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Abstract:
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Fik: 74V A —Z A L CHEBRA T > M EITL, BT o vE—EE
%21 2 7= 83 5l (Angioguard XP; AG 25 f5i], Filterwire EZ; FW 32 f4il, Spider FX 26
Bl) ZxSRE Lic. IRRRBRICT7 4 V2 —% HE QA L, strut 2> HUJEERR, 71X
T— ML, EMEBETNCBE L. TT7IVRETST—THEK, T4 T
FERRIZHEL, 2o a—%—Y 7 hEfAWTHfgEeE LTERLE. T om
TEbEE, MoK, SR OBHRZ L 0 EAIER A S L.

FER I+ EkEE I AG T6 61 (24%), FW T 561 (15.6%), Spider T 1
Bl (3.8%) Th Vv, WMEEIFEIXTZNZN3F] (12%), 26 (6.3%), 241 (7.6%)
Thole. 77— HKROT 7Y RIERLR-T208, AG TIET 4 7 U VTERL
MWL, ZORRBININTT 7V AEHED) 7. Spider TIE7 4 7 U VR
T2 bTMhThoT.
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HIIRA T v PRABEICE W TIBRBERICEL 77 ) 2RI X 2 MFERTZD -

EYBERECAIIETH 5720, ihICEMERDZER 2 T 2 FHp 4

Lo Tw3 (1, 2). BEAERERTIET NS4 2L LTIZYY], Sr—rick?

FAZERNTHONTE 7228 (3), Z7ANLZX—DBEAINTHLLIT—KITT 4V E—

FHOTHEEIN TS 4), R THEERM Y V% —TH D Angioguard XP

(AG; Cordis cooperation, Miami Lakes, FL, USA) & Filterwire EZ (FW; Boston
Scientific, Natick, MA, USA)2Mifi F 41 C & 72, J04F, #8847 ¢ )L % — @ Spider FX

(Covidien, Dublin, Ireland)2MEH TEX B L 2T o7z, DILONWEIRFEEZED 7 «
VHE—HBAEE T ICBE L TEY (5, 6), fiihomifkEs, irgoiEk, il

HOEEZET L0 ELEROREBEZ TS L.

Tk

HENRA T > MREIN 110 flo 56, 74 v Z—%EH L CEHBNRAT >~ M &
FE1T L, Wl 7 o V2 —2 8152 L 272 83 B (AG 25 3], FW 32 ffil, spider 26
Bl) Zxtgl Uiz, WRNCIEE 0 fEHE MRI & A& B S EREIC T 7 — 7 Otk
KA B L7z,

FHENRA 7 > N REENTETET XL 0 P MR 2 FINAR L7z, 8f v —AfFA%
FEAZIZA~ XY AL LTz~ 2ARIE 3000 HAL A F#E L, Activated clotting

time (ACT)7S 250 FPLA BIZ72 D KO ICHEEEM LT, 7 4 v ¥ —Z-EiE L, %



W a2 — |2 THRARA 2 F L7z, 4mm £NLb— 2 BT —T W2 T 4-6 KJET
LR L, A7 hEeE L. MWENT a—TIBEOREZMIRE L, &/DME
23 3mm Ril THNIE Smm BNV —2 BT —T N THRIEE L. 77 —7 ik
B3 L7z, IRk T A A2 L, 7 4 v X2 — OBEPUTEA X
nrEcornTEY, YIHIZAGOARTH Y, 2011 FE 1 A2 51 FW %2 fl
L, 2014 % 3 25 1% Spider Z R L 72, A7 v F O&EJICBAL Tk AG D
HARIClZ open-cell A7 ¥ b DAFEHTE, ZD%ROBARIIIEAIIC closed-cell
ATV b ERFERL 228, WA RIS 75 A 121 open-cell A7 ¥ b % iER
L7-. AG Bf 25 il ¢lx 26l open-cell 27 >~ +, FW #ETid 29 I closed-cell A
Fv hEMHEHL, 340 open-cell 27~ & L 7=. Spider #£TIZ 22 #lic
closed-cell 27 v +F i L, 4 #1iC open-cell A7 ¥ F 2l L 7=,

T A NE—DBEIIFHBDO 7 AV Z—F A~ bR ) v AV VML,
strut ) HEJEERRIC 7 LT — MIc @B L CHEME T ICBR L 4). Thth
D7 4NE—DEE, HE, B4V —CINOBERZNLE F7

YARZTTH—LHKROT 7YV RET 4T Y VICHEL, ZNENDORE%L Adobe

photoshop CS (Adobe, San Jose, CA, USA) (ZHUV A, HfgE L CERE LT (5).
F— T TR L, IMP10.0 (SAS institute Inc, Cary NC, USA) % UV CTHE

EEMHT LT, P<0.05Z2 Lo THEAEE LI-.
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7 4 VB —DRIE A Fig. 1 1R L, PEREICOWT Table 1 I2F & ®7-. AG, EW,
Spider (Smm %) D7 4 /L ¥ —HOEMAIZZIL LI 0.59cm?, 1.48cm?, 1.31cm?
Thoto. FREIZZINZH20uL, 80uL, SOUL TH-7=. A D AG & FW (TR Y
DL UL —T/MLEREOME TH Y, IMLOEITZEN LI 100um,
110um THEEILX Imm? H720 26 ffl, 40 HToH-72. Spider IFA v adDRKE S
EHULET 70um TH Y, FAEHFE T 200um & A v 2 OFEXICL Y Z R H -7z,

i o ML FEE L AG 6 5] (24%), FW 5 5 (15.6%), Spider 1 5] (3.8%) T
B, WEEZEITENEN 3 B (12%), 2 B (6.3%), 2 ] (7.6%) Thol.
AG CHEZEZAOF L7z 3 HICIEapIffih o mikkEEN A bz, FW CTliL 2 filH
1 B CMRFEENA LN TI Y, spider THIFEZ X 7= L7z 2 6l Tl Mt EE 13 A
bivZen-7- (Fig. 2).

Bl S 72T 7 U 2RO EIL AG, FW, Spider (23T, Zi1LZ741 0.241 cm?,
0.129 cm?,0.073 cm? TH Y, ZDH> L7 7 —AHKRO L DD E EREITKT 5
ERITENZER 0.124 em? (51.5%), 0.102 cm? (79.1%), 0.063 cm? (86.3%) TH 1V, 7
4 TV AFXFNEI 0117 cm? (48.5%), 0.027 cm? (20.9%), 0.010 cm? (13.7%) T
ofc. T =0 HROT TV AFENIRD ST, AG TIET 4 7V VBN S
<, ZTOMRENENT=T 7Y ZA&HEh) -7 (Fig. 3). Spider Tix7 47U »

LI < bTmTho7=.
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BELEIEE « i I 42 C P AR
BURE « —iBEOA FREOBIIEN 2 EH Y, TEZ%Z Liz. MRI Tl
EEFEORSTZH, MRA I TENBHBNRKAEZRD (Fig. 4A), HFHIMEIT
Loz,
HRFT A« B 166cm, A 84kg. IMJE 168/95mmHg. ik 80 [01/5y, A7 L.

*EF'/(\}:?E(JF)TEA . ,EI% %‘.”nm &)7&75") 7=.
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BT, . S fREE MRLIZ K 277 — 7 2Tk Tl 8EBICTRESEZ R L
7= (Fig. 4B). FHBIWE & A CIEPBENIRED 6012 S EERAE 258 0, I
e RIMFEIEEE 1 336em/F> CTh - 7=, 77 — 7 13K T & - 7= (Fig. 4C) .
JENZHBIRMAS IR -2 — WM B E L B L. REETT—7 &5
Z BAVTEAS, AEIT short segment TV, 7T — 7 BEH DIV Linb T 4L
2 —% W= AT NEETZ SR L.
A& PNIEHE - JRFTREE T2 A RERENIRIC8Fr > — A% A LT, ~/ <UL % 3000 H
PCEREL, ACT X270 Bp&iroie. 8Fr HAT 427 BT —T N e EHBIIRICHR A
L7z, WE2L, EWNHEBNRE E kA% 78 L7 (Fig. 4D) . Spider FX Smm % 4251 %
S, L.
PS—= AT =T N AAmmEEX20mm iz, 6XUEICTHIHEHRL7Z. Wallstent 10mm#%
X31mmE: (Boston Scientific)z N HENR) LR FAFNRICT CREE L=, fifTHIZ
MR ERE LA > T, NI AT R AFICILRES N (Fig. 4E) . 7 4/L

F—%EXL, FHak T L.



Wt A IR SR 2 R R A7 7. EIRIZS A B Cek#E L 7=, MRI L%
SRR G CIRE RIME BRICHUE R 5 2l o0 72 (Fig. 4F). 7402 — D@ Tl
SEN LT T UARNEERSNT- (Fig. 4G). 747V O F XTI E TH -7z, i
FIZ MR F X ADINT, T2 —D HEEEDRES KL T VehoTolod, IiEE

DFRRNET ZIANT 4N E =% T 0IRIT Tl LB 2 bz,

BE

FERA 7 > FRENICER L UIMFILREL AT o MEEICEE LT, 77 —7

MNHET 7Y ANEL, MEREZRTHERENH Y, EREGIEOT XA 2N NEE
THsD 1, 2). T4nNE—, MFREMBONNV—2 SN AT 4T T

T=TNAPFATE DN, 742 =3O MiERFETE, B Db
BETHLZENDE -JIRTHEHIN TS, HERIZL > TUIEH DT N1 X
ZHAAEDETHERT2Z2L 0250 (7)), A TIERR E, 1 FELRD L
RN E WS BRN S 5.

TANE— BB TICBIE L, TRENOMREFHME L. mECA R
REWHBHEED ZETLIZKWEEZI BN, 740 Z—¢& LTOMRENE
WEBEZD. Eio, BRIT A NE—ICBWUIMLOEELEETHSH. AG 1T
FW IZH L THEHELCE BN S L, /IMLOEE BT, 20720, HFFEY
ARSIV, MENELS DL, 747U VERAERIN, I DICMmE

EEAL X T W) BEIERICHRD. AG TIEZ7 4 7V U< LT H



FEVZEZITE AG TIHMERIZIS L THA XZRINTEHH00, &~
OEHEY 8 ML TH Y, MEREE ORICKHHNAEL, Z2I0bT7 7Y RED
Mg, WMERZETTHDEEZ LN (8,9). AG THMEZE% K L72E
BT DT O IR E & > Tu Nz,

FW X7 4 V2 —HRRIXEN TV 523, 1 YA X T 3.5mm-5.5mm O Il E R
HIELTED, RSO IS THIMERE~DOA L ARIRLS 25, Zh
OB TIE, FW TGS &2k 7 LIZER S 7 4 L2 —I13BFEE Y LTH
O, MG LD MRS & Le (5). £ OGE I ZE & o
ZH N ol TAALZDOHLANR EOFH TIIEENRBIEN LI L
Bz b,

Spider IZ A v ¥ 2 RTH Y, 7 4 L F —DOHEEPLHERE S LB KE W Hih
FOLIZKWHEETHD. A X HIMERIZIE U TERIRTE 5722 M4
WL AMEEELRLICCV. S5, ~RXYrva—F 4 rEnTEy, -
WHR 7 4 TV D E DR oT. A RUA Y —%2EH L THRE Z @ik
SEDLHETH Y, @ EPRARN I HmmtElic b T\ 5 (10). 72721,
WFE TOM B OV A Z1d 200um & IR E <, FRIZERLNWT 7Y X137
A NE =T VRITDHIEREND Y, 77— 7 ZWORER TH7e ) MEgs72im A
(X LTI I — PAZET S 2 @BIRT 50 H D LB b (11, 12).

BITOHMARA T > NEEEINICB W TEIR ST 7 U AOFHE T, %%

Pt TT 7 — 0 KT kAR a v R -2V P REENT WD T L AHER X
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INTZT TV RAOENRE -1 (14,15) T 7 UV ADNA F~—T—Dal Tl

JEMEME D2 Tl interleukin-6, glycoprotein CD68, smooth muscle-actin, type IV

collagen, matrix metalloproteinase-9 DFH 3% < (16), RIEWMILZ EZFAZT 7

Y R M PEY) D Ne -(carboxymethyl) lysine 2% 7 7"V X CTiEfifii% D MRI

ILBUERBR CoRESHA L MBI L Twiz (17, 18).

FERBIET NA ZFMFEEEZ BNDD, R K > TIAIMELZE O 720
LObLHD (19). 747V URE VST, ZHIUTKT D ARG L e
EWVSTAEFERVELBLITOEBLALND. TAA A ElAGDEDLRE
OEHER TH, BN OWTETIEZIUC L D ERE L HENT <, TRRRER D
B 72747V VMR EDRIGHIMNT 5 & Bbinsd. FRaem—{kL
720, L L0 L COESODICHEERET AL LEETH S,

Limitation & L CiX, 7 4 VZ—OFRUIZNZEND T 4 )V F —REA ST
REEIZ L0 — B LTV A TED A T R0 Do TV, A7 2 MIDWNT
I% AG BETIL4A] open-cell 27> N TH VD, FW BER L O Spider Ff TIZEEAR
IZ closed-cell A7 > FEEH L TWAT2®, ZOREBIIR DRV, ZHLE TOH
HTIEHAT Y NOFBBESCHRILROGEICL 57 7 U AOMRSEDOZEIT 2V K

I THD (15).
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Figure Legends:

Fig. 1 Microscopical observation of the filter the fibrin precipitation-dominant part
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A: Angioguard XP, B: Filterwire EX, C: Spider FX
The fibrin precipitation (arrow) is observed more in the Angioguard XP and is little in

the Filterwire EZ. It is quite less in the Spider FX.

Fig. 2 Incidence and relationship of the intraoperative flow impairment and the ischemic
stroke
Flow impairment is significantly more in the Angioguard XP and related to the ischemic

stroke.

Fig. 3 Quantitative analysis of the captured debris
The fibrin precipitation is measured significantly more in the Angioguard XP and it is

affected to the total amount of debris.

Fig. 4 Tllustrative case

A: MR angiography shows high-grade stenosis at the origin of the left internal carotid
artery (ICA; arrow).

B: High resolution MRI for the plaque evaluation shows high intensity on the TI
weighted image (arrow).

C: Ultrasound examination shows high-grade stenosis at the origin of the left ICA with
echo-lucent plaque (arrow).

D: Pre-operative control angiography shows high-grade stenosis at the origin of the left

ICA (arrow). The stenosis is short segment.
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E: Post-operative control angiography shows satisfactory dilatation of the stenosis.

F: Post-operative diffusion weight image of MRI shows multiple high-intensity lesions
in the left cerebral hemisphere.

G: Microscopical filter observation shows organized debris captured (arrow). The fibrin

precipitation is minimum.
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Table 1

Angiogurad XP Filterwire EZ Spider FX (5mm)
Pore size (um) 100 110 70-200
Pore number 1100 2576 mesh
Pore density (/mm’ 26 40 mesh
Filter area (cm?) 0.59 1.48 1.31
Filter volume (uL) 20 80 80
Size variation (mm) 4,5 ,6,7,8 ne size (3.5-5.5mm, 4,5,6,7



