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Research status of coronary artery bioresorbable vascular scaffold
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Abstract The drug-eluting stent is currently the principal method to treat coronary artery disease. Although
this method can significantly reduce the incidence of in-stent restenosis and stent thrombosis, the stent is a perma-
nent metallic foreign body within the heart. Meanwhile, coating polymer may lead to chronic inflammation, in-
stent restenosis. neointimal atherosclerosis, and late lumen loss. Researchers designed a new technology. the
bioresorbable vascular scaffold (BVS). to overcome such problems. Indeed, BVS can cause a high incidence of
stent thrombosis. This high incidence may be related to the failure to select appropriate patients, the failure to
carry out PSP strategies(pre-expansion, stent-implantation, post-expansion) . and the need to improve stent mate-
rials and production processes. Still, these reasons cannot stop BVS to trigger the fourth revolution of coronary
artery intervention treatment. Besides, BVS also has its unique advantage, which is to restore the physiological
function of the coronary artery after providing a proper time of mechanical support to the target lesion. This article

introduces the development and current situation of BVS, as well as the difficulties it encounters at the moment.
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A= Gruntzig SEH 5 1 4 50 40 0 5& AR 30 ik Gef ko Bk
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T POBA JRYT CHD i Z K39 i1 1fiL 8 HLBK S 4 R
Ja A IR R B AR R R 8 30 ~60%,
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iz H A RN 2R R, I H DES 7E 4§ H i
AL TR 2 A RO R) A, Gz 4 S 48 RE
AR N AR A T AR PR AR A | R A R
5E S E LA K i 38 e 2% (late lumen loss, LLL)
L XA AATX CHD MR r A 178 2 M 1F,
55 4 YO Bk A A A VI T A
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vascular scaffold, BVS)AE b — T 24 19 I IR 35 A

S| A AT WA, B E R SR 2l Ik Py A g mT e fige S R0 7 AR L 1. I R0 ot 8 9 2% 3, 2023, 39 (1) 1 68-75.
DOI:10. 13201/j. issn. 1001-1439. 2023. 01. 013,




W S A4 A5 bR S0 Jhk P A= 0T A S 2R T B

CHEN Sitong,et al. Research status of coronary artery bioresorbable vascular scaffold « 69 .

SCERFAT T Wk 18], 24 49 e o R O U R A SR AR
A L B3 B 25 ) A — g B TR] N R T A Y 1 g
HI LI H T 1~ 3 AR AL 4 5 T 0% 1 B Ik
2 H SR M DES. BVS [ 1 # 1
T Al LUK A2 A E A I 45 U 46 T e L ek 2 e 30 S 4
MM AL (stent thrombosis, ST) & B LA Fe B A% 5 955
AR )3T A Sl bk o R B Ak & A R O HLAGE KB )
T AT BOW R 38 04 18 M R AED . SR S W
RIFMRT AN EEA R S8R B ST k4, il e
o RUEBR A7 I /I B T 9 /0 H ot JRU G I A ARG R 2 1)
A, BVS B A AT BE 7R K 2T I 45 1ML 5E 1Y
SERb b0t N B T RE B AR A R R e A
W ISR KA s DA KA 3228 R i I A 30 147 7 ik 52
% H (coronary artery bypass grafting, CABG)
MIAL 2, H 24 B T bR B th 70 A A S5
e 0 B ARCH L A0 R0 25 A AEYY . BVS TH R R
Al LS AN DES 78 MRI File ik CTA A A 4776 19
A, Ying 21 % 3 BVS 6] L%t 5 bk i) 1F 7 &
SRS FRMR AR L ) s L A5 A PN B 5 B T R T A4S 3
PR M BB R MIE Y8 S BVS 1 R i 1 ] — 2,
RO A 1A E¥BAE 12 S H N SE R
1.2 3k ik P9 A W T 5 i S 2 T R figt L 1

A= RT il A L — B Sk A OE B o]
N NSNS R AW I =2 NS e o 1 A N e
SR T2 3 oK A L T A S Ak 2 R R i o I A A
a5 08 7 LR I i A AR A . R
1) T e it b R 75 L 35 50 3 X4 1) B i TR AR 5
B4 ZURH 750 DL B A2 1) 5 . BV'S 7E IfiL 4 5 BY
SR IF K 5 A BRI BE 2 ) B AT S8 A A L X A R 4
AN H BVS 5 $2 436 A% A 4% 1] 7 2 35 #0152 mi R
81, AW SR R B g B s b R A ]
Wi 4 BB 29T . AN TRVE ARG BVS Az BLRR
AN, HAf 3 F R L-# R [POLY (L-LACTIC
ACID), PLLA ], ¥ FL 2 (polylactic acid, PLA) 4
HHRNREEY BVS fEE T8 8 R A& NS
RH) 4B BVS FE— S0 S b TG I PR A 5 R I PR
WFFE i Bk T A B EE R DT Rk Ah AR
IR R R TR AUK R R A et —2
FIE 55

AT it 3 W A o DA JR] LR B il HL, O 52
AR AR S 4T 7K A i 3R R BT b B R Y LR FLIR
EEAR TN R R 5 A = BRI AG IR, B J5 K gl CO,
U H, O, 28 fili S8 WEHE AR S8 . R T B A o 3
CIECINGE 7k EoL - 0D SR et 7k vl S e s - g
RN, E HAE v PR B DL R X R
BB PE S T L &R R A Y B 420 BVS, X AT
AEER AW BYS 4B R 5 ST B Al AU BG4 55
SRR

1717 T 6 i 4 iR e — 2H T A YA 3% T I ol R i

Y = 43 J@ 7 28 0k A ) AT I Al M LA A 2 1 DA
Ko B AT MR S5 AR T AETE 1Y S 7E w4
YU LAUE 3 R Bk BE B BEREA SR
H A 58 000 B UR A0 4 T8 AR, LA A= N
e ST KA %Ak, B3 BVS il i BH 2 7 A BH 5
TS M R A = e R AR L R B W S A 2
FRAR B T B IR EE . I S A S s s + &
e S5 AHHE (0 AR R AR Y 12 A T B T A A
BRI I T AU - 0 A R A R g K
fi. HATE T WE43 8/ + & 4 89 Magmaris 3¢
BEFE S B W Hp bR BAR 1] g Ak R A ) R T )
B BE T R it 4 R AR AT % 1A A O R T R R i R
1 — A 8 2K, ATl A Al T 0 a) PR R R 4 i )
2PERE . Roman S5 FEME 6 WK 0 14 A1 % fige 52 596 £
H Resoloy CBE#F 5 & 42) B A% WE43, I B % T %
etk )2 PLLA R 241 Res-PF R R 45,
i85 4 BVS TERE R N 1Y B i ol 322 18

BRIE BV'S W8 1) 5 ik o 6 5 [ 44 9% ik 7= 0 19
B BA BRI T L A A HBR IR S AR 25 5
B A b S 2 H M AR AT S A RE LR L ) 2 R e
W SEAEG KA AW S22 0 H L N sh
SEH R UESE PLA IR 27T LR 5 Bk 5E BVS 1y
fifg 2R L BVS WU B A A R B DES (1958
— R4,

A HE T Bk B T 3L BV'S, A A0 A5 o JE 1 g 5 A
T E Z ], B E B3 BVS H 28 5008 B R
ORI HE At 51 A A 4ot R AT DL R ol 35 B 3
BVS iy Jy 2 g . AN F 83 BVS H B3R
AN, FERE BV'S 1Y R fife b 72 DA SR ko £, (1
e Ve B Y RE TR IR A B N AR S B DL RS = A
PR T RN IRBE , 4 B 3 1 RO BRI T B A ] R A 42
e — 2 0 Y, H AT R B3 BYS W
TElm R
2 HEYREEERNEIEESIERE
2.1 551 A N 2RI PR 56 1Y 1T R i SZ 2R Tgaki-
Tamai stents

Igaki-Tamai stents J&58 1 N 3EA NS IE RiK
i) BVS, t PLLA 48, B 2N 170 pm, & A
PryGEE LG . BV 1 AR IS AR i s F A (tar-
get lesion revascularization, TLR) FI# [ 45 Ifl 12 &
@ (target vessel revascularization, TVR) i) 2 %
BRI R 16% .5 AEIE R 18% 1 22 % , 10 4E N
280 F1 38 %0 » AL FE R BT L0 AL T GO AL
BEFE T M0 7 5 vl AR D B B0 T 3 0 L B
PR R F B ST AR B R R B AR T AR
BEO AN B COIEPESE T RO IR ST VA3
FEME O WUEEZE . TVR K TLR) 8 10 4F 4 47 543 5]
3 87%.98% F 50% . e T 2 ASEIEfAY ST A
WAk 1 D . 1E R EREFF IR BVS, Iga-
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ki-Tamai stents JEBL T & AR 170 (AR [ 77
BI%E 1 1C DES #8355 T Igaki-Tamai stents BYETE,
2.2 1B EYEY TR LS Abbott BVS

HERE 1 245 W vk AR 0 AT % f# SZ 28 ( Abbott
BVS) & PLLA il 5. 3 4F P #1458 4 W,
&4 H 1k, 2 T BE L X B R 38 (randomized con-
trolled trial L RCT)X} 10 000 Z ] B % 4T T Ab-
bott BVS 5 B — Q&4 #% K 4k 35 &) ¥k i =2 48
(everolimus-eluting stent, EES) # %, #) 26 WF
LR B FEHL A Abbott BVS 2 4F Ji5 #5 75 4 Ik
PR UL R NE 32 3 F1 N B2 D) REK & X A e P Y
T BE PR 0 R BAFIIESE T Abbott BVS R 4f 11
Il R R HT A Abbott BVS 15 2 M d Ik 28 &
AIE ek ok 73 UG 7% | B i Ok B A 12 P 5E 4 D) i R
ol ek kK AR T B IR SE T AT I ST AR AE 2011
FIRAT CENIE, JF 2012 4 9 A e E1iT,
2016 4F FDA #L#EAESEE BT . SR T ABSORB I
IR 3 AR5 R, Abbott BVS #1 EES o #%
155 &5 4532 2h 1 e J1 AH L. /8 Abbott BVS 9 LLL
HRLFENBPARFM L ARE T EES, LHZ
1ML O WILAE BE (target vessel myocardial infarc-
tion, TVMI) (8.6% vs. 5.9%, P <0.05) #l ST
(2.3% vs.0.7% ,P<C0.05), R&{E ABSORB IV
RIS COMPARE-ABSORB 56 b, i i 76 H1 A
HIJG A& FEAT 37 5K Ak BHIEHLEE T /I il 45 s 22 L il 45
TLR &AM XSRS THRKSEE ST Mk ER
R s 7 AIDA 3R 56 #2 1 2 A Abbott
BVS 2 4E N ST & 4 24558 8 = 5 (RR = 3. 87,
95%CI:1.78~8.42, P <C0.01),2017 & Abbott
BVSiBTi. ZJ5 2018 4F —Ti 25 % 0 Hr & 9L, BVS
MA#RE (S EES L&) 1.2 F1 3 4R BETT v ST,
TLR..L> UL HE (myocardial Infarction, MD) K # J5
AR (target lesion failure, TLF) i) XU & % EES
Mo U HOEM ST, Al AIDA 5 4ERf 5t
2 Abbott BVS A 4. 8% 0y 3 % Ak W /Al
fERY ST, EES 41X A 1.5% (HR =3.32,95%
CI:1.78~6.17,P<C0. 0™, 7£ ABSORB [l i
KR 5 4EREDT . BVS i TLF k4% & T EES
ZH(P>0.05),TVMI(10.4% vs. 7.5% ,P<C0. 05)
1 ST(2.5% vs. 1. 1% 3 P<<0.05) 5 3 4ERfi1i I 1)
— R AR R SR, 42. 8 Y R A W
P /NRIGTT B2 5 A, i AU KRS
2.3 2 MREER LA &Y T B SZ 42 Mag-
maris 48

BIOSOLVE- [l #F 58 PFAl 1 5% 2 X254 e vl
Wk Atk 425 J SR (Magmaris 3240 785 & e Jok s 72 B8
TG EERAE R, 6,12 A H B B B U5 H
WA B/ RERg ST JE i, BRI FFLL 12 A1
ek, gad 3 MK IR, 91.5% (151/165)

BE O BIRIEARIE I ACE 11 41 ¢6. 300 B
TLF. K45 4 6] (2.3%) o MEPESE T, 1
(0. 6%)TVMI M1 6 ] (3.4 %) I R IK3h 19 TLR,
WA ST HF kA, 3490 H 25 FlEHFE 124
A A 36 S H B30l #4717 CAG AL A BLAE 12
~36 LB KRN LLL M E R 7 (di-
ameter stenosis, DS) B im [ LLL. (0.11 +
0.28) mm vs. (0.13 = 0.30) mm; DS: (3.8 +
10. D% vs. (4.1£10.2) %617, FEAAJT 3 4F .
RS 2 4 3278 TEAIR AR B8 3 A A Mag-
maris 32 B2 Z 2, B 5 #1789 BIOSOLVE-
|\ eI S 70 o R AN AL TN - O B
AT 1075 #l & #& .12 A~ H B TLF % Kaplan-
Meier fli I N 4.3% (95% CI:0~3.2, P >
0.05) A1 3. 9% A TLR.0. 2% A0 I8 P 5E T Fl
1. 1% TVMI,

52 FLESC 45 A EAPCI AE 9 AT [ i Sz 48
B9 TAEH KN Magmaris X 2R AW R . fY B
AN S FEAS B BN SICI-GISE 2837 3
W2 F|, B Abbott BVS Ifi & » Magmaris 37 4% ST
R AR MR ML BE AR . 5 Abbott
BVS #H ¥, Magmaris SC2RBE88 T 420 1, 458 T
W SR A 12 S AL P H R T X8R h %k
T B 0 30 2 05 1) i AL 9820 i k. BRARTE
Kik 3 ERBETA, Magmaris X2 H) ST &4 %
# Abbott BVS B MG AR TR 29 26 1Y 3 bl
Vi T, X B E Z VPR AT e R A T ST M & 4
HLERR R RFEA R BIOSOLVE-IV #F
FEH .12 AW ST KRN 0.5%,

T B ] Magmaris 32425 4% {0 4R
B FHARAE" . % 348 H R R TR E AL R e
LG 2R B AR ST Bodh i B0 LEESE , i A IR 52 7
U AY RIS P | ik B St B A Y e s rh
Mt BRitb 2 b, If 4 <F 4P R g (patient
selection, proper sizing, pre-dilation, post-dila-
tion) , B 6 Jik A AR AR X Magmaris 3¢
BEAE AR B RS SR B G
2.4 [E N AW AT G A SCER I I R AE ST

XINSORB BV S 2 iy 55 37 3 B 1 Kz H 1] A
F & 1 FF R B E 1 0 BVS AR . B—# &
MO AR Y 5 AR I IR &5 R R . FEA L TLFLL
PEPEZET LTV MI, B il 3K 3 14 #8905 722 1ff 32 T @ Gis-
chemia driven-target lesion revascularization, ID-
TLRJEAET 4 (13, 3%) , EELIMAE A R FH M
(major adverse cardiovascular events, MACE) k&
A F R 16.796(5/30) 1 BB ] ST, % Bl F 80 T
TVMI, 7 XINSORB RCT #f5¢ H™", BVS 41 L
A 0.01% MR #H &4 ST, 5 TIVOLI DES 41 [t
BB TLF(5.0% vs. 6.2%) R E MK E
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A # /A (patient-oriented composite endpoint,
PoCE) (10.3% wvs. 8.7%), MACE (5.0% wvs.
6.2%) AHBET: (2. 5% vs. 0) #1455 .0 JJLAE 5
(1.0% vs. 0D, M B M KB By TVR(4.5% vs.
6.2%) . 2R TG IT¥E XL (P>0.05, £
XINSORB BVS 5£4 DES EA 24 194 & vl
GAE,

FUTURE- [ U & — 1 % F Firesorb BVS 4
I 17 B 7 JDo A8 B AT A PR L B b BT ERE BT
B9 Firesorb BVS 78 F| T 4005 A5 A A J5 N B2 AL I 08
TSI G . TE 4 AR I R B 5 P, PoCE
FoA. A% K& ST fl TLF F 4, 2021 4F Song
LN RAG T Z 0 BEAL YT IR A9 Future- I B 58
(5 EES W#) .BVS 4 1 4E G M v 52 R BN
LLL A4 F EES[(0.1740.27) mm vs. (0. 19+
0.37) mm,P<C0.01].ffi /] OCT WA M4 1 4 )5
B 4078 35 R R FE IR B T AE g MG B0 b o L 9F HOR
J5 1 TLF 5 PoCE k& 4: % 5 EES ZH A, W 2 14
KK ST,

NeoVas-P4 % 5L ml Y iR L-FLMR (PLLA) X4
Sy AL ER R X B e 5 e ¥ B - T A2 Sk W& . Neo-
Vas 12 ™ H W& ME A58 A 1103 Bl & . R
Jo 14E TLF KAEE N 3.0%,2 4E N 5% e T
5.4% 1 PoCE 1 0. 5% 1) ST kRS 2018 4F
— I PEAl NeoVas % &P FA & PE M RCT ik £
EESTERX M, TEA LG ARG 1 FH T BEN
LLL[ NeoVas #H: (0.14 4+ 0.36) mm; EES 4.
(0.1140. 34) mm |, ZF LG5I E L, 58HESH
PER I B A5 DY, 2019 4E CIT k£ B#hpe + 2
i T NeoVas RCT 3 Il IR 45 3, NeoVas 4
(EES4D)TLF &4 RN 6.9% (6. 1%) ., LIRS
TN 0.7%€0.7%),ST A 1.1% (0. 7%), TVMI
H2.2%(1.4%),ID-TLR N 4. 7% (4. 7%) , I 4
X BTG5 L. NeoVas L2 78 4 [H T 2
T RIAL G R R .

S RRM kRSS2 /8 BVS 78 & H
5 J A v A R B B A AR BIIE S M A
WEBE 2R3 W3R 1. {HAE ISR K & 7% 56t ko 28 v &
Al BVS 75 #F — D58 i etk 7S 8 T
2R AT LAY R S A FH AR AIE
3 EYEMETEEIEE
301 B SR PN AR e A R

HiEdE £ BVS A B 5 ST & 4%
Hjm. Abbott BVS IR 25 R4 Nk E . H 2~5
R IR IR TFIE I E B ST JE AL AY XU & T DES™,
JiH Z —7EF 5 DES Mt . Abbott BVS 37 4 kk &5
JEE 300 %5 25 7 A R R A it R I /N A A ) B B
JEE 1) S 405 5 B0 ok P9 R Ak JE 3R e Jok ) S2 A 2E
MG T ST MRS . 4 TVUS KA & 8

SBMER ST WAL ARE/NSG B IR AE P,
ABSORB [l 45 18. 8% By & i 48 B 42 <<2. 25
mm, X5 14E N ST I &% VI # 56, 3+ H BVS
B ML I B L B A B B 2 56 DL I BVS TEHE A5 J2:
BaP skt igmE ST &4, EAC #5t
NS 12 A H I ST 20 <7 W00 K72 A A BVS Hif
A AT I 5K A 45E RSB B i /AR 25 0. Rk
ULHA T PSP W 7 Jd /> ST & A= % b & 51,
H B 7E AR ARG J5 T 78 o A TN R S A
B ST &A=, BVS WU B HH 19 AN 7% 2 J2 35 B 2
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—DB71  Fluza %% %} Reva Medical Fantom En-
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GivEAL, BB 2 A G BVS BYAR 5] NI F 5 B T
AU, I ELAE R MR T, 2 AR R AT D0 S
B S AR 3T . W BV'S A I 309 0 AS 32 2 e 24 L
KAy gl g5 ISR.ST L A &, BN TER &Y
R 88 S TR AT o R R R S B B R RE R N A
5STWHA—EXR" ., oW, BVSH AJG ST &
BCA 3 E i PR AT R 5 AR O B e A A 3 A U AR
H AR SE PSP SR WS DL I S7 HR 1 [ i R R
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3.2 b K PN A AT R AR S AR P AR

%28 BVS ZE I IR L3R p ik 28 K T48 1
L8R ISR A58 To ik b, — BB F 5% Bos A
B BVS-ISR & 4", BVS-ISR ) J5 IH 40 3% 7 4=
AR AE T A PN TR BR R R AL | X B R L SF B R o
& L BVS SCEE K 24, R I S 2R i s A2
I 58 B A DR 55 B — e BTk BRI =2 A, 4
MR & TLR M ISR M B 2k e W&, HErk E
FDA Ity DES SR BEAE 90 pm DL, ML AE
Il PRAE I Y BVS A # K T 100 pm. BVS-ISR
IR T 52 B T 32 2R 05 i) 2 3 DR ab P R T T Ay 45
RUTRE S BVS Ml A B 8] ) K 6 T A BT AS A
LY BVS #5 F ff olN AR AE BT, BVS-ISR
PR T — b 4 A9 B A0 F Pk A 00T IR L
DES 8% 25 #) 3k % (drug eluting balloon, DEB)J&J7
XL R HBABAENEEZ iS5 DES-
ISR B EHE AN LR, RIBS I#F5R 4 L. 5 DES-
ISR REZE ML, BVS ISR WA K, HZ L T A
AR
3.3 AIREAR SRR S ST S

A W5 4 BH S B 0 A e () A K B AR ) g 2 R
P IR I TR ) RV . Ak S S AR AR
o e o 3 518 HLR 44 40, MIRT M 28 k4 22, [l i i
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[ 22 4 DA B st o 1 AR W AL A A Bk L BVS it — 25
RIBWMREIH R, 5 LHAE S M EA R X 4
AT A 2 R A R T e PR 1 R A R D R
S E N A N RN o /N
#2016 4K CE It #E 1 Magmaris 37 42 i
7 AR H A A B A I R A PR &5 SR L (EL 7R S BR
H A & Bl Magmaris B AMNE AL =PI AL, 2 2R 04 R

Prlr iR m o ad B R — R A e, &8
BV'S 1 [ fiff o 6 0 D 4 1, 38 2o ol A8 & 4 43
TR K AT LR Y 42 S BV'S il B fife o % L 12 45008
RS E AT . AT R AW BVS i 5 . H R
fiff T 2 B AR T (EL SR G AR R T I YR i e =
X ZeXf B, PCT o 72 v i) A LR 5% 2] =2 20 R 58 &
g BE g B

R1 BHRRNEY TR EBEIEESFIER

Table 1 Evidence-based medicine of coronary artery bioresorbable vascular scaffold
0/ TFURAE B @i BV S Aﬁ‘%%ﬁi/ A R S I
W /4E R IR 4D 9 A8 Bt
Igaki-Tamai 1998—2000 10 Igaki-Tamai stents 50/63 TLR(TVR) i B2 &R, 2 4]
stents FF 7 14ERT 16% (16%), 5 4F B
18% (22%), 10 4 I} 28%
(38%)
ABSORB I 20112013 3 Abbott BVS 335(166)/ BB 1A FEL L MAEEH BYS 4K 4
gl (XIENCE 3 %%) 364(182)  RMMETLZ R 2 M EHE T Xience 4l
A5 LLL & BVS 4 K T
Xience 4
ABSORB Il 2014 5 Abbott BVS 1322(686)/ 14FEMf TLF:BVS 4 A% T BVS 4 4 T
Whgg (XIENCE 3 %1)  1385(713) Xience #1;2~5 4EMf TLF: Xience 41
BVS 4 I % & T Xience 2
ABSORB Chi- 2014 3 Abbott BVS 241(239)/ 3 4R TLF:BVSH AL T 2~3 HE N 0
na fff 530 (XIENCE 3 %%) 251(252)  Xience 4 15
BIOSOLVE-Il  2013—2015 3 Magmaris 184/189  TLF.6.3% ;.0 AEMESET=:2. 0 fl
- I 5 3% 3 TVMI:0. 6% ;ID-TLR:
3.4%
BIOSOLVE-IV 2016 1 Magmaris 1075/1121 1 4£mf TLF:4.3% 5 il
{,ﬂ:%[?l]
XINSORB 2013—2014 5 XINSORB BVS 30/30 54ERF TLF:13.3% 1 %
E}%[ZSJ
XINSORB 2014—2015 4 XINSORB BVS  200(195)/ W4 7E TLF.PoCE.MACE. BVS# 2 fj
RCT #5512 (TIVOLI SES) 210(216)  ID-TLR.TVMI,ID-TVR 1y
FUTURE- [ 2016 4 Firesorb BVS 45/45 PoCE Z4:%H 4. 4% 0 %
E};L?FGT
FUTURE- [l 2017—2019 1 Firesorb BVS 215(218)/ 1 FJRiE B BN LLL o f
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