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Guidelines for the Management of Carotid Artery Stenosis:
A Statement from Taiwan Stroke Society Guideline Committee of
Carotid Artery Stenosis Management

Jiann-Shing Jeng', Hon-Man Liv’, Tsong-Hai Lee’, Feng-Chi Chang’*, Yong-Kwang Tu’,
Hou-Chang Chiu®, Sien-Tsong Chen’, Han-Hwa Hu’, and
Taiwan Stroke Society Guideline Committee of Carotid Artery Stenosis Management

Abstract- The severity of carotid artery stenosis can highly predict the occurrence of ischemic stroke.
Carotid endarterectomy (CEA) has been shown to have greater benefit over medical therapy to prevent the
strokes from symptomatic and asymptomatic carotid artery stenosis. Recently, carotid artery angioplasty
with or without stenting (CAS) has emerged as an alternative therapy for carotid artery stenosis. The Taiwan
Stroke Society revised the guidelines for management of carotid artery stenosis. Screening of carotid arter-
ies by ultrasonography is suggested in subjects with multiple vascular risk factors, the presence of coronary
artery or peripheral vascular diseases, post-radiotherapy of head and neck, and post-CEA or CAS. General
population screening is not suggested. Cerebral angiography is still the standard for determination of carotid
artery stenostic severity. CEA can be performed in symptomatic patients with carotid artery stenosis 70-
99% and perioperative stroke and mortality rates less than 6%. CEA should not be done in patients with
carotid artery stenosis greater than 50% and high surgical risks. Continuous antithrombotic agents and risk
factor control post-intervention are needed. CAS can be considered if patients are unable to receive CEA,
post-radiotherapy, and the presence of tandem stenosis. CEA may be performed in asymptomatic patients if
the perioperative complication is less than 3%. CAS is not suggested for routine use in asymptomatic
patients unless high surgical risks for CEA.
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SABMRIR % 5 FBAR G b R L IR AR FRAT (carotid endarterectomy, CEA )
A B A TR B AR EPERG PR > 2 F S B MkOR A AT BF X 2R B 2 (carotid artery angioplasty, with or
without stenting, CAS) #75 % Sk B EFAR N » (2 HAHE SRR FE 6 R Sk 2 L3R > 6HE
PREGTHAG R ERE LR AEIRETE RO ATRRERELR - LS EThFEL
BRA T~ A ARG R B Mk 3B 1 By Mk R R ~ 2 SRS AA IS R A B dE 2 CEA 3 CAS % 89
77 BB HETT B R A B AB F L AR 0 — AR R R ROR B 73%3‘% BRAR o UL — W SRAE S B AR R
EREVEG TRV EELALE > WTE BRRBYREMEE THY - HAEREES
PRI By 70-99% » 2547 F B F RS RTHEIE 1A 6% 0 T H JE VA CEA &% » 12 7 # 3% CEA
A6 F SEEN MR TE N7 50% $EAT P TR A S FE B E A 0 B2 CEA B AT ~ THREYAH
Gl RAihtb Y AR EEARAFHEFAETREGAED G R - HARZEL
CEA &% ~ CEA &R BATMRAIRTE ~ BARERERIAHIRIE ~ &HA B A Em B E
F A H R A CAS &% o A BIERA NI E vL CEA 67 » Aif F B L SR 3% & A Bh
oo RIEE CAS bR IR AR F LR F CEA BR N 2 AR » 5 RERAN— R %
Ji o
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i > HNREE5#)E (intima-medial thickening)
SHEAREE(LBE (carotid plaque) ~ HESEAR A SEHBI AR LR
%2 (asymptomatic carotid stenosis) ~ ZEAEAREIISHE]
%% (symptomatic carotid disease ) ° SHEARIKAZ S|
FEC A 22 50 7 2 I 7 i E 2 B B MR A 2 - 8¢
& R S ENIRREA L B R 7 A2 9F2 7 (emboli) FHZE %
UrBSIN A - SHEDARIELEE A 5 2 1AL BT (vulnera-
ble plaque)® » QL AL BE A B 558 28 M iR
(inflammatory infiltrates) ~ fE{LBEMEEZ (cap rup-
ture ) > HIMR 55 [ REFE FE B A TR R 2 oo o

S B IR AR A v o U o o A R R R B PP L
ST 12 HEE IR Y S B MR 8 42 1) = B E > IRAERR AL 5
<50% Bl 50-99% KM L AL 2R T R B 0.5%
Bl 19 o JUSSREARTESHBI IR AP UIBR 03458 (North
American Symptomatic Carotid Endarterectomy,
NASCET) $fi>HEREAR P SHBIARBE A6 /L) 5 38
ft > NSEENAR (internal carotid artery, ICA ) JRZAZFEE
R 60-74% WIREFREBEAZER 3.0% ~ 75-94%
3.7% ~ 95-99% 5 2.9% ~ 5t =PHZERS 1.9% » 1H 45%
F1%) i v L s /Bl I L 238 iz O DR 1 s 2 - Dl S
IEpezg s [#E © o

NASCET ¥ i IR 1H: S8 i A 4 22 0 R (2 452 52 A
BHAEE » {£ ICA AR <50% ~ 50-69% B 70-99%
i 2 FREHPREE AR 1% ~ 13.6% Bl 20.2% ©
LA n] 15 962 SE B I A9 2 LATH IV 46 2 14 i v J 'y 8 2
RARE W) > HEAREB IR T) Rl (carotid
endarterectomy, CEA) CH##E 50 FH9EH > {HiE
2 10 ZAERTILSER NASCET B R SHB AR
Flrib# (Buropean Carotid Surgery Trial, ECST)
B ZE ATt e > SE B MR IR 22 50 » 30T 4 K B R
M B E Ol 8 e > SEBHAR A ARl S A& (carotid
artery angioplasty, with or without carotid stenting,
CAS) Wiifs®2 B E A » (HIER CEA &
CAS RS SABINRIKAE I e A I ik Z — 20

15 18 S L 22 o S B IR 0 2 R 1 R 5 A S
2005 F 3 H##ERE — ROV SHBHARPAS iz i ek O
AT A R I A — o ) S B I 09 72 15 R e PR At

2% o DR Ak ERk /I NAE [ JEE R R 2 2 A SO » B
ERTSHBNRIAE IR B L3 - FEIRSF AR SIGN HYZ)
R o RN LR HRE e I R — o

EEIRAREHI R TE

IR IR R RE AR 2RI B A5 > SHENARIKAE A] 70 53
FEARELAERE IR - FE AR TR SHBNARIK 22 B FETE B 6 {1
PR A e S i I A 2 (R g e o 2 IS o A E AR -
15 A {H B AR T FRe P 5% (amaurosis fugax ) ~ F5 T
FRIMFEE » 6 (A H S22 ZR1 % £ 2 CEA A5arY
it > B NASCET® -~ ECST"2~ ACST"?
( Asymptomatic Carotid Surgery Trial) % » RKK{H
AR Y o SHBARPEZE 2 O B E AR SRR o ¥
T2 2 1% 38 AR T i e S 1 77 5 0 B — D R BE 39
ANF] > ST R

ST ) I R A2 Y B A T 2R 2 DL S B b O i
COIMERERIFZE ) ¥ 65 s UL ERF - MEEARSH
BRI ZE - E 50% WISATARER MRS 1% ~ LR
5% "9 o [Framingham Heart Study] * 66-93 %X
o SHENIRIKASHEE 50% WIBSATRIER MRS 9% ~
MRS 7% 7 o BRI 50 2 79 BRI R - SHBHIR
WA 50% HIBATEARS 6.4%" « HA 50-79 kit
5 B SHENIRIRAS I 50% WIBITZARE 4.4% ° 5
PE 7.9% ~ 22 1.3% " © T EEHIE TS > 35 B
Dbtk i R SRE AR 7 3 50% B TZR 3.7%
o0 o SRS LS AR BEZE RIS R A R B RBEEEIAS
FpECE SR BRI SHBI AR IR AE R E 50% HUBATZR RS
12% (3% B flgE) @2 SifERFEEHHIE 6%
SRNEYN:D] SAEEE BN El ey &0 &3
A =S B SHEN R A @42 o

S 2 A 7 IR B AR5 998 B2 S 338 Bl I 2 Tk 1Y) A
H o ARSI SEEI IR A2 AT A > B2 IR AR AR
BB EE 20% GOHESEEIRIKASEE 50% >
HA R se @ et IRB AR IR 22 R 25% & 0FH SHE)
IRBEAE ka3 50% @ < $F S 2 A S B IR 22 1) &
H 0 EE 23-36% & A SEENIRPAE i 50% 0 o

E(],M,]S) °
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1++ SREMMEDNT » RIS REZ bt EHIE AR - NEREMERIFEE 2 ARETIREE -
1+ HITRIEZMEDHT » R EIRE PE T IR5ER - SNEAPEMEIIRARR 2 B AT IR EIRIE -
1- MEDHT » R EICIRE FEMEIIRAEE - SR PB IR S RRERS °

2+ + 1. AHIEIRAFR AR S mERIRIE TR -

2. SmENRPHRMAIHAARTFEFBERE » TESERRERH -

2+ AP BRI AT Z 55T RIGRVRIMIT SRR

2- TR AR ER S Z APIE IR HAFE

3 FEDITHEZINT » UEZRRES -

4 BERXER -

EEag

A 1. BEVB-IEMEDH R ERETEREIRERCEESFNE 1+ + - HRMRUERERRESEHE - X

2. R R REZ FE M EIRE B S AR D RV B E IR EE SRR 1 + ZAFER » JERBRREREE > P

BRIEBIBE B —IERYER -

N =

EMFEIERATHEEREESRB 1+ +3 1+

1
2. (EPRTHERATHEB BRSNS 2+ + -

D 1. BIEERBR 34
2. IEIAFTAER TR EIES RS 2+ -

CGRBTEHEESNR 2+ + 2SN - TERERREEREE - ITEERSE—IURIER - 3

CGRIBETEHERSNRG 2+ 2B - IERERREREE - TENEBREE—SUEER «

£Z 38k : 1. Scottish Intercollegiate Guideline Network. SIGN 50: a guideline developers’ handbook. Edinburgh: SIGN, 2001.
2. Harbour R, Miller J, for the Scottish Intercollegiate Guideline Network Grading Review Group. A new system for

grading recommendations in evidence based guidelines. BMJ 2001;323:334-6.

SRBNARIRAEHY EftE EREZ N

LRSS (American Society of Neuro-
imaging) > 2007 -4 H ¥ B S SAE AR Eita i e HI|
o0 B HERIN T B LIAN S 4R (cost-effectiveness) £
AR IR » SHEARIRAZ I RRA T 25 EE 20% WAt
it o RS 5% HIEA ARt > FEFEN
AR (CEA 8¢ CAS) MIFE$E nT e RIEEE 5% »
B 1 e o S i e R o AR R AR B R
& R RBEL EomE G RE T - AR
TR B AR 2 98 B2 JE 3 B A e 18 R 7 ~ $ Sz BHSA AR i
A ~ CEA B{ CAS RIEBHE » NS ITE

— e BRERR 023 ~ AEFE AR S B AR R ~ BRAIEH
FIEE (EREES C» AHEERE 2+) ©

A Aok S B AR A A 1 2 USRIl 7 il i 155 18
FHEE (A FR 1+) 0 AT LI G H T IHZ RN
A QISABARER &% ~ MR E W - EIKE g
MEREEMBIZE (C o i 2-) 9 - fFE8R
CEA Tl Aif & OF SEE) A EE & 5z B pgf 1 11 78 4k 52 W S A
e i BB I o b A AU MEREERE @7 o 1 DAl
Bt o W B SHEN IR IR A2 A2 A AN RIRY U7 TESE
AT E ] =0 » NASCET /&l & ICA Ik%E s
PIFRERE(CEL ICA & 1EF RIS IS L E » ECST
el & ICA FPRAS RN F 87 B 1 B U 1S LA
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Kt ECST f3EIRVK%2 {EH# NASCET & 10-30% *
NASCET 1] 70% 1 50% [ ICA %2 » ¥&E > ECST
Y 85% B 75% K ICA #k7%E » thAHE [P #ESHEhARERY
80% Bl 70% A2 o BT CEA Zill— & T ZIMNE
WA SHBN AR ZE » A AR FE O MEREA
HBEMRREYE » #9 0.3-1.0% FTRE & (55 6 B ik i
MEEASHR R o Kl CA8H A R s & 0f
% A SHB AR A2 (HI & 5 02 2 1 F EHFEn
FZETAEE I b 5 AT E B A IR ~ 43 B
502 PH FE Bl g IR AE SE B AL o ¥ ICA JRAE W] BERE
W 70% > AN LUE T X FEE mE B 0 'L
NASCET 8¢ ECST J7NEEERME (C» ik 2-)

44) o

TEAA TSR ENARIR Y E

SRR g B IR T SHED AR AZ VG - 15 1991 4
(] IRF A5 A6 S8 BN Y WS 92 R CEA REREE TR
Nt ZE R A 242 - NASCET RUNFZeiir » ¥R %
BRI 7S E 70% WG - HERAEREHE » CEA
EER 2 FA]REE 17% RIS A L AR fe ) fE b
ML 65% HIHE fEbaE > JREILL CEA 16 6 (%)
Ak g 72 /8 = ml FEBG — A RIS EE 24 (number
needs to treat, NNT ) ®* o ECST HYWFSEthifir » 2
SHENRIEAZ B 70% » CEA AT 6.5% HUfEEfE
Bk ~ 39% HUFHEfEPmTEEL NNT £ 15 @ o [KLE
TR SEENARIRAZ £ 70-99% ~ i AR SAE) AR A2 (1) H ¢
FFEARABLEE » #7 CEA i pyE SEOF8E (A,
BLOETT) /IR 6% » HIIRT % & CEA R SHBIARIK %S
(A FH 1++) o IRER S ENIT CEA FEFIF &
CEA myfgkatt (BT mEL K EARMHFHEE »
Rl OHUEESE ) ~ HafT 0B R ny R - FESEMT S
IR FE 252 CEA WERES -

EMEMRMESEEN R A2 £ 50-69% » NASCET 1Y
W92 » CEA 1G#% 5 T rlf#{K 6.5% HItEE! fEhn
PEEL 299% HORHSfERETE - 5 FFH NNT £ 15 @ i
NASCET ~ ECST 2 Veterans Affairs Trial 309 “® —{&
WFFEAG ARG 73T > B CEA #ASHENRIEZE £
70-99% HIR GBI @ » 5 F AR 15.3% LT

AR RS L 5 CEA BHRSHBHARIKAE 50-69% th
HAMERIBNGE » 5 FrlfRE 7.8% WIIL T ST
R4 @ o L TR » CEA BB ~ Fiin
>75 B% ~ WS A AR RS B2 CEA 1R (2
EWIA) » CEA WIBh@Em 0 (A Fifl 1+) o Kt
B SHBNARIRAE 5 50-69% » % [ELL CEA (5% » &
JHE e S FRARR T R OF8EIE (VNS 3% ) » Tt
55 B B 3 8 Ae TR O S A 3o A 2 1 S e J T
CEA RIEBh@IK (B » Sl 1-) o

CEA A H B IG RSB IR A /NE 50%
(A2 il 1++) BflgrhmRESEE SOFEES (A 5
B 1++) > = OF S E 2 B & OF ik 28 1Y e IR B B 2%
W~ RS A SEENAR 77 7% (very high carotid bifurca-
tion) ~ L EFAN B KIK%E (long-segment
carotid stenosis) ~ Z #2532 BSAEMEAIRS  SHE)
NPz BB £ CEA (AR ~ HELIR o B FHE
FHUMREEY) (A » E) 1+) » CEA it ER Tla
B (2 BMotRl) BB (2 BN
Bl HEEHEHE BN (D > R 4) 0 o fEEEX
CEA (R¥E% - FEFHEE H ks K1 ry i) Bl 52 32 8
EARIZEY AR (D> Fffi4)

WTEEHTHY) CEA Filn /7 X FiME I > eversion
CEA B Fila 7720 » — it 52385 eversion
CEA REFFRIRAE 58 E ~ BREZ EREIAY ICA ~ #i
FELFHRERE > {HEL#& eversion CEA Bl{##f CEA 1UF
i 5 =X AN o i B me BH R R A fl F A A L ~ SETE
SRERHFRAE 0 (D > % #l 4) o T CEA FiliiFE
E#ES (primary closure) J7:UB0Z LAERIRECA T.&
%R AAERHRL AU (patch angioplasty ) » #7757 M
E R R AU T I R A R 60% WYl ARy
JE I ~ Bl 80% ) ICA FF¥k%E (B » Sk 1-)
69 o D) 4> By Il 52 R SRR ST CEA » FEREREEA
i e SRS S IS P o 4 Tl 1 K ) il R Y R
J& ~ DHUBEZEEIE T > {H/ AR B RE R A B i &
43 B i JE 3 S ) 5T TR 5 2 B TR W (K O 5%
REC FOR SR IRRERGEE (GALA) JRREER
mafE R X 2 G RE R 2252 < (B> Sl 1-) ©

H 1990 FERWH CAS #5116 8 S B AR’
72 > RE3E T B S ZR A E R D - CAS TIRERE
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RAE FESHBN R AS I HTESS o FHETTS CEA » CAS
A BAZAE ~ WG ~ 51/ N B &g, ~ b
[RER AR RS B O ZE 58 A4 » {H CAS SRR RESEE
D@ ~ MM ~ BRI KIEE S o Jel KRR
HIBF S 3= EE R EIR S SE » — (B2 CAS &
% (12392 X CAS) ™ > JEf THIR)ZREH 98% » i
FREEZSE T SR IERS 4.75% » 3 T SHENIR FF PR A2 48
B5 2.4% ° CAS MIEAEFIR7E2EE (emboli protection
devices) FIVR/D it fT 58K 48 ol B S 2R E ik i | 2
ke SEFRERAR GBS E B L 1 B+
RAELEE (D> ik 4) » (H-IHR LIRS &
CAS A B e 7 PREE AR B A A DWI Jikt: 72
FLe0 s 1 OR A8 A4S 1B AL T i B i Y SR BK P 28
(proximal or distal balloon occlusion ) Eili% Vi g
(filter) » Bl fig J 385 5 U (] LA 1 PRAE SE B AV BUR
FRIE (D> Ffl 4) °

TG R IE o EL#E CAS Bl CEA ¥R SHEHRPAE

69

BB IRAABR A o FEE ()@ %
WOR BTHEHE MR PESHB IR IR 22 2 /D8 50% B ER
¥R - 2008 FH MG TR 7 0 S
MTHIAS REUR CAS 1Y 30 HASHRESE Ty LA
5 CEA (7.9% It 5.9% » BFELLES 1.37 » P {HS
0.037) 7 » CAS Ei CEA 1 1 FHIASHm BL 50 - MEH
MR > CAS ARRAYE M FS IR 5B O NI ZE 5
Ao Hh EEREAS 6 FE CAVATAS ~ SAPPHIRE ~
SPACE ~ EVA-3S »* CAVATAS :AE&FH/~x CAS 130 H
(HFEERELLAR S 10.0% » 1 CEA 55 9.9% » i & 72 52
© > {HHEHEA * NASCET B ECST fy#§4E28 » JfbA]
RE BRL{E ZE ) B U AR ~ /D FH S AR il ~ B
DI IREIEE AR  SAPPHIRE Al L {5
M CAS Wi bBieFIRiELEE B CEA [PSHBIMRMEAE &
H UERMESEBIRIEAE >50% BUIEAE 17 SH B AR K
72 >80%) " 0 1 FRIGFEEAE (30 HARIZET ~ HhJm
BLOWUEEZERK 31 HE 1 FrseTCHEEHRIF R ) 1E

Ik _. LLBR CAS B CEA HIRSEEN AR A o R AbEM iR AR A B

s Bz AEmEz fERZZ RiGRE  EEEBHEME CAS CEA
Leicester © 17 FEARME ICA %72 70-99% Wallstent it 30 HRYPET_EEA@E 71% 0%
WALLSTENT © 219 JERRIE ICA $&%2 60-99% Wallstent i BRI EEEIE T 121% 4.5%
CAVATAS © 504 REAAMEER (96%) 26%EEER i 30 HAYPET_EEAE  10% 9.9%
HEARIE (4%) Wallstent, Streker,
ICA ¥£%2 50-99% Palmaz
Lexington, 104 JEARME ICA %7 70-99% Wallstent it 2 FFRISET BRI 0% 0.5%
Symptomatic
Lexington, 85 HEREARIE ICA JR72 80-99%  Wallstent i 2FRVETCEERE 0% 0%
Asymptomatic @
SAPPHIRE ©” 334 fERRIME ICA ¥E%2 50-99% Smart, Precise B 30 BT ~IWAL 12.2% 20.1%
SNEAEARIE ICA #R%E 80-99% (Angioguard) MEEEME 1 F
(70%) AYPET_EdAfE
EVA-3S © 527 FERRIE ICA $E%2 60-99% Wallstent, Carotid ~ Z90H 30 HAYSETEAAME 4.2% 4.8%
Wallstent, Acculink,
Precise
SPACE © 1200 EARNE ICA &% 50-99% Carotid Wallstent,  B3DHB 30 HRYSET_EAEA] 6.8% 6.3%
Precise, Acculink mal:)
TESCAS-C ™ 166 JEARIE ICA 872 50-99% 3% Wallstent, Precise, =] 6 B HERVIETBEAE 8.5% 9.5%

HEARIE ICA PE72 70-99%

Angioguard, Filter Wire
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CAS #Hf% 12.2% » 7£ CEA fH£% 20.1% (p = 0.05) »
CAS #HLIT 2B/ CEA - SAPPHIRE H#E FEAREA
[Flf> CAVATAS » +Z 8 5E5%E1 (SAPPHIRE HY{Jf
IR RIS CIEZE - B R EECERNER) ~ R
FEGEHY ~ SZRE BOHISGE T REARBR 0 o thaABEry 3
TR > WA R A R PR SRR A 5L 00

SPACE (Stent-Supported Percutaneous Angioplasty
of the Carotid Artery versus Endarterectomy) 2 %}
FAREAR P SABI IR ZE 3 50% 1 1,183 (1 » 5
Az [F] {H At 28 R B OE TR ELAR(E CAS #HEZ CEA
TR 6.84% B 6.34% > {H 30 HOF 584 MR
5L o EVA-3S (The Endarterectomy versus Angioplasty
in Patients with Symptomatic Severe Carotid Stenosis)
BHAMEAR T SN ARIRAE 5 60-99% 1Y 527 (EE - It
BRI AT AR 1k - £ TN R W AH Y OF S8 i A B 2
iH > CAS #HEL CEA RH7E—{ H HmELSE L LEAR 73]
%5 9.6% 91 3.9% (p=0.01) ° flif% 6 {# HHEELSE T
PRSP RIES 11.7% B 6.1% (p = 0.02) » SHBHARSEAE
i 60% KB E S CAS HIFRERAME S A CEA
@ o B4 B SRENIRIKAETE TR LL CEA BUE CAS JiZ
P MELE - R 1~ 2 AW AR AR -
SPACE (Stent Protected Angioplasty versus Carotid
Endarterectomy) 77 ~ CREST (Carotid
Revascularization Endarterectomy versus Stent Trial )
o o Fr2EE N BCEEE 2,000 0 BIRFE LEO R
PRAABRAIL B W fe VR SR SOR BT SE BRI A4S ) E
Rede b —Dny g -

B4 LL CAS IGHREATNRIRAE » ] & (5 FH A
L EEZ CEA Jnf (B > i) 2+) ~ CEA G#1%
SHBNIR 72 (D > ik 4) ~ KBRS R S B
lepkze (D > il 4) ~ GHFEBENERKZ (tan-
dem stenosis) ~ KISHBHK AIREKIEESK fibromuscular
dysplasia 82 KB % (Takayasu’s arteritis) *EE{
SEENRBEZE ~ SUFEREINRE (pseudoaneurysm)
G A S SE ) AR PH 2 117 75 200 T 0l =5 00 o SR
A MBI E&#Z CAS » EIESHEIIRKAE &
FEE AN AR ~ B B S AR A I 2 4 1 25 Bl
HIAB AR A B ~ g EE A LB ~ JE (R
AWHISEENARPE%E (long-segment carotid stenosis) > &7

PRFEENMERE - MEGME#HY (WREEE
) F (D Fih 4) (BHERZ) - HEIIRSALE N
kLAl (3 H) ~ R Btk 1 {18 EOF FH R 5T

*=. SEHIRSTZIEMITAYEREEZER (Indications
and Contraindications of Carotid Stent
Placement)

— » IEENEEIRSTZEERITE RN
1. REERIE BRI M E AR TSE AR ER LDBR T
(RS AISEEIRD 2
2. BEERMESIRE S HERENNRRENS T
kR
(1) &5 >80 B

() IME=IB (Class II/IV) SKEINZER] ejection
fraction <30%

(3) £ 6 2N EHEZHILSIT
@) &8 (4 2HR) BEBINWIIEE
(5) BXEI12MPEE M ATR
3. BREAER I SE BRI M AR TR
1) SHBEEEREIRNZE (tandem stenosis)
2) MG EEIE N < SEEARIRAE
3) SEENAK IR LIBR T A B SEENAR S IR A2
)
)
)

4) FSEENAKPIFR R B S ESEEN AR A2
5) &l fibromuscular dysplasia B2 EEENIRIXAE
6) RS Z KEIKNK (Takayasu’s arteritis) EENSEE)AR
G
4. BREEEARRARE S HEHAISEEARPEZE T B 2N S
5. REEFIRIKZE S HIBENIKEE (pseudoaneurysm)
6. HAEIRHIFE R EEEIRIRAE - [FH ik 1-3
— -~ BEARSTEERTREE R
1. FE_ EiR e AV AE AR HO SE EN AR I 72
2. ERE SEENARIRAE S (H B RE I E b2
3. ERESESIKIRE S HE RIS RIS
4. ERESESIRESHENBESMERS (NREEE
)
5. REEHITEIRS
6. IEFRERENAVSEENARRAE (long-segment carotid
stenosis)
~ SEEIARSZ 2R ERUITAVIE I L =
1. SEEARRZE S HE BRI
2. BEN R AT ST 2R IBE KRR R
SBEEVREL " - REHEIRIRZERTTE NASCET 1ZHERBIE
70% SEBIARIRAE - IFRERERENARIMAERTTS NASCET 24
HYHBIE 90% SAENARMRAE o

(
(
(
(
(
(

Acta Neurologica Taiwanica Vol 18 No 1 March 2009



M/ EEY) (40 clopidogrel B aspirin) (D » S5#} 4)

80.81) o

BAEANSEEN AR R R

ERE R e EESHENARIR A T 1-2% AP
REFEPE R R > S92 i e o SO R AR FN 3% A A i
i o B IR SHBIARIAS LS 50% - 5 HERFE A E
TRIBEE I 50% > - Z A1 = (ERE BRIt Fe Lt
5 CEA BL—fEARRARHIELY > W85 VAS (Veteran
Affairs Study) ®® ~ ACAS (Asymptomatic Carotid
Atherosclerosis Study) ® B ACST "> o VAS A 444
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