, Tandem-
Heart % Impella 2’ FCK TR SN T 5. K4 EEE R
£ = AR BB Il B A T0 CentriMag b WOR T K
LTw5,

INTERMACS 47 31 — & B AT 0 O @S
2001 4F (2 /Lol AS Al I g P AE B L 3 > 2 IBHAHE & D
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2 HeartMate II Destination study ®#H#EEA (REMATCH study (23815 % NEHARE & o Lbig)

(Thoratec #Lf2fk, —&RLLZ)

INTERMACS (J-MACS) Profiles

L~AJL INTERMACS J-MACS INTERMACSD=y VAD#EGR
3—L EETOR
L]
1 Ciritical cardiogenic BEEODRME 3y Crashand burn hours
shock
2 Progressivedecline  #{THEOES Sliding fast days
3 Stable but inotrope RELEEDEES Dependent stability few weeks
dependent
4 Resting symptoms EHER Frequent flyer months
5 Exertion intolerant BB RS House-bound
6 Exertion limited B {EnlBERRE Walking wounded
7 AdvancedNYHAIll  RERE
AHA/ACC Stage A Stage B Stage C Stage D
NYHA 0 I v
INTERMACS 7654321
Status 2 1
3 INTERMACS Profile & /0:ANE TS ERE NYHA 404, Stage 75

K3 L ()

i 1) & MEAE 2 A B (REMATCH study) (2 & 9,
NEHEHR & 0 & RLARIHIBI A TLO BN Tn b Z &8
RSN, BT 2009 RIS IEHT I & M 2 FLEGAER (Heart-
Mate II Destination study)?!Z & Y HeartMate XVE I
33 % HeartMate 1T OFEMPEAHRE SNz (K2). #
#, 2002 4E |2 HeartMate XVE @, 2008 4£ |2 & Heart-
Mate II ® DT (destination therapy) J#s25 FDA (2 X
D AR XNz, 2008 4EIC HeartMate IIAYBTT K&
M, 2010 B2 DT AGR SN/ H, MiARK LVAD v —

v MIIER L7z, 2014 4 4 H OlErT, HeartMate 11
ST 17,000 BILL B OFEBIC AL Z A F 41, 8,000 7%
HiBh#ksEH (on-going), 1,500 BILL EAS 3 4ELL o> K
#ihe =23 Cns, KREOHBAT DKL YA b1 —
(INTERMACS =Interagency Registry for Mechanically
Assisted Circulatory Support) Tl 2008 4E L& i
AT LVAD Y@M ERZRLTWAS Z LAREN
Twb. MAMLVADKE L ¥ 2 + ) — (INTER-
MACS) BIXUARIEL TV A bY — (J-MACS) TidHlR
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F 1 [HOARIEBIA O8] ERigEHE (%) (http//www.jacvas.com/standard_ihtml)
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AE 5L EE L (BRRENIC L > TIE 65 L LT 5)
BSA AT A XY N HE
AT EhRE stage D, NYHA 7 5 A IV OIAE
St MOERTIREGILDT, F2HL L QOL EEINLBET, BERIISNT S
7w~ L TEV QOL M35, REMEEREIMT2, &R HFTE 2 8%
B O HR FRBY N Tl o0 BRI R PRS0 & BRI L, RKIRO B & SRR 5N
J&YIE TEHE R GE
#EJEE D COPD
I i 153 JEE O il 55 0L R
30 H VAP HSIE L 72 Wi Sl IR ZEARIE
BROT 2 R0 (2 AR )
VRN B 70 IR SR B IRIET R0 T B 0D A M A A
DEBR f e W KBRS, I, R
&R RE DL 1 0 KENIR 7 B SN 2
Weehh St W R BIIR V- T 2 AR AL
T AR
1708 g WhEE 7213 7V 2 — WVARAE O BEAE
T NI VIHEZ B\, BB CITIFAHE &R S D 1T &R R R
200 T O FFhEE
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DO H UG, B e SRR P IS B &SN Y & R L 72 i

BWLVAD 2 &0 AN T OIS E 7200 73
Y—I28 (M3 LTwa. BARIZBWTIE, LEME
vav 7o 729%E (INTERMACS 1) 1 34LikiE R
VAD Osit & L, R I3 HAR LVAD o S B
4%, INTERMACS 2, 3 OJFHENH AR LVAD DL
MBIt ZZbNTn5Y.

F LSRN O EH B ks oS 72 [Hl
AT N TUE | R E T 275, RIS IE0
FERE 2 B TR 2 ZIREFA T > TV RVl
i A 308 s i 8 | 2 1 7 AR F O AN A T, [l o>
BRTIREGHEDT, $42FL L QOL HEEINT
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MR T 2, SRS cE 2% LHE

LTw5b. HAIEEREE A I 25 4F 2 A2 O E R i
BHISCEROREIEE [60 AMDPEE L] » 5 EEK
HEAF A D [65 MRMALE L] ICHETL, Z otk
W2 CTBTT #is T &% AlAR LVAD O it
b 65 A & T2 o 7z, A O AAE i O TLET 1,
Tk 22 SEDNEEEBREB L IEIZ X ) FF — 03 AT 3~5
RN L 72 2 212 & B b O TERZM M5 AR TR
Ehwv. LA, WETEm o T Ml 65 m U ko &
ZREMTENTEOH] v ) EER O MERRE
HolbHl. bbHA, FF—DRBEBOBRRD S
WHBESAIIDVKRERF Yy v AR 52 0ET S
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F£ 2 65 %L L OKA R TARINEO FHAEE DL B
IMPLANT DATE PERIOD OTA
TOTAL
PATIENT PROFILE AT
TIME OF IMPLANT <2010 2010-2011 2012-2013 (Jan-Mar)
n % n % n % n %
1 Critical Cardio Shock 75 24.0% 108 10.3% 82 9.1% 265 11.7%
2 Progressive Decline 144 46.1% 385 36.9% 320 35.5% 849 37.6%
3 Stable but Inotrope dependent 41 13.1% 301 28.9% 275 30.5% 617 27.3%
4 Resting Symptoms 36 11.5% 188 18.0% 158 17.5% 382 16.9%
5 Exertion intolerant 10 3.2% 36 34% 42 4.6% 88 3.9%
6 Exertion limited 3 0.9% 19 1.8% 14 1.5% 36 1.5%
7 Advanced NYHA Class 3 3 0.9% 4 0.3% 10 1.1% 17 0.7%
TOTAL 312 100.0% 1041 100.0% 901 100.0% 2254 100.0%
ik 6) X0
%3 INTERMACS IZBF % VAD i 2 sAATHI policy
Pre 2001 2001 2012 (Jan-Jun) Total
n % n % n % n %

BTT Listed 1245 39.8% 421 22.6% 189 21.0% 2155 32.4%

BTC Likely 994 25.6% 417 22.4% 196 21.8% 1607 24.2%

BTC Moderate 392 10.1% 186 9.9% 79 8.8% 657 9.9%

BTC Unlikely 127 3.2% 75 4.0% 23 2.5% 225 3.3%

Destination Therapy 714 18.4% 725 38.9% 395 44.0% 1834 27.6%

BTR 57 1.4% 16 0.8% 9 1.0% 82 1.2%

Rescue Therapy 33 0.8% 9 04% 0.1% 46 0.6%

Other 14 0.3% 12 0.6% 1 0.4% 27 0.4%

Total 3876 100% 1861 100% 896 100% 6633 100%

BRROE TR ORLAAS 2 HIRLEE,

B FF—iak 65 A O BZAHED ZIT IS &
Mol SIRUEDOBBESAILF XY Y AL H > T
HRVWOTIE WA, LT, TEEEWTD BHHAR
LVAD I & A.DAEEHE % 65 A 12 BR 5 PR AR L
B ELRVWEWVSTHBETIE RV, Fhile, Ol
B EROFEHI BRI IIEAGRIC O RE L BEEH 5720
2, HLETIEI L] EWIHIEBZBH>TWAEDT
5. WA LVAD B#IZ 4 S IREZR S IR DI
R ERERZ T IE 65 RIS b s EIE R L, B
AT (65 MU TALT Ly (FRBENIC X 5 T2 65
WL LD EE T 5) L) FEREIR A L Tn .
Wk Tl & ) REBRHE I T OREIEAS S 7 b
LTWC, 2 DT TidZofidsiEyv. INTERMACS
LY A MY =TIl Profile 1 28949 % —J, Profile 4
AHEIMEIICH B (F2)Y. HEERFEOmEE &I,
Rk TG B2 N RHEE O Al AT LV AD 38 )it 0 H] Wi A3 K
ELEMEL TR BURAE KL T b, filAR LVAD

BTC 0Jin% < >T&TW5
Kirklin et al. J] Heart Lung Transplant 2013 ; 32 : 141-56

HRIT OB RARGRETDH 5 L oRikssEAR, BTT
TS DA L 2012 4E1213 DT @I b3 2344 % & &
BHIZHIML TWw5. 2O CHUGAR LVAD TAHTEHCIE
BTT H\W & DT @RI OWT EL 5 & B TE 9,
HEHEER2 L CZORBOBE I 2RO L LT S
“bridge to candidacy” b 30% FEDH O, 2012 T
RGAR LVAD %25 AT (IR BTT #2590 % -
TWAHEMI21% I/ E LW (F3)Y. HATDH, #
Wl N T i 06 B 5 2 23 T Al 23 Y LS A GA B LV AD s
WHT—F v 77 V=795 5 EASY, “bridge to candi-
dacy” BL U ‘DT ~OBEISILKOERIIHE - 7.

FRDERE (IS 5 AT DlREEDEER

H AR Tl A AR LVAD 12 BTT &)t L 2 PR & &
Nz, 65 L EOREAR LVAD E G O T/
BB L2 shTuw, LaL, BekTid 2010 48
2 HeartMate IT ¥ DT # its C £ B & & 1L T L%,
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BTT - DT & WML 225 ), DT B OBEMIEHE
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1 Bndge 1o Transplant - Listed 22l
500018 Brdge to Candidacy
@ Destination Therapy
O Bradge 1o Recavery
Ll (nther
400 H
£ ’ Destination Therapy
£ ol
o ’ Bridge to Candidacy
5
'g“ -~ ’ Bridge to Transplant
2 200
104
3 p | 3 3, ) 2 ! bl
% o “p R % 2 e s
] [+
CA eN
ke’ 1,
o T
Year
4 65 L DRl Bl N TCBRELIA B T O SH G D 4R Y 42
Ak 6) X
100% ~f R
Event: Death (censored at transplantation or recovery)
Q0% —
80% | ‘ Bridge to Transplant
F% — ¢
= 0% —
= r
5 500 1
2 ‘ Destination Therapy
= 4Dﬂ —
30% —
20%
‘ Pre-implant Device Strategy
18% - Bridge 1o Transplant {n =738, deaths ~ 191)
0% Destmation Therupy {m = 1376, deaths = 417) p (overall) = 0.1083
Ll

T T T T T T T T T
6 12 18 24 30 36 42 43

=]

hMonths after Device Implant
Shaded areas indicate 70% confidence limits
5 65 m2h 1o BTT B X0 DT @t o #lilh A T OBk sk
CHK6) LD

PItg 1,359 B) L7z, F7z, BT Level 1 (Cardio-

FTHD (M4). INTERMACS @ 2013 48 45 — U )
DT 65 UL E ORI A T UG HR BERATHED &
T v b, 20064 6 H~2013 4E 3 H 12 INTERMACS
V2SR S 7z 65 D E ORI A TOUB A #EF1Z 2,254
Bld> ) 2,207 B (98%) A% 65~79 %, 47 Bl (2%) 7380
WL ETH o7 LIEBAEIE (BTT) b #5045 329 4
(145%), DT 4 Bl A5 1,412 ) (62.6%), BTC 4 51 491
Bl (21.8%) Tdh - 72. DT HEBNIRREEDE SNz
2010 4F DL A B 19 1 B8 - (2009 4F L 53 61, 2010 45

genic shock) THUATMZ L7236, BEIZERL 2w

25, WG TIE DT & BTT dBBIERIIRELE S v

(X 5).

BERICHET2EHEICHT 2@HBALOREE
DIFRESE

SHOMEIL, ERPOBRIMHEZ B L Lsgail
AATL (totally implantable, fully implantable) 7754
ADWFETH L. BERHABEHBEESOH TNy 7
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) — BB FEAN I RBEE M ISR U Thoratec #3857 19 =
ANVF—ZREERL T PO —F—% Ny 7Y —&—1k
b L7z FILVAS (Fully Implantable LVAD System) %
MR TH 5. BMIHAEOR Rz T, ik
REVFNA ZDBFICED I T T4 V&R - By
MEG A MLET 5 2 LA R e duE, FEAR LVAD
HEBAEDS DB MBEEZ B2 2 HELETII R AR,
EIEODAERBEERRDPRESEY)PZAONDL I LITRA
).
Mook CREBEEOBER2H - & = IR AR
LVAD A LBHEZ L DAL F5 A4 27 205K S R,
W IZBWTH BTT, DT, BTC &\ 9 @ ok & 23k
WK TIZEAINTWDS, EWFRARTHREKRD R
PEOAL - BELAEIZE 5 b v ikdh ik Rl
VAD, #iAR LVAD Ll EREOAEFFET VI Y X
LB EINTWSTHAI. T4bLH, VADIBREIL
[EIEOAELLORENEHOBE] THY, EWiR
W EIYEHE LD L, R EENLBRMETHS D
& Destination Therapy T& 5 9 & fibh A O % &k
BRAME > THEL TV EWIEZ S THD. 20
X9 B ERN M SICY TIE BTT 22 5 AR
LVAD 2 L CTLwas, DTHHIZH S 2L v 72
—EBDON A OREE L 728 Z AW F >y A b D
PREICHBECTELTHAH. HIRD X 5 AR
LVAD % CTHRE L7z BTT fAIZER D el hHiA
B LVAD AR R VI TFAS Y, HEaERHEHEE LT
HATRERLZWVE VS ZHEFIFIZAEIEDT B
CEDNTELRVWTHA). Fald, IEIMRIRICHIR S
N2 DITHAD S ORHE % 4366 7% { 17z Novacor
LVAD Ol 5 Tid 7 5.
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