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Abstract

Purpose This follow-up study was designed as a reopen of

the completed Freeway Stent Study and collected mortality

and clinical outcome data for at least 5 years after enroll-

ment to evaluate long-term patient safety and treatment

efficacy. The primary study enrolled 204 patients with

stenosis or occlusion in the superficial femoral artery and

proximal popliteal artery. Patients were randomized to

primary nitinol stenting followed by standard PTA or pri-

mary nitinol stenting followed by FREEWAYTM pacli-

taxel-eluting balloon PTA.

Methods Previous patients were recontacted by phone or

during a routine hospital visit, and medical records were

reviewed. Vital and clinical status information was

collected.

Results No increased late mortality was observed at 5

years, with an all-cause mortality rate of 12.0% in the

FREEWAY drug-eluting balloon group versus 15.0% in

the non-paclitaxel PTA group. No accumulation of any

cause of death was observed in either group, nor was there

any correlation with the dose of paclitaxel used. Freedom

from clinically driven target lesion revascularization at 5

years was significantly higher in the FREEWAY drug

eluting balloon group (85.3%) compared to standard PTA

group (72.7%) Log-rank p = 0.032.

Conclusion The safety results presented support the recent

conclusions that the use of paclitaxel technology does not

lead to an increase in mortality. At the same time, the

efficacy results clearly demonstrate that the potential ben-

efits of drug-eluting balloon treatment are maintained over

a 5-year period.
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Introduction

The use of drug-eluting balloons (DEBs) in the treatment

of peripheral artery disease (PAD) has been shown to be a

safe and effective endovascular treatment option for both

de novo and in-stent restenosis lesions. Several randomized

trials have demonstrated the superiority of paclitaxel-elut-

ing balloons over standard PTA at least through mid-term

follow-up (up to 3 years) [1–6]. However, in 2018, a meta-

analysis by Katsanos et al. [7] found a potential signal for

an increased late mortality in PAD patients between 2 and

5 years after intervention in association with the use of

paclitaxel-eluting balloons and stents. The finding of this

association sparked concern and scientific debate about

study design, the continued use of paclitaxel devices, and

the strengths, limitations, and data quality of studies such

as the 2018 meta-analysis. The FDA responded with

advisory letters to healthcare providers [8–10] and an

expert panel meeting [11]. Further reanalysis of the

underlying patient data from the originally included ran-

domized trials by FDA and VIVA physicians [12, 13]

replicated the signal, but with a lowered hazard ratio and

without the finding of paclitaxel dose dependence. It has

been argued that since no plausible biological mechanism

could be identified to explain the mortality at the doses of

paclitaxel administered, care should be taken not to

incorrectly attribute the observed patterns of cause of death

to paclitaxel devices [12]. Several subsequent large real-

world data analyses [14–16] as well as large new ran-

domized data analyses [17, 18] could not find a mortality

signal for paclitaxel-eluting devices at mid-term follow-up

of 2–4 years. In this context, it was decided to reopen the

completed Freeway Stent Study [19] and to collect long-

term mortality and clinical outcome data for at least 5 years

after enrollment to contribute to the current discussions.

Material and Methods

The completed Freeway Stent Study was a prospective,

open, randomized trial [19] that enrolled 204 patients at 13

centers in Germany and Austria with stenosis or occlusion

in the superficial femoral artery (SFA) and proximal

popliteal artery (PI) segment. Patients were randomized to

primary nitinol stenting followed by standard plain balloon

angioplasty (PTA) or primary nitinol stenting followed by

FREEWAYTM paclitaxel-eluting balloon PTA (Eurocor

Tech GmbH, Bonn, Germany). Patients were followed at 6

and 12 months. The present study is a reopening of the

earlier Freeway Stent Study described above and was ini-

tiated to collect long-term data of at least 5 years (60

months). The study protocol was approved by local ethics

committees and conducted in accordance with Good

Clinical Practice guidelines and the Declaration of Hel-

sinki. Former patients were recontacted and interviewed

either by telephone or during a routine check-up in the

hospital. Information on patients’ vital status and current
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clinical status was supplemented by information from

hospital medical records. Patient information included date

of follow-up and date and cause of death (if patient died),

date of potential repeat paclitaxel device interventions, date

of potential target lesion revascularization, and occurrence

of major adverse events (MAEs). Required MAE data

included occurrence of study target lesion stent stenosis or

stent thrombosis and occurrence of minor or major

amputation.

Outcome Measures

The primary outcome measure was all-cause mortality at 5

years. Secondary outcome measures were all-cause mor-

tality at 2–4 years and the rate of clinically driven target

lesion revascularization at 2–5 years. In addition, stent

stenosis or very late stent thrombosis, amputation, assess-

ment of cause of death, and paclitaxel dose calculation with

correlation to mortality, all at 5 years, were included.

Statistics

Mortality was analyzed using the proportional method and

by Kaplan Meier estimate. In the proportion method, the

total number of patients who died was divided by all patients

with available 5-year follow-up data. Kaplan–Meier survival

analysis was used to evaluate time-to-event data and group

comparisons (log-rank test) for patient survival (freedom

from all-cause death), clinically driven target lesion revas-

cularization (freedom from CD-TLR), and stent stenosis or

very late stent thrombosis events. For the Kaplan–Meier

analyses, all former patients in the primary study who were

lost to follow-up in the present study were included as

censored at 1 year. Patients who received a paclitaxel device

during follow-up but were previously randomized to the

non-paclitaxel PTA arm were censored at the time of

paclitaxel administration. Unlike the Kaplan–Meier analysis,

the proportion method does not allow for patient censoring,

so these patients had to be excluded for the proportional

mortality analysis. Summary statistics were expressed as

hazard ratios (HR) and associated 95% control intervals (CI)

or risk ratios and associated 95% CI’s for specific follow-up

times. Continuous data are presented as mean ± standard

deviation; hypotheses were tested with unpaired t test. Cat-

egorical data are presented as absolute patient number and

percentage; hypotheses were tested using Fisher’s exact test

with two-tailed P value calculation. The statistical signifi-

cance was determined as p B 0.05.

Drug Dose

The dose of paclitaxel administered during the primary

study was calculated based on the surface area and

concentration (3.0 lg/mm2) of the FREEWAYTM drug-

eluting balloons used. The dose of further paclitaxel

treatments (balloons and stent) during the follow-up period

was also calculated based on the devices and paclitaxel

concentrations used.

Results

Patient Characteristics

In this study, 151 patients (76 from the FREEWAY group

and 74 from the PTA group) were enrolled between

December 2021 and March 2023 (Fig. 1). One patient in

the FREEWAY and one in the PTA group were excluded

due to missing information in vital status at 5 years. A total

of 13 patients in the non-paclitaxel PTA group received a

paclitaxel device during follow-up and were treated as

censored at the time of drug administration in the Kaplan–

Meier analysis. These 13 patients were excluded from the

non-paclitaxel group in the proportionate mortality analy-

sis. At the time of study query, all patients had reached or

exceeded the target minimum follow-up of 5 years.

Demographic characteristics collected in the primary study

and selected for patients who were enrolled in this long-

term follow-up showed no significant differences between

the two study groups (Table 1).

The Primary Outcome

There was no significant difference in all-cause mortality at

5 years (FREEWAY DEB group 12.0 vs. 15.0% non-pa-

clitaxel PTA group; risk ratio (RR), 0.81; 95% CI

0.35–1.90 calculated by proportion method). Accordingly,

Kaplan–Meier analysis showed that 5-year freedom from

all-cause death was 88.3% in the FREEWAY DEB group

versus 87.3% in the non-paclitaxel PTA group HR: 0.87;

95% CI 0.34–2.19, log-rank p = 0.760 (see Fig. 2,

Table 2).

Secondary Outcomes

Mortality rates at 2, 3, and 4 years showed no difference

between DEB and standard PTA group: 2.7 vs. 5.0% at 2

years (RR 0.53; 95% CI 0.09–3.08), 6.7 vs. 10.0% at 3

years (RR 0.67; 95% CI 0.21–2.07), and 8.0 vs. 15.0% at 4

years (RR 0.53; 95% CI 0.20–1.40) (proportion method).

Freedom from clinically driven target lesion revascular-

ization (TLR) was significantly higher at 5 years after

randomization in patients treated with FREEWAY DEB

compared to those treated with standard PTA: 85.3 vs.

72.7%; HR: 0.48; 95% CI 0.25–0.93, log-rank p = 0.032

(Fig. 3). Freedom from CD-TLR from 2 to 4 years was
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90.2 vs. 82.2%; log-rank p = 0.078 at 2 years and 88.6 vs.

76.1%; log-rank p = 0.026 at 3 and 4 years. Rate of com-

bined stent stenosis and very late stent thrombosis at 5

years was similar in both groups with 18.0% (FREEWAY)

and 22.9% (PTA) (Table 2). At 5 years, one major and one

minor amputation were reported in the DEB group and

none in the PTA group (Table 2).

Fig. 1 The study flowchart shows that 204 patients were enrolled in

the primary Freeway Stent study between 2010 and 2016 and received

nitinol stent implantation and FREEWAY postdilation or nitinol stent

implantation and uncoated PTA balloon postdilation. The primary

study had a follow-up at 12 months. For the current study, 148

patients (75 and 73) were included for analysis of 5-year data
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Paclitaxel Dose

The mean paclitaxel dose administered per patient showed

no significant differences between living and deceased

patients up to 5 years (8388 lg ± 7227 lg [N = 66] vs.

10,847 lg ± 7140 lg [N = 9]; p = 0.340) and longer up to

the time of study data collection between 2021 and 2023

(8737 lg ± 7655 lg [N = 57] vs. 8513 lg ± 5834 lg
[N = 18]; p = 0.908).

Causes of Death

Causes of death reported at the time of the survey were

categorized as cardiovascular, respiratory, infectious, can-

cer, other, or unknown if no information was available.

Multiple causes were possible per patient. The reported

data showed no trend toward an accumulation of causes of

death in either group (Table 3).

Discussion

In this 5-year long-term follow-up of the previously com-

pleted Freeway Stent Study, no increased mortality was

observed in patients treated with FREEWAY paclitaxel-

eluting balloons compared to patients who did not receive

paclitaxel. Mortality at 2–5 years did not differ signifi-

cantly between paclitaxel-eluting balloon PTA and stan-

dard PTA patients (Fig. 2). Several subsequent large real-

world data analyses [14–16] as well as large new ran-

domized data analyses [17, 18] have not shown a mortality

signal for paclitaxel-eluting devices at mid-term follow-up

of 2–4 years being in line with the results of the present

long-term study. Furthermore, even when two different

methods of mortality analysis are used, Kaplan–Meier

estimation and proportional analysis, the results differ only

slightly in the mortality rates found, and both have a hazard

ratio or risk ratio of less than 1.

To date, there are few randomized trials of drug-eluting

balloons in the femoropopliteal arteries with long-term

follow-up of up to 5 years. Randomized 5-year data were

presented in the IN.PACT SFA trial [20] and the Thunder

trial [21], both of which were included in the 2018 meta-

analysis [7], as well as the Levant 2 trial [22], which was

not included with 5-year data at that time, the AcoArt 1

trial [23] and the EffPac trial [24]. Additional large, ran-

domized data for femoropopliteal arteries up to 4 years

were presented in the ILLUMENATE Pivotal Study [25],

the SWEDEPAD interim analysis [17] and the Voyager

PAD trial [18].

The IN.PACT SFA trial [20] had a 2:1 randomization

and included 331 patients; it showed a significantly higher

mortality rate for the DEB group at 2 and 3 years, but no

significant difference in rates at 4 and 5 years. Using the

‘‘proportion method’’ for better comparability, as per-

formed in the reanalysis by Holden et al. [26], the Levant 2

trial (2:1 randomization, 532 patients) also showed no

significant difference in 5-year mortality between pacli-

taxel and non-paclitaxel group. Holden et al. argue that the

Table 1 Demographic

characteristics collected in the

primary study are shown for

patients enrolled in this long-

term follow-up and show no

significant differences between

both study groups

FREEWAY DEB (N = 75) PTA (N = 73) p value (ns[ 0.05)

Male 76.0% 78.1% ns

Age 65.5 ± 9.5 years 64.8 ± 9.3 years ns

Diabetes 26.7% 27.4% ns

History of PAD 32.0% 49.3% ns

History of CAD 26.7% 20.5% ns

Smoking 89.3% 84.9% ns

Hyperlipidemia 60.0% 58.9% ns

Hypertension 74.7% 76.7% ns

DEB drug eluting balloon, PTA percutaneous transluminal angioplasty, PAD peripheral artery disease,

CAD coronary artery disease

Fig. 2 Freedom from all-cause death / patient survival by Kaplan

Meier estimate at 5 years after inclusion
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theory of a causal relationship between dose and mortality

is refuted when mortality and paclitaxel dose from the

IN.PACT and Levant2 DEB trials are compared with those

from the Zilver PTX trial, finding that the highest dose was

associated with the lowest mortality and the lowest dose

was associated with the highest mortality [26]. Paclitaxel

dose analysis in the present study was performed with

patient-level paclitaxel data similar to the analysis in Donas

et al. [27] and found no correlation between paclitaxel dose

and mortality in patients who died versus those who were

still alive. Similar to the results presented here, the 5-year

data from the AcoArt 1 trial (200 patients) and the EffPac

trial (171 patients) showed no significant difference in

mortality rates between the DEB and the uncoated balloon

group [23, 24]. The ILLUMENATE pivotal trial (371

patients) showed a nearly identical 4-year mortality rate

between the paclitaxel and control arm [25] and the

intermittent claudication group ([ 800 patients) in the

SWEDEPAD interim analysis at 4 years or the VOYAGER

PAD results (1342 patients) at 3 years [17, 18] found no

significant difference in mortality rates for patients treated

with paclitaxel devices. In the present study no particular

clustering of reported causes of death was observed for the

paclitaxel or non-paclitaxel treatment groups. After

reviewing several of the new large real-world data and

randomized trials mentioned above and others, the FDA

issued an update letter to health care providers on July 11,

2023, [28] concluding that the totality of the data now

available does not support an excess risk of mortality with

paclitaxel-coated devices. In the same way, the authors of a

CIRSE expert opinion paper [29] conclude that ‘‘a robust

body of evidence now exists to refute the existence of a

long-term mortality signal associated with PCDs’’ and

further support that the favorable results seen with the use

of these devices in terms of primary patency and TLR rate

should ensure the routine use of these devices in the

femoropopliteal area. Thus, the long-term mortality data

presented here for the FREEWAYTM drug-eluting balloon

join a number of other recently published randomized or

real-world mid- and long-term data studies and expert

conclusions that show no difference in mortality rates

between paclitaxel and non-paclitaxel PTA balloon

treatment.

The efficacy outcome in this study shows that 5-year

freedom from CD-TLR was significantly higher in patients

treated with FREEWAY DEB compared to standard PTA

balloon treatment (85.3 vs. 72.7% log-rank p = 0.032). The

delta of CD-TLR between the two groups was 12.6% at 5

years. The 5-year delta for CD-TLR found in the EffPac

trial [24] was slightly lower compared to the present results

Table 2 Safety data at 5 years after inclusion by Kaplan Meier estimate

Freedom from: FREEWAY DEB (%) PTA (%) D KM rate (%) log-rank p Value

All-cause death 88.3 87.3 1.0 0.760

Stent stenosis or very late stent thrombosis 82.0 77.1 4.9 0.260

Minor or major amputation 97.1 100.0 2.9 0.217

DEB drug eluting balloon, PTA percutaneous transluminal angioplasty, D KM rate difference in Kaplan Meier estimates between treatment and

control group

Fig. 3 Freedom from clinically driven target lesion revascularization

(CD-TLR) by Kaplan Meier estimate at 5 years after inclusion

Table 3 Causes of death

Cause of death FREEWAY DEB (N = 18) PTA (N = 17)

Cardiovascular 2 2

Respiratory 0 2

Infection 1 0

Cancer 4 8

Other 0 2

Unknown 11 7

Table shows causes of death for all cases reported until the study

query

DEB drug eluting balloon, PTA percutaneous transluminal

angioplasty
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with D = 8.4% (82.1 vs. 73.7% p = 0.050), the delta found

in the IN.PACT study [20] was similar at D = 10.1%,

higher in the Thunder trial (D = 34.8%) [21] or in the

AcoArt 1 trial (D = 18.4%) [23] and lower at D = 5.9% in

the ILLUMENATE trial at 4 years [25]. However, com-

parisons between trials should be interpreted with caution

because not only differences in patient population or pro-

cedure (e.g., stenting, bail-out stenting, or no stenting) but

also differences in data analysis (e.g., proportional analysis

or ITT analysis without exclusion of patients lost to FU)

may affect the absolute number and the delta between

groups.

Limitations

The original study was not powered for statistical analysis

of 5-year mortality or TLR between the two treatment

arms. The majority of patients were contacted by phone

only. A clinical visit was not mandatory in this study

design.

Conclusion

In conclusion, new randomized trial data and large real

world data analyses as well as the results of the present

study did not find a mortality signal as seen in the 2018

meta-analysis data. To date, no plausible biological

mechanism has been identified to explain the mortality, and

no cause of death was found to be associated with the use

of paclitaxel at doses administered with drug-eluting

devices. Furthermore, the efficacy results clearly demon-

strate the clinical benefit of drug-eluting balloon treatment

over a 5-year period.

Acknowledgements Great thanks to all contributors in the partici-

pating centers. In grateful memory of Josef Tacke.

Funding This study was funded by Eurocor GmbH.

Declarations

Conflict of interest S. Stahnke and J. Dambach were employees of

Eurocor Tech GmbH, the other authors declare that they have no

conflict of interest.

Ethical Approval All procedures performed in studies involving

human participants were in accordance with the ethical standards of

the institutional and/or national research committee and with the 1964

Helsinki Declaration and its later amendments or comparable ethical

standards. This article does not contain any studies with animals

performed by any of the authors.

Informed Consent Informed consent was obtained from all indi-

vidual participants included in the study.

Consent for Publication For this type of study, consent for publi-

cation is not required.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons

Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,

adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as

long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the

source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate

if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this

article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless

indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not

included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended

use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted

use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright

holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.

org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

1. Fusaro M, Cassese S, Ndrepepa G, et al. Paclitaxel-coated bal-

loon or primary bare nitinol stent for revascularization of

femoropopliteal artery: a meta-analysis of randomized trials

versus uncoated balloon and an adjusted indirect comparison. Int

J Cardiol. 2013;168(4):4002–9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijcard.

2013.06.081.

2. Werk M, Langner S, Reinkensmeier B, et al. Inhibition of

restenosis in femoropopliteal arteries. Circulation. 2008;118(13):

1358–65. https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.107.

735985.

3. Tepe G, Zeller T, Albrecht T, et al. Local delivery of paclitaxel to

inhibit restenosis during angioplasty of the leg. New Engl J Med.

2008;358(7):689–99. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa0706356.

4. Tepe G, Laird J, Schneider P. Drug-coated balloon versus stan-

dard percutaneous transluminal angioplasty for the treatment of

superficial femoral and/or popliteal peripheral artery disease:

12-month results from the IN. PACT SFA randomized trial. J Vas

Surg. 2015;61(4):1098. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2015.03.002.

5. Rosenfield K, Jaff MR, White CJ, et al. Trial of a paclitaxel coated

balloon for femoropopliteal artery disease. New Engl J Med.

2015;373(2):145–53. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1406235.

6. Scheinert D, Duda S, Zeller T, et al. The LEVANT I (Lutonix

paclitaxel-coated balloon for the prevention of femoropopliteal

restenosis) trial for femoropopliteal revascularization: first-inhu-

man randomized trial of low-dose drug-coated balloon versus

uncoated balloon angioplasty. JACC Cardiovas Intervent.

2014;7(1):10–9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcin.2013.05.022.

7. Katsanos K, Spiliopoulos S, Kitrou P, et al. Risk of death fol-

lowing application of paclitaxel-coated balloons and stents in the

femoropopliteal artery of the leg: a systematic review and meta-

analysis of randomized controlled trials. J Am Heart Assoc.

2018;7(24): e011245. https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.118.011245.

8. US Food and Drug Administration Update: Treatment of

peripheral arterial disease with paclitaxel-coated balloons and

paclitaxel-eluting stents potentially associated with increased

mortality—letter to health care providers.https://www.fda.gov/

MedicalDevices/Safety/LetterstoHealthCareProviders/

ucm633614.htm. Published January 17, 2019.

9. US Food and Drug Administration Update: Treatment of

peripheral arterial disease with paclitaxel-coated balloons and

paclitaxel-eluting stents potentially associated with increased

mortality—letter to health care providers.https://www.fda.gov/

MedicalDevices/Safety/LetterstoHealthCareProviders/

ucm633614.htm. Published March 15, 2019

123

K. Hausegger et al.: Long-Term Follow-up and Mortality Rate...

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijcard.2013.06.081
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijcard.2013.06.081
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.107.735985
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.107.735985
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa0706356
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2015.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1406235
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcin.2013.05.022
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.118.011245
https://www.fda.gov/MedicalDevices/Safety/LetterstoHealthCareProviders/ucm633614.htm
https://www.fda.gov/MedicalDevices/Safety/LetterstoHealthCareProviders/ucm633614.htm
https://www.fda.gov/MedicalDevices/Safety/LetterstoHealthCareProviders/ucm633614.htm
https://www.fda.gov/MedicalDevices/Safety/LetterstoHealthCareProviders/ucm633614.htm
https://www.fda.gov/MedicalDevices/Safety/LetterstoHealthCareProviders/ucm633614.htm
https://www.fda.gov/MedicalDevices/Safety/LetterstoHealthCareProviders/ucm633614.htm


10. US Food and Drug Administration Update: Treatment of

peripheral arterial disease with paclitaxel-coated balloons and

paclitaxel-eluting stents potentially associated with increased

mortality—letter to health care providers.https://www.fda.gov/

MedicalDevices/Safety/LetterstoHealthCareProviders/

ucm633614.htm. Published August 7, 2019

11. FDA Executive Summary 19–20 June 2019; Accessed

11.05.2023 https://fda.report/media/127698/CSDP-06.19.19-

FDA-Exec-Summary.pdf

12. Beckman JA, White CJ. Paclitaxel coated balloons and eluting

stents: is there a mortality risk in patients with peripheral artery

disease? Circulation. 2019;140:1342–51. https://doi.org/10.1161/

CIRCULATIONAHA.119.041099.

13. Rocha-Singh KJ, Duval S, Jaff MR, et al. Mortality and pacli-

taxel-coated devices: an individual patient data meta-analysis.

Circulation. 2020;141:1859–69. https://doi.org/10.1161/

CIRCULATIONAHA.119.044697.

14. Secemsky EA, Kundi H, Weinberg I, et al. Association of sur-

vival with femoropopliteal artery revascularization with drug-

coated devices. JAMA Cardiol. 2019;4:332–40. https://doi.org/

10.1001/jamacardio.2019.0325.

15. Behrendt CA, Sedrakyan A, Peters F, et al. Editor’s Choice—

Long term survival after femoropopliteal artery revascularisation

with paclitaxel coated devices: a propensity score matched cohort

analysis. Eur J Vasc Endovasc Surg. 2020;59:587–96. https://doi.

org/10.1016/j.ejvs.2019.12.034.

16. Freisinger E, Koeppe J, Gerss J, et al. Mortality after use of

paclitaxel-based devices in peripheral arteries: a real-world safety

analysis. Eur Heart J. 2019;41(38):3732–9. https://doi.org/10.

1093/eurheartj/ehz698.

17. Nordanstig J, James S, Andersson M, et al. Mortality with

paclitaxel-coated devices in peripheral artery disease. J Vasc

Surg. 2021;73(6):2205. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2021.03.012.

18. Hess C, Patel M, Bauersachs R, et al. Safety and effectiveness of

paclitaxel drug-coated devices in peripheral artery revascular-

ization. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2021;78(18):1768–78. https://doi.org/

10.1016/j.jacc.2021.08.052.
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