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Abstract

Carotid artery stenosis is a common cause of ischemic stroke, and the prognosis of some patients is
poor. With the change of lifestyle, the age of onset of carotid artery stenosis begins to appear younger,
so the prevention and treatment of the disease is increasingly important. Current treatments for ca-
rotid stenosis include carotid endarterectomy (CEA), carotid artery stenting (CAS), and transcarotid
revascularization (TCAR), which has been newly carried out in China in recent years. This article
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will introduce and summarize the current treatment status of carotid artery stenosis combined with
the latest related research and guidelines.
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1. 518

o 2 Hp o At RN B K LB, R TR B R FEAFER 2 —, el i P o A R G H i
PERG RS 22 UL, 240 o5 i 2 A AR A8 ) 80% [1]. 20025 ik S AR A 1 e 75 S 51 e dghe af 2 o 2 w0 5 L5 IR
[2]. WFFERIL 25%~30% 1) it 25 v 8 2 & 145 30N Bk OK T 50% 1) s AR AL PE AR A2 [3] . Sl ik ak 4
PERIA B Ko, PG 2. BEAF AR ESRE S, USSR 2T X, SR KR
RSB AT o« BRI FERE AL R 3B kP A B i Wwa B, o5 A Bl kR 72 SO R 2R 1) 90% [4], £
RAAE LR [0 A1 43 SRR, IR SE R 2 i i A B L g 53 IR B AL, R L AE 25 B Kk 43 A 35 A AL 3541 5
FiK RIS SR T 25 5 T B [5] - 4 HOSN &5 N FRRIE T A 30, 106 2 v R 0 26 15 3 20 ik pe 78 2 S o 1 AH O
KA, AR KT 50%(1 B A KU B 4E_E T 1%~5%, M fEE TN RS A EE6]. Hish bkl
MR HHS AR YT, TP A DG B M R A B BT B S arsnsh bk A e T T A E A 4
YiayT[7][8], BB K A IR R AR (CEA) [3], SENIK SR (CAS) [5] LA K & 33 ik ifiLiz # @ R (TCAR)
[9], EWAMEIFERRA[L0] [11], W FHEHEFARGEROER SR, HETAWRTEIT, SIERFRIEIT
SR AP IERE, AT RMA FAREARMAW LR, SMRFFEARGITEME KA 16T LA
KK IMIE o AR SOK 456 Bop ARSI L e/, X 38l BBk A5 BT 7 DR A 2E R 4

2. 5HRTT

AL I 252 30 T Sl B A h B — 36, ANOUAT BUAE G2 30l ik ok A R AL BE B gt e, 3 TR
TNEEAR B A R A2, TR SAN K L 32 = AR 5 80 B B AR A S R thAT AN/ N 5 Bl . 2023
W L6 AP 2 2 AT R B ICRE A A Sl Jik B e SR 1297 (ESVS) R ra e th,  Sah sk 7= 1) 2546
7 RS EHE R R . PU/ MGG RIBEIRGIT[12]. M. Sl . AERE. WROE AT T
I 553 7 5 RS RN 2 ST Bk e 7 2 8 ) e A DR S G TR 3, 42 i P LR £ LB Y T, R BRI A
TCHAAT 38 G o FEE RS A2 T 7 R FREARR I 2 R 2B R O S B [3] . I TR PR S FH R ¥ 7 ST B e A JE 3 R — 2
FUIL /N 25 A BT ] VTR, SR 6 5 8 T T Af ) ik ERTAG DI 582 7 X BT ] DL ARAN RET 32 RO 156 B0 R I ANHESE 1
SR AT, BT B B =] VT bR B B3 . AR 2010 SRR T T — THCIE 10 4202 i 7
(ACST-1)&HI[13], HRFIMLIT Lt AT FEREIR YT, BEAT RN B AR A A J 3 ) A v B BT U - SR
DM KSR E A P T 2021 A AR A SR LA 26 v AR RN BRI A AR 1297 (SVS) i Fa [14]4HE 77 3 5)
ko 7 B RS S I [ B R AE <35 mmol/L, (R AR E < 1.8 mmol/L, {E4RFEIIFAHER v fd Eikds
BRAERFAE 20 0 S0 Al VT SR 2GR A6 IR A, 9820 X 25 WD U 14 R T RE 2 HH DU D e 2 4 UL AT AR
TR, HE S DMBE, BRSO RE 2R AN R SR
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3. MENBKRIEFIERAR (Carotid Endarterectomy, CEA)

B ik A B AR (CEA) T+ 1953 4F (0 I8 AN FHEE A2 DeBakey #4042 1 IRAE B ¥ & b 58k [15],
I T bRl CEA RARFFIHES . REEH CEA hE BB LT 20 tha 80 MRV, T
T RE LR Z T ARG TT ST o B — T DU IR M S B ok A B S 32 I R AT 72 AL S8 R R 1 250
Sk P9 D) B AR 5256 (The North American Symptomatic Carotid Endarterectomy Trial, NASCET) [16], 1%
ToURfE 5 (%) H (1) 72 BRA 25016 97 AT CEA FE AN [RI A A5 15 B2 PRDE DR Ak 29 20 ik e A 28 38 v ()97 288 JL 11 2885
Y EBEZHH o, P B SRR RN SR AR (TIA) SR S50 M 106 26 rp R R IR 1 2390 50 ik e 72 B8 3%
IS I6 5 B3R WA X T s ik B A= RE FE AL T 70%~99% 2 [F] 1) B FE Ak 4% fB 3, 2 4R 5 240697 LI TR )
i 25 T XU Sy 26%, T H 52 CEA T ARG ST I T AL R0 i 25 o XU 4 9% (P < 0.001); % T3k A F &
BT 50%~69% [ HH 5 30 BN ik Bk A5 £ 35, 206 I 4EL (%) TR i 2% o 2R %6y 22.2%, T AR 4L 15.7%
(P =0.045); 1M CEA Xf T #ish licsk 42 2 BEAK T 50% 1) S F R i B B a4 . ik, CEA Blihfes
TBIT AR PE 2 B Bk BB AS 1 “ Sehmil” o B WA LA BEARARAE R ALYEAL, 12T AR RS OK F
IS, AR BEAE E 50 A R EA, FREFFRM 2R R Bra s TR, S 2 BRI R G f s
Wiz Eb. mg A O IT 2 CEA [IEE B 2017 4511 3768 {3 %= 2019 411 6600 fI[17].

3.1. CEA R Hi%F

CEA ARAQFE LIS MK MAT U1 2 BREF 1 4% G2 35050 Jik A B34 i R (classical carotid endarterectomy,
CCEA). Izl kAT DI 2 Fr BB (1) 30 i =X 350 2 Fik A J62 3% i R (eversion carotid endarterectomy, eCEA) LA
KA ERIBE + 8 BRIEAR (pCEA) = . cCEA Xt K17 B ¥ 2 2 ik Bt R GE 05 I K PR E HU Bk, (HAH
XF T eCEA A7 I KU T, AR FR 3l /INBRE SR 5t % 2 3 ol [ = AR B 2 v (1 B 2[R 3K . eCEA IRIFE TR I
TREE T ISk XRS5 K, HATREA 24, b 7RG G XK, (B eCEA HAE7EARETH
O, A SRS Y) FEUT A B ik A RS BE BT 5 BRI AN A5 R T . pCEA fE cCEA REER bR A #b
J, ELAE A PR AR J5 20BN ik AR A S5 AR R R A2 28 [18] [19], H5 2 AHX B F AR [a] L R AR J2
TR,  HARR BTN 0 5 1 PG WAL 2 57

A meta 73 HTRIA[20], AMERHN T EE G4 1) cCEA BRI FMRAE 2, HIROEH RN
B LIEAE ORI cCEA, FIBRAEMEZE IR N2 eCEA. 53— meta 40 A4 R IR [21], M
[ cCCEA B M1 eCEA B 7EH T ARWIRISE T K R A MR oW 222 5+ . ESVS F5# M SVS fi#
HEFF[12] [14]%F T cCEA R HAE A, AR 277 1 AR 561 5 e CEA BAE A A0 () cCEA LU A 33 ik
B A R BRI o BRI I H & BRSO, B B0 I IR 4540 . BEER
N BEHUR AR E BN TR 2R O], MR BRI R TIE, F TS, s
B I B E BUT I A a T AR R . B T IR E RS o R SN S KR, AR BTG
K, I L) cCEA N,

3.2. CEA BB RN

A7 COOLEY %5 ATE 1956 4 ¢ VAT T HRIE[22], A A4 FH i I A AN e 88 O 30 20 ik vt
L A RF B AL AL, 3 BE K TR AR AR IS T, 38k G308 43 DR B () 525 1Tt B PR 48V R S I . (HL 5tk
RN, B3R M th e A i SRR BvE . MR, & 25 R R 5 R[23]. #HERTZHEAR
A R IR AT — AN B R G UG R, 2 80T AR e A AR AR v i 1 45 SRR e 2 75 1 R e
LEVIN & \[24]7 2020 SEAE MM &G R R T — I AN 3Lt 5683 7] CEA B B oR, 5ARME
PGS R AAH L, 3 A (0 N B AR AR p R AR 3R BRI, s RIS, BHIER
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MA i R 3R A . T KNAPPICH %5 A [25]7E Stroke b & #1055 — U 78 e 28 3R BLA FH 463
o CEA B3 B T AR KIET- R A% . BIE 2017 SEMUA ¥ 3030 BBk 4% 12 1R 48 R [3] TP AN
WA S, (R AR R HERR A AE L TR OO S SO B I XN N B ik e 4 A 2E s Bk B
<50 mmHg (1 mmHg = 0.133 kPa); AR HANREIN 32 802 Bk FEL WG 2 s AR rh 22 il 2 5 e s A 4 Sl s oK i
R IR D 3 s 38 dek AR e i e P A 5 i rL R i S A R IR P Willis FRAREE AN A
BEAEA L K2, 17 CEA . WU B3 B H i 8 1 75 TR B2 AR AR S8 AR OGRS 2 45 R R e R 42 36 ke gk —
A J o

4. FENBK BN AR (Carotid Artery Stenting, CAS)

£ CEA R JEIZ W AN AR, M ABARIIKEMEA T CAS IR, JFsttt@HF T CEA 5 CAS
7R A2 AR LU ST IR . SR — N PO A I A N (B 48 SO N B AR B 7K) 5 CEA YRR
PESBNIKBE A Ja KA R FA (ARG H A ESET) R RCT & 2001 4:1f) CAVATAS #5t. HAf5T
SEREIRN, RJF 30 KA 3 BT HHIE I A P B0 T R AR 2 T ST 4 X (10.0% vs 9.9%) [26]. #F
FUEIN CAS 1RV TT AR SN sh ik sk 42 B & A 55 T CEA KR I . M5 2004 £E () SAPPHIRE iR36:[26] X
B0 UL T AE R fE RSB Ik AR 8 8 47 CEA 5 CAS + IR 1P E 2 2V 5IRT RUR LR, 45
WIR, ERFFEI RN LAEMAS, BIFARBORG 30 KW)KHEF ARG 2 1 S 1R B R AT 8
A2y CAS 211 12.2%F1 CEA 2111 20.1%; fEWT 5T B A 3 R4, CAS i R AR 7.1%,
CEA 414 6.7%. 45 FIESE CAS 7 HAZET CEA. 3T 21 KA RIR LR 1 S2 3644, 2005 4E 3 [H
FDA EAXHLAEFEI BB B FERE > 500 FIREIR M3 AP A FRBE > 80061 JLAE IR B3 v B FH A azg vty (R 7
S RIVETETI SR

RUE CAS T 2 TR = 3 (1l PR IE 72 5  IE SE L B AT CEA HITRYT R0, W i 4R
P22 (ESVS)H8 B AN [H ML 4N EH 22 (SVS)Fa ra 1335 CAS AF AANIE B AT CEA BEMERIBTHE, N
IR T 7 E[12] [14]. X R R [HE X 51T CEA 5 CAS HISE IEA R V1 SR B . 1 78 30 X
HALF—AREORES, AR4E 2019 IR E SO aE, ML CAS Bz =ik 18,649 1, A
[ [ B 4T CEA 1) 3 52 50[27]. CAS BT CEA Wi S if], (8 THfE, A% thZkml fg it
X — I G 1 J []

4.1, ZERHVIERE

FHSCBECCAEM LT > 5 mm?) R AR S AL (G 2R M FLTIAR < 5 mm?)s H AT 1L G 3 a ik e .
FEIR SR R R LA B0 4 R I & B, REBSIE F T i e R 3 s PR SR LA DS, Il
SRR S R 2, (R BE A A B R ARSI . — T meta M SR, FRER S HREE AR S AR A AT
FIARSE 30 RINBUEHA h R AEZR, HFKERE, W3 5 112 i & A 2 0 I 45 22 5 [28] [29] -
KT TR IR S AR 48, ESVS F5 i BT AR B A AR 8 N AR5 00 34 W e B Ak FH [12]

BEE TR A0 SRR B s R, USRS ZE RIS T AR, SEI 17 LA I 87 A R 7 o 5 7 7 26
I E LA, NE RIS BKBE PR NS T oA 25 I $E . A0 FLRA[30], 15 FHXUZ PR 3421 105
L BHECEEFARNEAEN R F IR Z 0.9%, HEARE 6 FEMEEVHEEA T, Rk —xKFAR
S, P 733 44 B LA FH XUZ IR S AT S sh i A AT IE MR A R R, KRG L ENTFEER
A T2 A 0.13%, FET-%E 1.1%, AR PR ZEN 0.82%. (HIX FEAS B U2 MRS ZEAFELE G
&, DE FENRIBLIHAEH TaI7 S i 2 rh iy, B0 SO AR PR ZE 22 ] 510k 56%. il ESVS $8 e [12] #1300
SRR R E A, BT CAS MBSk 38, 2V fa T 5 RS XUZ MRS 2.
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4.2. EfR$PEEE (Embolic Protection Device, EPD)

0150 fik Sz B N S R i B T B VE S S0 3 v I A e ZE AR B IR A T CAS IR, 1fi EPD [ H
DUNARLF AR I — A, —IIgIANFLTT 13086 4417 CAS [ H I RTYW L [32] 45 o, Rl
EPD fi & 3 PRAR I F AN R AR R LI %R, HE5HAMMKEILIK. ESVS [12[H#EFE1E CAS HH BUf
A EPD.

H Al EPD MR (R4 57 B AN [F] RT3 3k s i 49725 B (proximal protection Device, PPD) 13zt i fii 47 25 B
(distal protection device, DPD). PPD FJ £ 2218 i Jis A% 1L 5 B 2 1l PELT IV ARy i, e R PR PR e B E DR X B
5 71 5 BP0 i L AR JE (R RT R, AEUIAT L (0 5 2 T i 2 PR AR R A2 1 AT ST 2 A 2 T
Ty %4545 . DPD 5 PPD A, HEARRECRIFTF AL AR A B M R, (H7ERCE DPD Al 75 il /5
M, A SFEBEHMETE R A b X [33]. /U B A E Pr - DPD ff AT PPD %432,
AR B FE AL S PPD SN . TREE R[S A L4 S A& MU A EPD,  HARRSEAH
DPD, fEAR7E kil M, Jofr BRI EPD BUr] e 32 EPD [RIUS A ARSI T, HEF{EH PPD.

5. MNPk iEEEA (Transcarotid Artery Revascularization, TCAR)

TCAR & —FiGI7 S sl Bk bk 45 137 AL B T R J7 1 . 1996 4F Diethrich [34]% A7E CAS AR J2 I K
JRBUN S T UG 51 NTE LBk 5 #AE RS I 2 305 ik CAS 771 . Parodi [35]% A £E 2000 4F 1 RAIE |
22 3 Bk 1) I 3% PR 22 Gt 2004 4F Chang [36]%5 A2 TR HIAEYE, 76 B 3 ML S IL P 25 rh 55
fE— 2 cm MBEIRIDICT, 20 B RER SR BINK, 75 EM Tk 9 F Sk E NGBk, 2R 6 F Sk
BN A K, 7E R Sk TR BCE 60 pm ALK i I8 28 % 1 FH ACAE 5 S VR I 2 o IR 1)
. [FA4E, Criado [37]% Nl FiR TV BASIIKEY, 75 CAS FAR @I B HJE M 5) 25 5 e 1) 305 5))
ik, A5 EA 200 B K 1 g AR 0 S SUE K AR, 15 S RIS R, TCAR A ML H: RGN A itk
JEHL. 2015 4, TCAR 1E 015 235 [E FDA #tE a6 N T Ssh ikl 72 6 T7, S5tk 4uia 7T Ssh ko 4= 1)
WITOTEALE, A CEA HAE /NI, A 5tfmiwsis i, SEWEN % 5 CAS M
FA FAR A B A b R SET XU [38]-[41]. 1H TCAR [FEIREFEAE— LR, ApTFH5eE TCD. #Hizhhk
CTA 25 B RS 30 L AR A AE DL RSB A TCAR (AR ShE: B B8k XIEEES < 5 cm; %l
K EAE <6mm; S SIKAFIERTAL s o005 R A 28 B0k 7 A 20 45347 B ()00 350 3 Pkt s P A N7 58
[42]. HEI TCAR CAKRESRHUHE, EHNEH TCAR BT 2024 4 9 [ 4 H thdb it 2 vl B 5 b # A
BA ISR SE 1, TE AR BRI PR E— B4 A

TCAR BSR4

TCAR 8 CEA IS E /N, B CAS A H /A MEIRIESIE, HIRRAE A FKRRME: 1) |
TN AT BR A, BAT )5 PR HoRE A S Bl ik L i 7 [0 VR D 15 T S TR b &, B PN R 75 A AE
F ] ) L BAT IS AR AT A [43]; 2) TCAR HE EREAR 122 LBk 5 ¥ AT 3 BUR BRIRPEA b XU, (HI
ARJE ISR P A S5 W JL S CAS JE LW R AF[44]; 3) £ BIKA TERITHIL T, S SUE s ki 72
FH AT BEAFE BEBRA 2 L I F) XU [45] o

6. MNEERE

A0 JHKBE A 95 11 B30 R AR B I o 2 TRy R L PR A T IR S FR . RN S AT B A LR
MIVEAL, HRAE TR P R LR SRR AR IR T 7 56 AR AP IR, SR 5/ S8 4005 A 2 AR 91
KIZEFARIFRAEME R ZE. BERCS BRI, S ANGT IR RTEE, PAESOR E R it

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2025.151234 1756 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2025.151234

R, TR

TEAT A4 B N DBk, AR 2R TCAR S8 HIAMRFE AR 7 KB S5 878 o e R R, RIT
BN KB A B A WTE BT ) &

X FE PN O &S CEA 5 CAS, TCAR fEE W MASR AL E. HArkER CAS EZ il
P BRI SE A, 171 S50 TCAR FIARZ ZERIIA WA SMRHEITE T, ME NI NEIT AT REAH &
Z5FRMGR, XXT TCAR fEE N IHET FEA R —hir 3. HIRIE 2017 SEmidm MEish ik Bk 4= 216 48
I RIE K TCAR HiAR, ZIFARMIERIE . 28 TRE S — N0, B0 0 FF I AE 2GR
FUBLRTHE M RCT iR 4h, FESHEREMM IR . —TE AR, MUK ERE AR AW
Bk, B ST B b A RE R AR TR R S AN T kb (1
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