Primary angioplasty versus intravenous thrombolytic therapy

for acute myocardial infarction: a quantitative review of
23 randomised trials
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Conclusions

3 The= conclusons of the sessmment are that the uss
of DES would be best tanget=d at the subgroups of

2 patients with the highest risks of resquiring
E reint=rventbon, and could be conm dered cost-
b5 effective in only a small perceniage of sach
55 patents. This is amilar o the conclusion of our
EHE previous assesanent.
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Conelusions—In RCTs, no significant differences were observed in the long-term rates of dr:am ar I'Jl_W:de]:Il mtuhuun
after DES or BMS use for either off-label or on-label indications, In real-world nonrandomized observational studies
with greater numbers of patents but the admied potential for selection bias and residual confounding, DES use was
associated with reduced death and myocardial infarction. Both RCTs and cbservanional studies demonsirated marked
and comparable reductions in target vesse] revasculanzation with DES compared with BMS. These data n aggregate
siggest that DES are safe and efficacious i both on-label and off-label use but highlight differences berween RCT and
observational dat comparing DES and BMS, (Ciroulation, 2009;11%:3198-3206,)
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Figure 2-Meta-analysis-of all-causs-merality-with-DES vs- BIS. A, RCTs:; B, ohearvational studies. Dots represent the individual study RE_E}II‘J}]‘E fa3i0
estimates; boxes, study weights; and lines, 95% Cls.
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Fig. 2 Regression line showing the relationship between benefits in mortality from primary angioplasty vs PCl-related time delay in all trials
(A) and according to risk profile (B, low risk; C. medinm risk; D, high risk). Each trial is represented by a circle, whose size 1s proportional to
the sample size of each trial.
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