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Abstract
Background: During coronary artery bypass grafting (CABG), the treatment of coronary artery disease by grafting saphenous vein is a common 
practice. However, within 10 years of SVG intervention due to degeneration and occlusion of grafted artery, the failure rate of SVG is observed 
to be as high as 50%. The repeat vascularisation with PCI has increased in clinical practice; however, the data on clinical outcome in Indian 
population is limited.

Methods: A retrospective observational analysis of 30 post-CABG patients with SVG-PCI in single centre between April 2010 and July 2020 was 
conducted. 

Results: The average age of patient was 62.7 ± 9.9 years and majority were male patients (87%) with history of diabetes mellitus (63%), 
hypertension (73%) and habit of tobacco (83%). After 11.0 ± 4.1 years of CABG with an average of 2 SVGs, the PCI of SVG to OM vessel was 
performed with drug eluting stents in 97% of cases. PCI of native vessel was performed in only 30% of cases. In majority of SVG-PCI cases (63%) 
one stent with an average length of 23.2 ± 7.3 mm and diameter of 3.5 ± 0.50 mm was implanted. Patients were discharged on DAPT regimen and 
in 80% DPDs were used on a routine basis. At 1 year follow-up, 97% of cases had no complications during follow-up, but one case had undergone 
redo CABG.

Conclusion: The PCI of SVG lesions had positive clinical outcomes as revealed by fewer incidences of post procedural and post-discharge 
complications.

Keywords: Coronary artery • Antiplatelet therapy • Saphenous venous graft • Drug eluting stent • Coronary intervention 

Abbreviations: CABG: Coronary Artery Bypass Graft; PCI:Percutaneous Coronary İntervention; DAPT: Dual Antiplatelet Therapy; DPD: Distal 
Protection Device

Introduction
Invasive coronary revascularization, in particular, saphenous venous graft 

(SVG) is a common type of graft in the management of multi-vessel disease 
in patients with coronary artery bypass grafting (CABG) [1]. Still, within 10 
years of SVG intervention the failure rate of SVG is known to accelerate from 
25% to 50% [2]. The failure of SVG is related to co-morbidities like smoking, 
diabetes mellitus, surgery-related factors and many more [3]. Besides, the 
patho-physiological reasons for the degeneration and progressive occlusion 
of SVG includes neo-intimal growth, accelerated atherosclerosis, distal 
embolization, plaque embolization, and inflammation and so on [4] which are 
resolved either by repeat CABG or by percutaneuous coronary intervention 
(PCI). Repeated CABG increases the risk of mortality when compared to 

PCI alone [5]. In the context of PCI, different types of stents like bare metal 
stents (BMS), drug-elution stents (DES) of first and second generation, 
covered stents are implanted for the revascularisation of occluded artery and 
to reduce restenosis of target lesions [3]. When compared with the PCI of 
native vessel, SVG-PCI has poor long-term outcomes like peri-procedural MI, 
no-reflow, target vessel revascularization, in-stent restenosis [6]. To minimize 
the complications multiple approaches such as use of embolic protection 
devices (EPDs) and drug therapy including use of vasodilators, anti-platelets 
are recommended [4]. Intervention of SVG has remained a challenge and 
depends on patients anatomy, nevertheless the benefit of this technique in 
long-term can be maximized by analyzing the existing clinical data on PCI of 
SVGs. The aim of this study is (i) to evaluate the clinical profile in post-CABG 
patients who underwent PCI in SVG interventions, interventional techniques 
used and adjunctive drug therapy used; (ii) to determine the role played by co-
morbidities in predicting the outcomes of SVG-PCI intervention. 

Literature Review
The common problem of atherosclerosis of lesion or clot in pre-existing 

graft is mainly resolved by revascularization. In many CABG patients, the 
repeat CABG is not an option because of advancing age and increased risk 
of mortality. Thus, PCI is widely recommended due to reduced morbidity 
and mortality when compared to repeat CABG [7]. In patients with history of 
CABG, the PCI can be performed to a native vessel as well as a graft vessel; 
however, the PCI of graft vessel is a difficult task and have poor long-term 
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clinical outcomes. Higher risk of morbidity and mortality are associated with 
occurrence of restentoic lesion and multiple stents, thereby indicating poor 
survival benefit [8]. According to Behboudi et al. [7] chronic total occlusion 
increases the risk of SVG failure. There is no definite solution to optimal 
target for revascularization. Inferior long term outcome and adverse events 
is associated with post-SVG PCI when compared to native vessel PCI [9]. 
Bundhoo et al. [10] found higher number of existing grafts and higher rate of 
target vessel revascularization (TVR) in SVG PCI patients, whereas Alidoosti 
et al. [11] found that outcome in terms of major adverse cardiovascular events 
(MACE) was no different between PCI on SVG and native vessels. In a 
primitive observations study, Islam et al. [12] found that on an average 11 years 
after CABG, the PCI of SVG was very effective with 93.5% survival rate. The 
revascularisation of SVG graft or native vessel is still debatable. Overall, the 
choice of intervention to revascularize the type of vessel depends on patient’s 
health-related characteristics.

Implantation of stents during SVG intervention is a common practice. The 
superiority of different stents in the treatment of SVG-PCI has been conflicting. 
Behboudi et al. [7] associated hypertension and use of BMS to increased risk 
of cardiac events. On the contrary, at 1 year, the use of second generation 
DES stents over BMS had no superior outcomes in terms of TVR, stroke, stent 
thrombosis or death; however, the DES stent length of >20 mm significantly 
predicted MACE [13]. Brikalis et al. [14] in their double-blind randomized study 
found similar clinical outcomes between DES and BMS, but encouraged use 
of BMS owing to their low cost compared to DES. Yet in another study, the 
number and length of stents had no influence on clinical outcome like no-reflow 
[15]. 

Various factors increase the risk of SVG failure and multiple strategies 
are employed to mitigate the failure rate. Slow-flow/no-reflow is one of the risk 
factors of failure of SVG-PCI. Thrombus, acute coronary syndromes, presence 
of ulcer and degenerated vein graft are associated to no-flow phenomenon 
[16]. Hashemi-Jazi et al. [15] associated high DBP, lesion of location to 
proximal and presence of degenerated SVG to occurrence of no-reflow. The 
assessment of probable cause of no-reflow helps to select strategies to avoid 
complications. For example, Verma et al. [17] suggested use of thrombus 
aspiration device prior to stent deployment in SVG to reduce the thrombus 
burden thereby reducing the risk of no-flow phenomenon. Another factor of 
SVG failure is distal embolization, which is resolved by routine use of EPDs 
[18], but the anatomic difficulty, in particular the lesion location and complexity 
of EPDs device has led to underutilization of this device [19]. Additionally, the 
use of this device in SVG-PCI has also produced conflicting results. Paul et 
al. [20] in their meta-analytic study involving more than 50,000 SVG patients 
found that use of EPDs during SVG had no apparent benefit with respect to 
mortality, MACE, TVR or periprocedural myocardial infarction (MI). Similarly, 
Mahmood et al. [19] found limited benefit from use of EPDs. Besides these, 
drug therapy including use of antiplatelets, vasodilators and others are also 
used to reduce the complications of SVG-PCI.

Research gap
The assessment of clinical outcomes is essential to identify the risk factors 

and to develop improved interventions. Among Indian population, limited data 
is available on examining the outcome and on optimal SVG-PCI in patients 
with CABG. Also, there is lack of guidelines on treatment and prevention 
of SVG-PCI failure. The objectives of this study will help to fill the identified 
research gap. 

Research Methodology 
A retrospective observational analysis was conducted of total 30 post-

CABG patients with SVG-PCI who were treated at Departments of Cardiology 
at KLES Dr. Prabhakar Kore Hospital, Belagavi between April 2010 and 
July 2020. Demographic data (age, sex and co-morbidities) and SVG-PCI 
procedural characteristics were obtained for each patient. The end point of this 
study was the incidences of complications at 1 year follow-up. The collected 
data was statistically analyzed using SPSS 24.0 and presented in the form of 
frequency and percentage.

Results 
An abnormality in ROS production and imbalance of endothelium-derived 

nitric oxide (NO) production has been long suggested to be the key pathogenic 
mechanism of the endothelial dysfunction [5,10] involving dysfunctional 
mitochondria that results in the development of clinical events, including 
vascular diseases and stroke. Therefore, the effective protection of endothelial 
cells and reducing oxidative stress is beneficial in many experimental and 
clinical settings of CVD. In this study, we demonstrated that alpha-lipoic acid 
(ALA) protects HUVECs from Ang II-induced endothelial dysfunction (Table 1).

Post CABG LIMA grafting was found in 77% (23/30) with majority to LAD 
and all patients had undergone SVG (100%) with maximum 2 number (53%) of 
SVG graft. RIMA graft was performed in only 2 patients (Table 2).

In order to minimize the complication, after discharge patients were orally 
treated with anti-platelet therapy comprising aspirin and clopidogrel (66%) or 
aspirin and ticagrelor (34%). Further, to reduce the risk of distal embolization, 
distal occlusion/potential device was used in 80% of patients (Table 3).

PCI characteristics
PCI was performed in all the patients with higher number of proximal (43%) 

followed by mid (27%) lesion location. Other lesion locations were ostial (13%), 
anastomosis (10%), distal (3%) and mid-distal (3%). The coronary lesion of 

Table 1. Clinical characteristics.

Variables N (%)
Age (years) 62.7 ± 9.9

Gender
Male 26 (87)

Female 4 (13.3)

Tobacco
Yes 25 (83)
No 5 (17)

Others Comorbidity
Yes 7 (23)
No 23 (77)

Hypertension
Yes 22 (73)
No 8 (27)

Diabetes Mellitus
Yes 19 (63)
No 11 (37)

Complaints
Chest pain 16 (53)

Dyspnea- NYHA Class 2 7 (23)
Chest pain, Dyspnea 4 (13)

Dyspnea-NYHA Class 2,Syncope 2 (7)
Dyspnea-NYHA, Class 3 1 (3)

Previous MI
Yes 14 (47)
No 16 (53)

CABG interval (years) 11.0 ± 4.1

Diagnosis
IWMI 2 (7)

NSTEMI 11 (37)
Unstable Angina 17 (57)

LV Function
Normal 13 (43)

Mild 6 (20)
Moderate 3 (10)

Border line 8 (27)
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type C lesion was predominant (43%). The type A and B lesion corresponded to 
33% and 23%, respectively. PCI of native vessel (proximal-LAD, proximal-mid, 
left main LAD and LCX, and RCA) was performed in only 30% of patients. PCI 
of SVG to OM was performed in larger number (47%) followed by SVG-LAD 
(23%) and SVG-RCA (13%). SVG-PDA, SVD-RAMUS and SVG-RCA along 
with SVG-OM were performed in 10%, 3% and 3% of patients, respectively. 
In 97% of patients drug eluting stent (DES) were implanted; only one patient 
had bare metal stent (BMS) implanted. In 63% patient’s only one stent was 
implanted. About 23% of patients had 2 stents, 10% had 3 stents and only 3% 
had 5 stents. The average length and diameter of stent was 23.2 ± 7.3 mm and 
3.5 ± 0.50 mm, respectively (Table 4).

Follow-up was performed at one month and after one year of SVG-PCI 
procedure, and the majority of patients had no complications (97%). The 
incidence of post procedure complications included no-reflow complication in 
one patient. Further, out of 30 patients only one patient with no complication 
had to undergo Redo- CABG during the follow-up period (Table 5).

Discussion
In patients with multi-vessel coronary artery disease CABG is the standard 

treatment which provides survival benefit. Multiple reasons like comorbidities, 
degeneration of grafts and atherosclerosis makes the CABG patients to 
undergo angiographic evaluation in majority of symptomatic patients. In 
treatment of coronary artery disease the coronary revascularization is 
achieved by multiple grafting techniques like right internal mammary artery 
(RIMA), left internal mammary artery (LIMA) and SVG [21]. In this study, 77% 
of patients received LIMA; LIMA to LAD after CABG is the gold standard for 
surgical revascularization and is more preferred than SVG [22]. In this study, in 
particular all CABG patients had undergone SVG and though SVG is distinct 
but has its own degeneration pattern and failure over a period of time thereby 
increasing the risk of MACE [23]. The main aim of this study was to measure 
the outcome in terms of post-discharge complication at 1 year in CABG 
patients who underwent PCI of SVG.

In this study, male patients (87%) of a mean age of 62.7 ± 9.9 years with 

hypertension (73%), diabetes mellitus (63%), tobacco habit (83%), lower rate 
of previous MI (47%) and normal EF (43%) had undergone PCI of SVG at an 
average of 11.0 ± 4.1 years after CABG. Similar observation was made by 
Islam et al. [12] wherein after 11.5 ± 5.4 years of CABG, occlusion of graft 
vessel was performed in patients of an average age of 62.1 ± 10.8 years 
with history of diabetes mellitus, hypertension and dyslipidemia. Likewise, 
other report also found PCI of SVG in elderly male patients after 9 years of 
grafting [24] indicating poor outcome of SVG in long-term. The PCI of SVG 
grafts involves implantation of stents to prevent the SVG failure [23]. In the 
present study there was no comparison of outcome between DES and BMS 
stents because only one patient received BMS and remaining patients got 
DES. Further, out of 29 cases, there was only one case of post-discharge 

Table 2. Post CABG grafting technique.

Grafting technique
LIMA graft N (%)
Diagonal 3 (10)

LAD 18 (60)
LAD, Diagonal 1 (3)

OM 1 (3)
No 7 (23)

Grafting technique

SVG

Number of SVG graft
1 8 (27)
2 16 (53)
3 5 (17)
4 1 (3)

RIMA
Yes 2 (6)
No 28 (94)

Table 3. Strategies to minimize complications.

Drug therapy
Aspirin+Clopidogrel 20 (66)
Aspirin+Ticagrelor 10 (34)

Distal potential device
Yes 24 (80)
No 06 (20)

Table 4. PCI characteristics.

PCI variables N (%)

Lesion location
Anastomosis 3 (10)

Mid 8 (27)
Distal 1 (3)

Mid,distal 1 (3)
Ostial 4 (13)

Proximal 13 (43)

Type of Lesion
Type A 7 (23)
Type B 10 (33)
Type C 13 (43)

Native Vessel PCI
Left main- PROX LAD 1 (3)

Left main- LCX 1 (3)
Proximal LAD 4 (13)

Proximal -MID RCA 1 (3)
RCA 2 (7)

SVG PCI
SVG-LAD 7 (23)
SVG-PDA 3 (10)
SVG-OM 14 (47)

SVG-RAMUS 1 (3)
SVG-RCA 4 (13)

SVG-RCA,SVG-OM 1 (3)

Stent Type
Bare metal 1 (3)

Drug Eluting 29 (97)

Number of Stents
1 19 (63)
2 7 (23)
3 3 (10)
5 1 (3)

Stent characteristics
Stent Length (mm) 23.2 ± 7.3

Stent Diameter (mm) 3.50 ± 0.50

Table 5. Post procedure complications.

Variables
Post procedure complication N (%)

No complication 29 (97)
No reflow , Ventricular fibrillation 1 (3)

1 month follow-up
Yes 30 (100)

1 year follow-up
Yes 29 (97)
No 1 (3)
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complications associated with DES. Few clinical studies have shown improved 
outcomes as revealed by lower incidences of revascularization of target 
lesions in patients implanted with DES than BMS. Better outcome in terms 
of reduced MACE and low mortality was observed with newer generation of 
DES than BMS [25]. On the contrary, Brilakis et al. [14] found that in patients 
with de-novo SVG lesions the implantation of DES or BMS did not show any 
difference in long-term outcome like target vessel revascularization, cardiac 
death and target vessel myocardial infarction, except that in few patients target 
vessel failure was observed. Similarly, meta-analytic review also showed no 
difference in mortality and MI between the group using DES and BMS [26]. 
Overall, it can be said that besides the price of DES which is higher compared 
to BMS, the benefits associated with both the stents could not be distinguished 
in clinical outcomes, nevertheless, the findings of the present study is 
suggestive of largely favourable outcome of DES. Further, in Mazhar et al.’s 
observational study [13] the average length of stent in DES group was >20 mm 
and mean number of stents per patient was 1.6 ± 0.090. The stent length of 
>20 mm was identified as the predictor of major adverse cardiovascular events 
and increased target vessel revascularization., whereas in the present study 
occurrence of complication was least with an average stent length and number 
of stents of 23.2 ± 7.3 mm and 1.7, respectively. It was proposed that use of 
DES with longer length depends on the longer lesions which possibly reduce 
the incidence of restenosis in future.

The comparison of PCI of native vessel and graft vessel revealed higher 
incidences of restenosis and occlusion in PCI of graft vessel than native vessel 
[9,27]. The findings of this study was in contrast to j-Cypher registry where 
risk of complications like cardiac death, myocardial infarction, target vessel 
revascularization and stent thrombosis was higher in CABG patients who 
underwent PCI for more than one SVG than PCI of native vessel [28]. In this 
study all patients (100%) had PCI of SVG and very few patients (30%) had 
undergone PCI of native vessel and complications were found in only 3% of 
total population. Additionally, it can also be inferred that PCI of SVG was an 
effective procedure as revealed by lower number of complications in spite of 
larger number of Type B and Type C lesions. With a similar frequency of Type B 
and C lesions in older patients, [29] predicted 90% success rate of PCI of SVG. 

Usually repeat CABG increases the risk of mortality likely because the 
co-morbidities or weakening of system progresses with increasing age. In 
the present study only one 59 year old patient with PCI of SVG to RCA and 
OM, without PCI of native vessel and with three stents of length 26 mm had 
to undergo CABG again. It could probably be due to increased severity and 
diffused nature of SVG disease wherein PCI of even native vessel would not 
have served the purpose as observed by Miyoshi et al. [30] wherein 72 year 
old patient was rescued by redo-CABG due to occlusion of both native and 
SVG coronaries. Further, a case report of 62 year old patient undergoing redo-
CABG and SVG-PCI together highlighted the possible risk of both surgical and 
PCI procedures, and suggested to consider the patients clinical characteristics, 
age and scoring of risk factor in EuroSCORE system before optimizing the 
medical procedure [31]. 

To prevent the failure of SVG after CABG, oral antiplatelet drugs are 
administered. In the present study aspirin in combination with clopidogrel or 
ticagrelor were recommended. The meta-analytic review of 20 randomised 
controlled clinical trials has revealed that combination of either clopidogrel or 
ticagrelor with aspirin has superior benefit than administration of aspirin alone. 
Among different combinations including rivaroxaban and aspirin, Vitamin K 
antagonists, aspirin alone, the use of aspirin and clopidogrel combination drug 
was associated with fewer incidences of major bleeding. To obtain improved 
outcome, the authors recommend tailoring the drug combination based on 
patient’s clinical profile [32]. Besides the use of DPDs are routinely used to 
reduce the adverse event associated with SVG. In a 30-day study, lower risk 
of MI and no-reflow phenomenon was observed when DPD was used Paul 
et al., [20]. In the context of outcome, in the present study, the no-reflow 
phenomenon was found in only one male patient of 72 years with normal 
LV function and with history of diabetes mellitus and tobacco habit. In this 
particular patient, post CABG four SVG graft of lesion at mid was performed 
and further PCI of SVG to RCA with two drug-eluting stents of length 17 mm 
and diameter 3.5 mm was performed. After PCI of SVG, risk of no reflow is high 

probably due to athero-thromboembolism [33]. In a cross-sectional study, no-
reflow phenomenon was significantly and positively associated with factors like 
high DBP, degenerated SVG, lesions at proximal site, whereas more than one 
stent with length of >30 mm was the negative predictor [15]. It can be inferred 
that risk of no-reflow depends on preoperative conditions and the intervention 
techniques. The approach to SVG-PCI is presented in Figure 1. The limitation 
of this study includes single-centered study and small sample size. The control 
group without PCI was not included in this study. Further, the clinical outcomes 
like mortality and other major adverse cardiac events were not measured as 
outcomes.

Conclusion
PCI of SVG graft is a challenging procedure and demands the involvement 

of cardiologist with both experience and expertise, and immediate intervention 
to obtain long-term positive clinical outcomes. To conclude, in this study on an 
average of 11.0 ± 4.1 years after CABG with an average of 2 SVGs, the PCI of 
SVG to OM graft was performed with drug eluting stents of average length of 
23.2 ± 7.3 mm and diameter of 3.5 ± 0.50 mm. The risk of PCI of SVGs was 
higher in patients with diabetes mellitus, hypertension and with the habit of 
tobacco. Overall, PCI of SVG lesions using drug eluting stents have delivered 
positive clinical outcomes in terms of a fewer number of complications including 
dissection and no-reflow during the follow-up. 

Acknowledgement
None.

Conflict of Interest
The authors declare that they have no known competing financial interests 

or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence the work 
reported in this paper.

References
1.	 Nikolaos, Konstantinidis, and Sianos Georgios. "Post-coronary Artery Bypass 

Grafting–Degenerated Saphenous Vein Graft Intervention, or Native Vessel 
Coronary Chronic Total Occlusion Recanalisation?." ICRJ(2012): 66-70.

2.	 Harskamp, Ralf E., Judson B. Williams, Ronald C. Hill, and Robbert J. de Winter, 

Figure 1. Approach to SVG-PCI.



J Cardiovasc Dis Diagn, Volume 9:1, 2021Patted S, et al.

Page 5 of 5

et al. "Saphenous vein graft failure and clinical outcomes: toward a surrogate end 
point in patients following coronary artery bypass surgery?." Am Heart J(2013): 
639-643.

3.	 Gao, Jing, Yin Liu, and Yu-Ming Li. "Review of risk factors, treatment, and prevention 
of saphenous vein graft disease after coronary artery bypass grafting." J Int Med 
Res 46(2018): 4907-4919.

4.	 Lee, Michael, and Jeremy Kong. "Current state of the art in approaches to 
saphenous vein graft interventions." Interv Cardiol Rev 12(2017): 85.

5.	 Adelborg, Kasper, Erzsébet Horváth-Puhó, Morten Schmidt, and Troels Munch, 
et al. "Thirty-year mortality after coronary artery bypass graft surgery: a Danish 
nationwide population-based cohort study."  Circ-Cardiovasc Qual 10(2017): 
e002708.

6.	 Lee, Michael S., Seung-Jung Park, David E. Kandzari, and Ajay J. Kirtane, et al. 
"Saphenous vein graft intervention." JACC: Cardiovasc Interv 4(2011): 831-843.

7.	 Behboudi, Fatemeh, Hossein Vakili, Seyed Reza Hashemi, and Manouchehr 
Hekmat, et al. "Immediate results and six-month clinical outcome after percutaneous 
coronary intervention in patients with prior coronary artery bypass surgery."  J 
Tehran Heart Cent 6(2011): 31.

8.	 Keeley, Ellen C., Carlos A. Velez, William W. O’Neill, and Robert D. Safian. 
"Long-term clinical outcome and predictors of major adverse cardiac events after 
percutaneous interventions on saphenous vein grafts." J Am Coll Cardiol 38(2001): 
659-665.

9.	 Mavroudis, Chrysostomos A., Tushar Kotecha, Omar Chehab, and Jonathan 
Hudson, et al. "Superior long term outcome associated with native vessel versus 
graft vessel PCI following secondary PCI in patients with prior CABG." Int J Cardiol 
228(2017): 563-569.

10.	 Bundhoo, Shantu S., Manish Kalla, Rajaram Anantharaman, and Keith Morris, 
et al. "Outcomes following PCI in patients with previous CABG: A multi centre 
experience." Catheter Cardiovasc Interv 78(2011): 169-176.

11.	 Alidoosti, Mohammad, Seyed Kianoosh Hosseini, Ahmad Sharafi, and Ebrahim 
Nematipour, et al. "Outcomes of percutaneous coronary intervention on saphenous 
vein graft and native coronary vessels." J Tehran Heart Cent 6(2011): 143.

12.	 Islam, AHM Waliul, Shams Munwar, A. Q. M. Reza, and Shahabuddin Talukder, et 
al. "Percutaneous Coronary Intervention of Saphenous Vein Graft in Post-CABG 
Patients-Experience at a Tertiary Cardiac Centre." Bangladesh Heart J 35(2020): 
6-13.

13.	 Mazhar, Jawad, Ahmed Rehmani, Moyazur Rahman, and Ahmad Farshid. "Clinical 
outcome of 2nd generation drug-eluting stents versus bare-metal stents in 
percutaneous intervention on vein grafts." Interv Cardiol 7(2015): 511-518.

14.	 Brilakis, Emmanouil S., Robert Edson, Deepak L. Bhatt, and Steven Goldman, et al. 
"Drug-eluting stents versus bare-metal stents in saphenous vein grafts: A double-
blind, randomised trial." Lancet 391(2018): 1997-2007.

15.	 Hashemi-Jazi, Mohammad, Sayed Mojtaba Hosseini, and Ali Gholamrezaei. 
"Factors associated with the no-reflow phenomenon following percutaneous intervention 
of saphenous vein coronary bypass grafts." ARYA Atheroscler 13(2017): 221.

16.	 Sdringola, Stefano, Abid R. Assali, Mohammed Ghani, and Ali Moustapha, et al. 
"Risk assessment of slow or no-reflow phenomenon in aortocoronary vein graft 
percutaneous intervention." Catheter Cardiovasc Interv 54(2001): 318-324.

17.	 Verma, Sunil K., S. Ramakrishnan, Ruma Ray, and B. Bhargava. "My approach 
to a SVG graft with total occlusion: Illustrated with a case."  J Pract Cardiovasc 
Sci 1(2015): 281.

18.	 Mauri, Laura, Campbell Rogers, and Donald S. Baim. "Devices for distal protection 
during percutaneous coronary revascularization."  Circulation  113(2006): 2651-
2656.

19.	 Mahmood, Arif, Tarif Khair, Abdul‐Rahman R. Abdel‐Karim, and Aristotelis 
Papayannis, et al. "Contemporary approaches to saphenous vein graft interventions: 
a survey of 275 interventional cardiologists." Catheter Cardiovasc Interv 79(2012): 
834-842.

20.	 Paul, Timir K., Samit Bhatheja, Hemang B. Panchal, and Shimin Zheng, et al. 
"Outcomes of saphenous vein graft intervention with and without embolic protection 
device: A comprehensive review and meta-analysis."  Circ Cardiovasc Interv 
10(2017): e005538.

21.	 Altshuler, Peter, and Nick J. Welle. "Saphenous Vein Grafts." In  Stat Pearls 
[Internet]. Stat-Pearls Publishing, 2020.

22.	 Karthik, S., and B. M. Fabri. "Left internal mammary artery usage in coronary artery 
bypass grafting: a measure of quality control." Ann R Coll Surg Engl 88(2006): 367-
369.

23.	 Grube, Eberhard, and Lutz Buellesfeld. "Saphenous Vein Graft Coronary 
Interventions." (2005): 42-43.

24.	 Marmagkiolis, Konstantinos, Emmanouil S. Brilakis, Abdul Hakeem, and Mehmet 
Cilingiroglu, et al. "Saphenous vein graft perforation during percutaneous coronary 
intervention: A case series." J Invasive Cardiol 25(2013): 157-161.

25.	 Iqbal, Javaid, Chun Shing Kwok, Evangelos Kontopantelis, and Mark A. de Belder, 
et al. "Choice of stent for percutaneous coronary intervention of saphenous vein 
grafts." Circ Cardiovasc Interv 10(2017): e004457.

26.	 Patel, Nileshkumar J., Chirag Bavishi, Varunsiri Atti, and Avnish Tripathi, et al. 
"Drug-eluting stents versus bare-metal stents in saphenous vein graft intervention: 
an updated meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials." Circ Cardiovasc Interv 
11(2018): e007045.

27.	 Redfors, Björn, Philippe Généreux, Bernhard Witzenbichler, and Thomas 
McAndrew, et al. "Percutaneous coronary intervention of saphenous vein graft." Circ 
Cardiovasc Interv 10(2017): e004953.

28.	 Yamaji, Kyohei, Takeshi Kimura, Takeshi Morimoto, and Yoshihisa Nakagawa, et 
al. "Percutaneous coronary intervention in patients with previous coronary artery 
bypass grafting (from the j-Cypher Registry)." Am J Cardiol 112(2013): 1110-1119.

29.	 Naghshtabrizi, Behshad, Farzad Emami, Mehdi Moeini, and Maryam Farhadian, 
et al. "Safety and Efficacy of Percutaneous Coronary Intervention in Symptomatic 
Patients with the History of Prior Coronary Artery bypass Graft Surgery." Pertanika 
J Sci Technol 27(2019).

30.	 Miyoshi, Toru, Hideo Kawakami, Fumiyasu Seike, and Akira Oshita, et al. "A patient 
with acute coronary syndrome and shock due to occlusion of both native coronaries 
and bypass grafts who was rescued by revascularization."  J Cardiol  Cases 
14(2016): 149-152.

31.	 Mrak, Miha, and Matjaž Bunc. "PCI Strategy in a Patient with Multi Venous Grafts 
Failure after Second CABG and Multi-Vessel CTOs: A Case Report." (2014).

32.	 Solo, Karla, Shahar Lavi, Conrad Kabali, and Glenn N. Levine, et al. "Antithrombotic 
treatment after coronary artery bypass graft surgery: Systematic review and network 
meta-analysis." BMJ Case Reports 367(2019): l5476.

33.	 Piana, Robert N., George Y. Paik, Mauro Moscucci, and David J. Cohen, 
et al. "Incidence and treatment of 'no-reflow' after percutaneous coronary 
intervention." Circulation 89(1994): 2514-2518.

How to cite this article: Suresh Patted, Sanjay Porwal, Sameer Ambar, 
Metgudmath, Prasad MR, Vishwanath Hesarur, et al. “Saphenous Venous Graft 
PCI Registry: A Single Centre Experience.” J Cardiovasc Dis Diagn 8 (2021) 
9:432


