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1
PCI CABG
(N=903) (N=897)
) 65.2+0.7 65.0+9.8 0.55
(%) 76.4 78.9 0.20
(Kg/m?) 28.1+4.8 27.9+4.5 0.37
(%) 25.6 24.6 0.64
(%) 46.0 45.5 0.86
(%) 319 33.8 0.39
(%) 39 4.8 0.33
(%) 4.0 5.3 0.18
(%) 8.1 8.4 0.83
(%) 78.7 77.2 0.44
(%) 46.2 52.5 0.01
56.9 57.2 0.91
28.9 28.0 0.66
<30% (%) 1.3 2.5 0.08
EuroSCORE 3.8+2.6 3.8+2.7 0.78
Parsonnet 8.5+7.0 8.4+6.8 0.76
SYNTAX 28.4+11.5 29.1:11.4 0.19
4.3£1.8 44+1.8 0.44
(%) 24.2 222 0.33
(%) 72.4 73.3 0.67
(G 6.9+£13.0 17.4+28.0 <0.001
( ) 1.7+0.9 3.4+1.1 <0.001
) 3.4+4.5 9.5+8.0  <0.001
(%) 56.7 63.2 0.005
CABG  (13.5% vs. 5.9%,P<0.001), CABG
pcl
PCI CABG (3.7% vs.
2.1% ,P=0.05) ;
CABG PCI (1.4% vs. 0.7% ,P=0.13),
12 (CABG )
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2
PCI CABG P (95%CI)
39/896 (4.4%) 47/870 (5.4%) 0.31 0.81 (0.53~1.22)
30 54/895 (6.0%) 45/866 (5.2%) 0.45 1.16 (0.79~1.71)
6 111/893 (12.4%) 85/860 (9.9%) 0.09 1.26 (0.96~1.64)
12 159/891 (17.8%) 105/849 (12.4%) 0.002 1.44 (1.15~1.81)
68/891 (7.6%) 65/849 (7.7%) 0.98 1.00 (0.72~1.38)
39/891 (4.4%) 30/849 (3.5%) 0.37 1.24 (0.78~1.98)
33/891 (3.7%) 18/849 (2.1%) 0.05 1.75 (0.99~3.08)
1/891 (0.1%) 3/849 (0.4%) 0.36 0.32 (0.03~3.05)
5/891 (0.6%) 9/849 (1.1%) 0.24 0.53 (0.18~1.57)
5/891 (0.6%) 19/849 (2.2%) 0.003 0.25 (0.09~0.67)
43/891 (4.8%) 28/849 (3.3%) 0.11 1.46 (0.92~2.33)
120/891 (13.5%) 50/849 (5.9%) <0.001 2.29 (1.67~3.14)
CABG 25/891 (2.8%) 11/849 (1.3%) 0.03 2.17 (1.07~4.37)
PCI 102/891 (11.4%) 40/849 (4.7%) <0.001 243 (1.71~3.46)
28/848 (3.3%) 27/784 (3.4%) 0.89 0.96 (0.57~1.62)
(=1 ) 2/896 (0.2%) 3/870 (0.3%) 0.68 0.65 (0.11~3.86)
(2~30 ) 18/893 (2.0%) 3/868 (0.3%) 0.001 5.83 (1.72~19.73)
(31~365 ) 9/874 (1.0%) 21/854 (2.5%) 0.02 0.42 (0.19~0.91)
3 SYNTAX SYNTAX 30%
PCL (%) CABG (%) P . » TAXUS
(0~22) 13.6 14.7 0.71 CABG
(23~32) 16.7 12.0 0.71 (15.8% vs. 13.7%, P>0.05),
(=33) 23.4 10.9 0.001 (SYNTAX 0~22 ) (23~32 )
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