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Abstract

Left main coronary artery (LMCA) was defined as a coronary artery with a stenosis greater than
50% in diameter. As the disease with the highest mortality rate in coronary artery disease, LMCA
has always been the focus and difficulty in the treatment of coronary artery disease. Coronary ar-
tery bypass graft (CABG) has long been the first choice for the treatment of left main artery dis-
ease. In recent years, with the development of coronary imaging technology, percutaneous coro-
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nary intervention (PCI) occupies a place in the treatment of left main artery disease. This article
reviews the progress in the evaluation and treatment of left main disease.
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1. 51§

PR A B ) 22 3995 4% (Left main coronary artery, LMCA)2 16 & s 5 45 85 50069 4%, HAE fr
H 52 R s ki R (Coronary angiography, CAG)HI ¥ (5 5%~7%, (EatEdkes it BT bk
2 24% [1]. BEAEFRE N D Z 040 FR B BO/R W7 AL i (G B R 2R 38 I, LMCA BRI\ R IZ4E LTt
A EF R 0% T0% LA, BRIE—BOE R BRI B s, WUEEZ, wtdeE. £E+
P E 5 K f) 2t O LT (Acute Myocardial Infarction, AMN NG R, &5 SECOIEMEIR L. A O
FIRA A LEBS) . KR 2R [2]. £ E TR AR AMIGTT . ARSIk i
T AR (Coronary artery bypass grafting, CABG) £ J¢ IR % ik /i A\ ¥ 47 (Percutaneous coronary intervention,
PCl). Zi¥NiRIT IR 2, TEAR, JET-%RE. CABG &/ LTI EET SR, H—HBHFE
B R IKENESEGIE . PCI B2 E AT AR RIIE, BT BRIEY SRPEMT IR, 8% ) 6e I
Beo BRI, BEERXLE. B mBREBL, PCl £ ETRAKIAIT F R E MR . Tk
W AMEISE LMCA AJmHLE . PPl T BONNG T fi it 7 TS HS  — € W HEE, A SClid ik ik it g
M LMCA Kl Ri2 0 3R 2% .

2. EETFRIBEIER

FE SR IGEE R T ES ke A S, ETRE, M7 T A0S MBIkt 28, R85 5 Rk b
¥ (left anterior descending artery, LAD) A /c [A1ji€ 2 (the left circumflex artery, LCX). >k H KA M pyid
(Intravascular Ultrasound, IVUS)IRF ST M, 252 IVUS i & B A ETEHAE >4 mm Z2IEFK, JUIF
50% HFEMERR >45mm[3], FHKE 105 +53 mm [4]. 2 ET MK E RS2 2] LA & K82,
WIEERY . YRR PR, RE. SARREAFON RS, £ ETRimEE 5N LAD & LCX, HE%R
Wfoxsr 9 3 3. 4 3CEk 5 3¢, BERRATIESC[6]. ARIFREN, AEFHKESH SRR IEMR, &
T, p30EE 6], it EATRSKIBMEARTEN T, EEFHN > 75%H) £ =0 AL7].
TELEARATIREK R G, HALR ] Sk 90%. 5 HAMTEAKAR LG, 72 32 o B s v 20 4 F -~ L2
U %, DR nr DL E B ik e i, 9800 M 45495, (H 0 5 B A7 1k B A R S (D 4 . 7 e O
(Coronary Artery Disease, CAD) /& g #Er, 75 1@ % KA IEE B (PR 5K), XM ST LA B
KN MR, AEFETFFO(LLE LAD K LCX ¥ )8 A5 A B A2 Ja i F 1k A (1R AR R i i) i 45 SR [ 7]
WRPRAERAL, A ETHRE B R R RERHA . AKhm o SORAE . K048 ZE 7R AR

3. EEXEFRTEMGF M
IR B ki 2R (Coronary Arteriography, CAG) & WA el IR B ik 8 22 F1 PCI AR A8 S b v 777 (8],
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X1 CAG K& /r EF IR AR IFR R, B FHJUMHEER: 1) AETKER, TaEs%nE
B 2) EFTIREMHNEFEE R EAL /N 3) REHIIEL AN, EEARERREFEINK, £FT
TR ZE, 4) £ ETAAMEFHED LAD. LCX BERA TS50 “Bitks” [9].

IR BN IK A B4 (Intracoronary imaging, IC1) ] LAbe Ik CAG HIX LR PR, 45 I P A5 (IVUS) A
625 AR T 2 494 (Optical coherence tomography, OCT), AR FE RN F & K4 %kl ICI A 1 F1F
it AR S HkoPe A% 40 7™ BB R S5 R BEBR B4 R E 12 T il R [10]

IVUS #1 OCT P nJ AN & 7 = B H £ B0y S N ARZE I EAR B2, 55 CAG AHEL, RESE&F 48 AT
IVUS i 2 B9/ T 6.0 mm? ()85 /NE s T AR (Minimal lumen area, MLA) E.43iE B2 LMCA L3 5 2 ) f 4
HIBE[11]. 5 IVUS AL, OCT MIl&E [ MLA SE/N[12], WREZ OCT 44 5 i 43 3 58 R A5 FH L A i
%%, MARMESNE, HibS IVUS 5] SAHEL, OCT Al fE S BUR G35 5 /N R ST 1 32 28 N sE AR 1)
FRE T RIAT S HE Y 7K [13].

CAD &7 ¥ 32 B L) RS BE B 2 K BEHZ 1, DR BEBR T A5 HO VAT 2 48 S AR v 4% R OG0
WESE, 5 IVUS #LL, OCT wILATEAERAX 73 sk FEREER, GG 7 st LR LR AT A BEE[14].
DRI BE S pl 58 . £FHENER 0l BELAH O M A R 21 45 2 ik ok FE A 40988 (TCFA)TE OCT R EE 25 5 R B
IVUS Hh s 8] 75 BB (85 40) 2 30 0] 75 o A % Jis 5 FfA6 P 52 [15] . T E OCT b mJ LATE iy 48 o 3114
FHBRESEENT, AL LA % F5[16].

BT 72 FF 0 2 O NUX At i, — BLSCHE B IR ) R 22 5 B0 M I PR S5 5 o RS RN S
RLFUGHAT ICH R ey, DARIINS OB I e i 1 00, B DR R B8 IS 385K, IR AR sl T
T 48 T UM L 09 S ZR AR DG I R -

SCAZKAN A2 LMCA BETIE A R R B FE R . 280, & T /NS 2R AR (MSA) & A B
TIARAE . T2 E T RAFIEZ R, MSA R s 8 B AR, 8 IVUS k8, 78 T2
AR SCAR MK A e SR SR T AR R L 2 2% 8 s TR ARUK) 90% [17]. £ OCT k& i A 2R Bl g, S48
KA 4= H BB 1 52 SR E ILUMIEN AR36 1 H%1[18].

I EEAR IR TR E BN LA G, ARSI WA RE e A6, FLIMGRAAAE T30 28304
Ja[19]. anSRAE LAG-&SCHE, IVUS PRk R #E B /T 0.5 mm HACREE/NT 2 mm sl INaS A7 2 7T DA 32
[17]. ML N OCT wJ LLHEAT mikG P MG BEA RFAG . 8560/ T 300 um I, SCZESOH: 5 A A T
) AR Sl 8 A Y S B 5, BRIt R A ki 300 um IF A4 5 B AL FR[16], PR EoARF @ W K G k3
Pk LB LA B R AP EE

2 2PN T A2 45 B K O A R 4 2 (B R B AR ) i ek S R R I8 N TR K [ [20], ‘B S BEER A R S48
B A PRFRIAH I [19] 0 IVUS Al 3] (14 25 25 2 55 55072 1) Jo S 245 SRR OC (B 22 1 2 PR AT vk I AR A0 G
FWME), SRTN NIGIT G AL R KIS R To I 22 R [21]. OCT Al 4 2RIt 2 (1 A % it
IVUS IFif, fECENRISCHES, AR KA mL 95% [19], X EWKE OCT Reft A IlnREEm
MG OL T BN AN A . ST, BT H ATEZ SCEREEE, Ao TSR BRI SR 1 R
AN A .

BN L R J7 AR SR SR KA TR N, SCHESORE 2 5 AR AR ML BE R AR IR, AT S BURE 1K AE[22]
FEJEFRAFAN SR B AL AR BB K. BT OCT Wmi/r#E%, OCT #jskZ
T CAG Fll IVUS [23] /EM LA T8, SCAUAE ARG R B IR ACREAE 4 X A2 VR 7 Ja B2 R L,
I 5 BE Vi AR AN R 4 R A A o [24] . (HZ2RTHEMERIE(ILUMIEN 11 RE6) o B s 1 35 98 )2 1
RARIEFEAR, FEE RS INIXTHURK ) B 2/3 AR B [18]. PR EEF, WS 2 LR
bR, BUGE—BIRTT: RESA M FK > 60 EA/EKE >3 mm[25].
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OCT WK HLHE = I i, BEREHR AL EL IVUS (150~200 pm) 58 & 1943 754 (10~20 pm) [18]. HAF K TIRE
MaAl, AT LB R BRI B, SF4ENE R BBk SR AT VR AE R AT L RS, T B AT
DA Ik A 5 S BRI B R S BRI AR IR RFAE DA @i 2 W 5 S 3R SR il & 6 2 B AH A R A A, X
AR I BEAT 2 A « SR, 4R T, OCT 2771 B BEE 1 . OCT ML 2B RLT IVUS.
FERUG T B — AN BH MR PR, 388 A58 FH B R S I 5 SR P2 A T LA B [16] o 77 32 B8 3 v] LA
ik 4 =K, AR S, SEPUTC I X IR ] REAR R E[26]. teAh, BT HE—ANRSLEEM5 558K
Fo 0 B UE R S A, XN @ S RS T A T O ROR
4. R R TE R R

e BT R AAE AR TT IR Bk 55 #% A8 R (Coronary artery bypass grafting, CABG)F1 4t J¢
TR BN KA NIG 7T (Percutaneous coronary intervention, PCl). 24¥0A 7 GG/ MAe TR, 820 O ILRE 4R
AN I eb IR 2 AR BT S5 e e Ak B 254, R B A IR B & 29 IO &, IRIRACR AN AR . 5
YNGRITAILL, LMCA 35 2 R sh ik 55 5 B8 A AR (CABG) M4 B i IR sl ik A~ N6 97 (PCI) Ji5 1) LA BE
T2 RIAFGS B 7373 A 8091 79% [27]0 PRI 7at ik 5 K I /e T4 > 50%I, S AR B H 245
TREFIRYT, S REAT LIE B EE[10].

DUAR ICH ANA 38 2248 T (1045 FH R 0% T8 1 A b DAl 7 7 bR 20 ko 28 i o (193 248 o 56 T 1L 38 P9 75 (IVUS)
IR g/ N R TRT R (MILAY) > 6 mm? [ 18 5 78 23R EL A A2 22 4 [[10] . 7R 52075 3 (it 7o h 4
H T BN MLA #1E15(4.5 mm?) [28] . 1% % > % (Fractional flow reserve, FFR) > 0.8 /& HEIR ] 42 3=
TP 48 I35 5 2 A I SB[ 7] FEIRPRSEERH, IVUS JIIE ) MLA < 4.5 mm? {3 N TS E &, 1M
MLA > 6 mm? [f] 5 AT AT AR 5FVAYT, 1 MLA 7€ 45 mm? & 6 mm? 2[RI B, a2t — i

%f LMCA B dtriizEd, $F—Puta%rE PCl Al CABG MBIE Aid. KK 22 RATH
RHTETE[10], EEUCIRI 25 AR A R AR . MR AR R, FRaliith SR E A e e R BN ko A2 v] LA
% PCI, (HEE R E & 1RSI IORAS(SYNTAX ¥4 > 22) i) - CABG. MImRAERE, *i
TFARREE S 0B, PCL R IER . XN TAEERE R K70 5 56 123 HORUOUE 7T L/ v 228 T 11 2R
HIEIEE L& CABG.

ZIKFIFEHLIRIE(SYNTAX. PRECOMBAT. EXCEL. NOBLE) [29] [30] [31] [32]iF B 1 £ EBEA
RO i 1L S (MACCE) & E 348 5 5T, PCI 5 CABG HHHL I ANdb L, (BT kA AIGYT a5 40 10
R (R AR I B 5 AR T R R VIA 5E) [33]. A TR/ PCIL AR HEIMN A R, A& N
SIS S AR

JE ETF AR IALAN R AR B 7 AR o FF UL BRI B A SO AR I HE R e 6 5 78 56 42 7 26 FH S
R R SCHE . RSN R S, AEERESCRK MR, REAZWIT O R KR E . Kb
RN J B0 5 SUBAE, ReBCONE M. 5 XA 24 3073, Medina 73 B4 AR T . (8 T-id
17, FrCAIGIRRITZ o AHFANER T 70 SURAZ AL E, 2% T s i AR TG I H A OGS 2
oy XAPE A SOmAKRE . M HAS . B M RMbLm ETLEALHEEL= F, 0= J);
TN AR R B RS A AT, BB AN A ST A e %S . Medina 1.1.1, 1.0.1 fl
0.1.1 ZUNFIEM 43 X AE[34]. EFINITION ARk REME A 2 X 73 5 A A a1 50 SR, 48 50 XU R8T
HBE g, F BRI R SO ALK E KB R BE[35] . SYNTAX P45 A& 4l (i i) 52 3% 4, 1
SYNTAX LT P43 Tl 7 3= -9 4% M35 B 4 J5 SR T 28 M RE /S 5 o B VPAS o ORY 72 32T AR I 4347 22 Tl
IRIRIE, B4 T, . ERS. DIEHERE. LS. BEs . &G 508 1 FHZE P
S 97 T [ 0L/ 5 R 2 [36]

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2022.1281066 7388 I IR = =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2022.1281066

R, HE

X R ] RS, SRR T, (HBR R, ERFBEICIRE A REAKR
A SRS R T8 RS BIRREE o O 1 SE A R 2 T SOAR BN SR, 1] B R AR AR 4R M S AR SR AR /N
T 70% HACSE /N T 10 mm A, RS RS QRIS IEATIR ST . AT, RS AR KM SO AR KT
70% HACERT 10 mm. — MR IS 2 A7 AE T 1 6 MEART Y 2 St TT AR AN IR AR AR, X4
R BRI, 2 XL SHMEEAR . Mk SR AR I E[37].

5. BEXHEAR

X TR ) LMCA, R fs F I RS S8 5 . BEHLET TC R B, IR B S SE BANRAR TR E N
AR[38]. 7E LMCA A N7 H, 8B — S22 W s IR B ke N LAD S f i I J7E[39] . X T s K
JEANT 5 mm. 2 EFIFHERAE N T 50%. AR A R Ik RS, 8 FFEAA/NT 2.0 mm 1HEAS,
BRI B S B0 E N . dn s LAD T DA AL, JF H LOX AR E I, U AT LA A 3 ) LCX
HEAT I B P B S RN B (AR B B G BT N8 o PR B F B BR ENR, B DA R AL 1)
EEMSISE. UEBEIEERN, TEBANZIRSZ LEREN, BEBRERTERNEISE. 335158
FRALI SCHE T RN NTFARIGFHEAT D E 44, KT 51 SE W LU SRR SCHE . 2) 40 S8 A

Ft, PN NRREER) S, BRI T LA B, NAERE E S T 2 B RIS R
TR S A LER, ST 22 0T DGR BIRAE R, R 4SO DAELE > 50% 1059 A2 i [40] .
33 2230 B T 2038 73 XM FE o 243 22 HE LUFE NI SIS, ] % AR A PRI 5 8 T LABREE RS ). 3) KIO
(Keep It Open)Fi AR, BICRAASCHIAR, H5A1EH TS/ > RS . 30 S 42— B, U3
ANHAT I 9K A2 5 RS, AT RIWIERIEY Tk 2 S = HRY . 4) KBI (Kissing balloon inflation)Fi A, HJ
XTWIEREES SKFAR, FEAIE A TSR, R SORIBCCHE, SAE E L. 5) POT (Proximal
Optimal Technique)i A, EPImumfRibEA . BRI —A B2 5im 3 A oA 101 MR Bk e g
Uit 32 S AR K B MR IR L [41] o

6. WZREAAR

BT SR EAAR, SECRBRE Iy, Bl BRI T SCH0R | Crush $R & Culotte
B T EA A S AR R

T XHEBAREBRBRA L A FE > 7071053 XORAE, AFEEM T SERMSR T S8R, XHEE
BEAEER T 4R, B TAP (T-stenting and small protrusion) i A « 54 B T8 52 2256 m& rp AR AL 52
U HRAE T 5y, BRAE S BT HAE R EE BN SRS I B e B [42] o ARFE I o M8 (M BLAS, H e £
BNFE—SCEE, AT POT. WEIMISE S ez, 505 22 Fdid 4 S S 20 R B ik NS, FFAEM
TN AN, FIR R/ NREEHR S e a A ik SO S SO 38 . AR RURBRAERRT S, Ak
Dy, PG, SRR SCR MO 3 R s B %

228 Crush FHAR TR T3 AR BNJG IR 3R VE R ZE M ¥evt,  Be CRAE I i S JFIE, el b O
B[], 24t 5 T X3ERME, 2t Crush R 3 EE G & S22 FERFEXE LUB I 4> 0 O
0 S SRR, 75 5 3 S 2 P9 TR 45 R I AR ) & AE . DK Crush SRR AE Crush H AR FIFERE 1 nbLog 3,
CURCN I A 78 1) B I WSS TR [43]0 B 0 HE AR S 2018 4 BRI O I 2% 23 (ESC)
O AR R AR B TR, fEiZFEF T, AN T 4R, DK Crush £ AR3%43 7 11 b ifEE,
TR AERIZE £ 55 U748 . DK Crush BoR 1 CHE 2 1) I 522 508 2) 2 DN SCEEMIN ; 3) 2 1K KBl
4)2 % POT.

T F R, BYIERESC 2R Culotte FARCHRTE. H ZWPeM L Ee i LK,
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Culotte # A X HEFriftT LK . £ 8L Culotte AL 16T 33BN e T SCE NSRS 2.
K2 i Culotte BEA A 32 323w v N B & M 20 2 BT ROL I &8 4> IR EK, LA RS 4R 2 Rl 42 @ 4y
NI 2 AR A R, A HOE RS . ST RS . B Culotte BEARMHAT TR REYEE LB EEK
B, HERRES;, BN DG 1K KBI. XL RIS T Culotte RAAENIE, FHATHT
TR L EAMHERKELO mm)fEAE[44]. 5 Crush BERAEIEE R 5, 5 T XBE AR5
B AR, BhRE —HOARUG 5 5 S BUSMA BN ML S A 2E

7. B4

FTFFRHRBRE S BUEE. s, —E&ubaT PRE s, SRR, KER, o
Jik i 5 LAVPA R ASFRE o T IVUS AT OCT AT DAVPAL 55 AR P A I S 28 BN Ja A DR IR A, R
MG . CABG A A A2 3] 1 b, HAT SYNTAX PR AR A HER: PCl. PCIACHE A T
ARATIAFAE 2 IR A B R PR I T T B AR, HEFF BRSO EONGRNE, R s S MR . T
B, MSCHLRMSU AR, (HEARKIRZ, TFEARE R LR e B EARN. T FEA E T
RF AR, SEETUE, MINEEE, FRAMITEABHES K N AR H AR &SR BN

&5k
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