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Abstract

Background: Even though tricuspid regurgitation (TR) is a frequent cardiac valve
disorder, and tricuspid valve annuloplasty (TVA) has been evolved to manage TR for
more than 50 years, there is still a substantial controversy regarding the best durable
method for TVA. We reported our midterm (3 years) outcomes of TVA using
autologous pericardial (AP) band comparing it with DeVega annuloplasty for the
management of functional TR.

Methods: Between January 2017 and November 2018, about 175 cases with
moderate or more TR underwent TVA as a part of primary left-sided valve
replacement surgery. Autologous pericardial (AP) TVA was performed in 100
patients, and DeVega TVA in 75 patients.

Results: Both groups are comparable as regards preoperative characteristics.
Immediate postoperatively, regarding NYHA class, degree of TR, ejection fraction,
and pulmonary artery systolic pressure, there was a marked improvement within the
2 groups compared to the preoperative values, without a significant difference
between both groups. 94% of patients completed the follow-up period. In hospital
death was 2% in the AP group, and 1% in the DeVega group. The AP group showed a
marked improvement in the mean degree of TR at the same follow-up period
compared to the DeVega group, 12% patients of the AP group and 21% patients of
the De Vega group had 3+ or 4+ TR at 3 years postoperative follow up. There was a
marked improvement in the Diastolic tricuspid annuloplasty diameter in the AP
group compared to the DeVega group. There were 6.3% late deaths in our study.
Conclusion: TVA with an AP was more durable than the DeVega in avoiding
postoperative TR progression on the midterm results.

Introduction
Even though tricuspid regurgitation (TR) is a
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mostly functional rather than organic and it's
linked to pulmonary hypertension (PHT) and right

ventricle (RV) enlargement [3], both of which are
caused by left-side valve problems [4]. As the

frequent cardiac valve disorder, tricuspid valve
(TV) surgery has received little attention [1,2]. It is
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neglected TR is associated with unfavorable
outcomes with medical therapy alone, it
increases both surgical morbidity and mortality
[5]. So, many cardiac surgeons recommend
tricuspid valve annuloplasty (TVA) in patients
with moderate or severe TR during aortic valve
(AV) or mitral valve (MV) surgery. They noticed
that TVA had a positive impact on RV geometry
and function postoperatively [6].

Currently, the two main procedures for TVA
are the DeVega's annuloplasty and the ring
annuloplasty in many centers. Nevertheless, there
are several disadvantages to DeVega's approach
including suture breakage, potential leaflet flaps,
and a high recurrence rate of TR, which can range
from 10% to 40% in the short to long term follow
up [7,8]. Accordingly, ring annuloplasty is
becoming more popular in TV surgery, with a
decreased TR recurrence rate of 8 to 15% in the
early postoperative period [9]. Nonetheless, the
implantation of a mechanical ring can influence
the RV movement, which can lead to ring
fracture, dehiscence, thrombosis, or endocarditis
[10]. In addition, the cost of the prosthetic ring is
relatively high [1]. On the other hand, the
autologous pericardium (AP) has been widely
employed in heart surgery, because it is
accessible, non-allergic, durable, flexible,
infection resistant, and without cost [11].
Recently, transcatheter TVA was introduced [12].
Presently, there is no evidence that one TV
annuloplasty procedure is better than the other.
We compared the mid-term results of TV repair
with an AP-TVA to those with DeVega TVA.

Patients and Methods
Study design

From January 2017 to November 2018 a
retrospective study was done. This study included
patients who were planned for MV, AV, or double
valve replacement with concomitant moderate or
more than moderate TR, and TV repair was done
as a part of primary left-sided cardiac surgery.
Patients who had infective endocarditis,
concomitant coronary artery bypass grafting,
primary PHT, redo cases, emergency cases,
significant organic disease, or congenital
anomalies of the TV were excluded from the
study. According to the TVA techniques, patients
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were categorized into; an AP-TVA group (No.=100,
57%), and a DeVega TVA group (No.=75, 43%). A
transthoracic echocardiography (TTE) assessment
was done for all patients before surgery. Using
color doppler and systolic flow, the severity of TR
was divided into; grade 1+ (mild); grade 2+
(moderate); grade 3+ (moderate to severe), and
grade 4+ (severe). Severe TR was considered when
the width of vena contracta was >7mm, and the
jet area was >10cm2. Also, TR was considered
significant regardless of the degree of
regurgitation when the diastolic tricuspid annulus
diameter (DTAD) was >40mm [13]. When TR was
less than grade 2, it was considered an acceptable
outcome. The Local Ethical Committee approved
the study.

Figure 1: Intra-operative photo showing AP-TVA in
place with competent TV on saline test

Operative technique:

After harvesting and preparing the
pericardial patch (which was about 6-7 cm long
and 3-5 mm wide), it was treated for 10 minutes
with 0.6% glutaraldehyde solution then washed
with 0.9% saline. All TVA cases were operated
through median sternotomy with antegrade cold
crystalloid cardioplegic arrest with simultaneous
AV and/or MV surgery with mechanical valves. The
AP was folded over for a smooth outer surface and
sutured to the TV annulus with 5 to 8 interrupted
nonabsorbable 2-0 Ethibond sutures, beginning
from the posteroinferior aspect of the septal
leaflet to the anteroseptal commissure. In the AP-
TVA, 2-3 mm interval sutures were used, and in
the tricuspid annulus, 5- 6 mm interval sutures
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Table 1: Preoperative patients’ characteristics

Variable AP-TVA DeVega TVA P value
Age (years)

Mean 41.59+11.28 40.4+10.7 0.243

Range 18-70 19-65
Sex

Male (No.%) 65 (65%) 48 (64%) 0.96
Body weight (kgs)

Mean 73.9 72 023

Range 47-105 53-110
DTAD

Mean 42+5.62 42.613.54

Range 36-49 37-48 0.245
EF (%)

+ +

Mean 55.9616.32 56.6216.2 0.244

Range 44-70 45-70
RV diameter (mm)

Mean 38.48 38.92

Range 26-50 28-51 0.316
Left sided lesion No. =100 No. =75

MV (No., %) 53 (53%) 47 (63%)

Double valve (No., %) 40 (40%) 25 (33%)

AV (No., %) 7 (7%) 3 (4%)
PHT (mean mmHg) 69 73 0.145
TR grads (lll, IV) 69 (69%) 53(71%) 0.15
NYHA class (111, IV) 55 (55%) 43 (57%) 0.124

were used (Figure 1). The DeVega TVA was done
using either pledgeted ethibond 2—-0 suture or
pledgeted polypropylene 3-0 suture, starting
from the anteroseptal commissure and ending at
the posteroseptal commissure. As a desired
annular size, a mitral sizer of 29 was chosen. The
saline test was employed for intraoperative repair
testing in all instances, with normal saline infused
into the RV, and valve competency was assessed.
Trans-esophageal echocardiography was only
available in 70 cases.

Results

175 patients were included in the study. AP-
TVA was performed in 100 (57%) patients, while
DeVega TVA was in 75 (43%) patients. Both groups
are comparable as regards preoperative
characteristics (Table 1). The aortic cross clamp
time, total bypass time, ventilation time, and
hospital stay time were 75 minutes, 111 minutes,
8.8 hours, and 7.7days in AP group, however in the
DeVega group, it was 76 minutes, 115 minutes, 9.2

hours, and 8.5 days respectively. During follow-up
visits (on discharge and every 6 months for 3
years), we examined the patients clinically and by
TTE examination. Both techniques were
completed in less than 15 minutes (8-15 min).
There were 2 (2%) in-hospital deaths in the AP
group, one due to low cardiac output, and the
other one due to stroke at 7th and 10th
postoperative days, while one patient died in the
DeVega group (1%) due to pneumonia at 15th
postoperative  day. In  the immediate
postoperative period, there was a significant
improvement in New York heart association
(NYHA) class, degree of TR, and PASP within the
two groups compared to the preoperative value (P
values of 0.04, 0.01, and 0.033, respectively), with
no statistically significant difference could be
seen between the two groups (Table 2).

During the 3 years follow-up, 165 (94%) of
patients completed the follow-up period, and 10
(6%) patients lost contact (6 from the AP group
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Table 2: Operative and postoperative data
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Variables AP-TVA Group DeVega TVA Group P value
Bypass time (min)
Mean 111.02 115 0.098
Range 57-160 77-170
Cross clamp time (min)
Mean 75.49 76.64 0.324
Range 50-110 55-115
Ventilation (hrs) 8.8 9.2 0.07
Hospital stay (days) 7.7 8.5 0.06
Complications
Low cardiac output 5 (5%) 2 (2.6%)
Rapid atrial fibrillation 10 (10%) 5 (6.6%)
Sever pericardial effusion 5 (5%) 7 (8%)
Stroke 1(1%) 1(1.3%)
Pneumonia 0 1
Mediastinitis 2 (2%) 2 (2.6%)
In hospital mortality 2 (2%) 1(1.3%)

and 4 from the DeVega group). There was no
significant difference between the two groups in
terms of mean NYHA class, PASP, and ejection
fraction (EF). The AP group showed a significant
improvement in the mean degree of TR compared
to the DeVega group (1.3 in group AP group and
1.8 in DeVega group; P value= 0.01) (Figure 2), 3+
or 4+ TR was detected in 11 (12%) of patients in
the AP group and 15 (21%) of patients in the
DeVega group at 3 years postoperative follow-up.
The AP group showed a significant reduction in the
DTAD compared to the DeVaga group (Figure 3).

TR degree on follow up

-
> & & <& g &
& & & o ) A8 ¥ o
s N & v
¢
== AP-group DeVega

Figure 2: The degree of improvement and severity of
TR in the follow-up period

There were 11 (6.3%) cases of late deaths in
our study (7 in the AP group and 4 in the DeVega
group), 4 cases with stuck MV, 2 cases with
infective endocarditis, 2 cases with cerebral

stroke, and 3 cases with congestive heart failure
(HF). As regards the rate of hospital readmission
during the 3 years follow-up, in the DeVega group,
12 patients were readmitted for HF, and the free
from hospital readmission rate was 84%. While
only 5 patients were readmitted for NYHA class IV
in the AP group with a significantly higher rate
(95%) of free from hospital admission (P = 0.023).

Follow up of DTAD
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Figure 3: Diastolic tricuspid annular diameter (DTAD)
improvement in the follow up period

Discussion

TR is a frequent complication that results from
pressure and/or volume overload in the presence
of RV failure and annular dilatation in leaflets
that are structurally healthy [14]. Secondary TR
was thought to improve following left-sided valve
surgery alone, and as a result, it was overlooked.
On the contrary, some studies have indicated that
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surgically untreated secondary TR is a continuing
process that can remain or progress even after the
accompanying left-side lesion is corrected. They
recommended TVA to obtain better results [15]. In
accordance, the conservative management of TR
has been linked to patients' poor survival and
unfavorable long-term consequences. According
to current standards, surgery should be performed
as soon as signs of RV dysfunction appear [16].

However, TVA is the basic surgical therapy for
functional TR, as it enhances leaflets coaptation
by correction of annular dilation and restoring
annular geometry. The two main groups of TVA
are known: the technique that uses a prosthetic
ring, such as the Carpentier technique, and the
other one is the suturing annuloplasty, that
doesn’t need a prosthetic ring, such as the
DeVega technique [17]. The TV annulus can now
freely contract with right ventricular contraction
after suture TVA, however, increased RV pressure
might cause problems such as suture material
separation and breakdown. On the other hand,
ring annuloplasty may result in the absence of
tricuspid annular contraction, which is important
for right ventricular function; although, it
protects against tricuspid annulus redilatation
and TR recurrence. As a result, there is still
substantial dispute about the most physiologic
and biocompatible TVA technique [18].

Recently, TVA using a fresh AP strip was tried
in different centers and reported good early and
late results. It has the following advantages: AP
band tissue acts as a powerful supporting
structure for the TV leaflets, enhancing their
stability. Furthermore, with the migration of
endothelial cells postoperatively, the AP band is
incorporated into the TV structure, protecting
against long-term TV annulus dilatation. The RV
function is preserved because this band exhibits a
high degree of compliance under stress [1,18].

Most TVA studies are small, and the survival
rate and freedom from reoperation are the most
important factors to consider. Survival may be
attributable to a variety of variables and is not
always linked to TVA. Furthermore, freedom from
reoperation may be neglected in many persons
with high rates of recurrent TR who are not
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offered surgery due to operating risk [19]. Despite
logistical and statistical challenges, the degree of
TR, which is the indication for operation, is a
better outcome to evaluate [20]. Interestingly, the
preoperative advanced right-sided HF, impaired
RV function, and severe PHT, according to CzaplaJ
et al (2021), were the independent risk factors
that affect mortality and TR recurrence rate,
regardless of the TVA technique employed for
simultaneous repair of FTR [21].

We compared the midterm results of TVA
using the AP technique and the DeVega technique.
We found that the immediate postoperative NYHA
class, TR degree, DTAD, EF, and PASP were
significantly improved within the two groups
compared to the preoperative values, without
significant difference between the two groups,
indicating that both techniques are effective
immediately and in the short term follow up (6
months-one year). Also, regarding the aortic cross-
clamp time, bypass time, ventilation time, and
hospital stay, although it was slightly shorter in the
AP- group, still it was not significant. In the
contrary to Sohn SH et al (2021), where there was
a significant decrease in cross-clamp time and
bypass time in DeVega group than in ring group,
this may be due to that they used a rigid ring in
their study, that required much time for its
implantation [22]. During the three-year follow-
up, there was no significant difference between
the two groups in terms of NYHA class, PASP, or
EF. Otherwise, the AP-TVA group showed a
marked improvement in the degree of TR and
reduction of DTAD compared to the DeVega group
during the same period. Similarly, Esmat AA (2011)
reported that mean TR improved as a function of
time in the AP group; however, it got worse in the
DeVega group, and the recurrence-free survival
was better for the AP group compared to the
DeVega group (86.8% versus 71.9%) [23]. Also,
Chang BC et al (2008), in their long-term study
found that recurrence-free and long-term
survivals after AP were better than that of the
DeVega [18]. Tang G.H et al (2006), in their study,
reported that ringless TVA causes the TV annulus
to dilate with worsened TR due to higher
pulmonary artery pressure and RV systolic
pressure. While TVA using ring was associated
with a lower incidence of TR recurrence, and as
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well as improved both long-term and symptoms-
free survivals. So, they recommended the routine
use of a ring in TVA [24]. In accordance, many
authors declared that a TVA using a ring or band
had early and late favorable outcomes with lower
TR recurrence rates compared to DeVega suture
TVA [7,10,25,26]. Nevertheless, other studies
showed better results or at least no difference
when using the DeVega TVA [27,28].

In our study, there were 3 (2%) in-hospital
deaths, which was like Chang et al (2008), which
reported a mortality rate of 2.4% [18]. On the
other hand, it is lower than previous TVA studies
(7.6% - 28%), this was primarily owing to recent
studies with good myocardial preservation
techniques and very early management before
serious HF develops [29,30].

Study limitations

The retrospective design and midterm follow-
up are study limitations. So, further prospective
studies with a long-term follow are required to
confirm our findings.

Conclusion

Midterm results (3 years) recurrence-free
survival after AP-TVA appeared to be better than
that of conventional suture DeVega TVA
technique. AP-TVA seems to be simple,
reproducible, and a promising technique with
great potential for treating functional TR.

Conflict of interest: Authors declare no conflict of
interest.

References

1. Jiang W, Long XM, Li SC, Zhong YL, Hi BF, Lin H.
Preliminary  evaluation of autologous
pericardium ring for tricuspid Annuloplasty: a
two-year follow-up study. J Cardiothorac Surg
2019; 14, 195.

2. McCarthy PM, Bhudia SK, Rajeswaran J, et al.
Tricuspid valve repair: durability and risk
factors for failure. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg.
2004 Mar;127(3):674-85.

3. Raja SG, Dreyfus GD. Surgery for functional
tricuspid regurgitation: current techniques,
outcomes and emerging concepts. Expert Rev
Cardiovasc Ther. 2009;7(1):73-84.

10.

11.

12.

13.

29

Taramasso M, Vanermen H, Maisano F,
Guidotti A, La Canna G, Alfieri O. The growing
clinical importance of secondary tricuspid
regurgitation. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2012; 59 (8):
703-10.

Nath J, Foster E, Heidenreich PA. Impact of
tricuspid regurgitation on long-term survival. J
Am Coll Cardiol. 2004; 43: 405-9.

ZhongY, Bai W, Wang H, Qian H, Rao L. Impact
of concomitant tricuspid annuloplasty on right
ventricular remodeling in patients with
rheumatic mitral valve disease. Cardiovasc
Ultrasound. 2021; 19,16.

Khorsandi M, Banerjee A, Singh H, Srivastava
AR. Is a tricuspid annuloplasty ring significantly
better than a De Vega's annuloplasty stitch
when repairing severe tricuspid regurgitation?
Interact Cardiovasc Thorac Surg. 2012; 15 (1):
129-35.

Hata H, Fujita T, Miura S, et al. Long-term
outcomes of suture vs. ring tricuspid
annuloplasty  for  functional tricuspid
regurgitation. Circ J. 2017. 25; 81(10): 1432-
1438.

Wang H, Liu X, Wang X, Lv Z, Liu X, Xu P.
Comparison of outcomes of tricuspid
annuloplasty with 3D-rigid versus flexible
prosthetic ring for functional tricuspid
regurgitation secondary to rheumatic mitral
valve disease. Journal of thoracic disease.
2016; 8 (11): 3087.

Pfannmiuller B, Doenst T, Eberhardt K,
Seeburger J, Borger MA, Mohr FW. Increased
risk of dehiscence after tricuspid valve repair
with rigid annuloplasty rings. J Thorac
Cardiovasc Surg. 2012; 143 (5): 1050-5.
Mihos CG, Pineda AM, Capoulade R, Santana
O. A systematic review of mitral valve repair
with autologous pericardial leaflet
augmentation for rheumatic mitral
regurgitation. Ann Thorac Surg. 2016; 102 (4):
1400-5.

Arnold M, Haug J, Landendinger M. Tricuspid
Annuloplasty: Transcatheter Approaches. Curr
Cardiol Rep. 2021; 23 (10): 139.

Matsunaga A, Duran CM. Progression of
tricuspid  regurgitation  after  repaired
functional ischemic mitral regurgitation.
Circulation. 2005;112(9 Suppl): 1453-7.


https://cardiothoracicsurgery.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13019-019-1017-5
https://cardiothoracicsurgery.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13019-019-1017-5
https://cardiothoracicsurgery.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13019-019-1017-5
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022522303019846
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022522303019846
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1586/14779072.7.1.73
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1586/14779072.7.1.73
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1586/14779072.7.1.73
https://www.jacc.org/doi/abs/10.1016/j.jacc.2011.09.069
https://www.jacc.org/doi/abs/10.1016/j.jacc.2011.09.069
https://www.jacc.org/doi/abs/10.1016/j.jacc.2011.09.069
https://www.jacc.org/doi/abs/10.1016/j.jacc.2003.09.036
https://www.jacc.org/doi/abs/10.1016/j.jacc.2003.09.036
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s12947-021-00245-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s12947-021-00245-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s12947-021-00245-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s12947-021-00245-2
https://academic.oup.com/icvts/article-abstract/15/1/129/705858
https://academic.oup.com/icvts/article-abstract/15/1/129/705858
https://academic.oup.com/icvts/article-abstract/15/1/129/705858
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/circj/advpub/0/advpub_CJ-17-0108/_article/-char/ja/
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/circj/advpub/0/advpub_CJ-17-0108/_article/-char/ja/
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/circj/advpub/0/advpub_CJ-17-0108/_article/-char/ja/
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/circj/advpub/0/advpub_CJ-17-0108/_article/-char/ja/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5179467/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5179467/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5179467/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5179467/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5179467/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022522311006829
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022522311006829
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022522311006829
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0003497516303186
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0003497516303186
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0003497516303186
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0003497516303186
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11886-021-01570-8
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11886-021-01570-8
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.104.524421
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.104.524421
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.104.524421

30

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Lancellotti P, Tribouilloy C, Hagendorff A, et al.
Recommendations for the echocardiographic
assessment of native valvular regurgitation: an
executive summary from the European
Association of Cardiovascular Imaging. Eur
Heart J Cardiovasc Imaging. 2013; 14(7): 611-
44,

Rezk M, Moustafa S, Singab N, Elnahas A.
Surgical Repair versus Conservative Treatment
for Moderate Functional Tricuspid
Regurgitation in Concomitant with Mitral
Valve Surgery. The Egyptian Cardiothoracic
Surgeon. 2020; 2(2), 70— 75.

Nosair A, Elkahely M, Nasr S, Alkady H.
Tricuspid  three-dimensional ring versus
fashioned flexible band annuloplasty in
management of functional tricuspid valve
regurge: comparative long term study. The
Cardiothoracic Surgeon. 2020; 28:13.

Ferraz DLM, Alves KMB, Santos LAB, et al. Early
Outcomes of Modified DeVega Annuloplasty
for Functional Tricuspid Regurgitation at a
Brazilian Hospital. Int. J. Cardiovasc. Sci. 2020;
33 (5): 472-8.

Chang BC, Song SW, Lee S, Yoo KJ, Kang MS,
Chung N. Eight-Year Outcomes of Tricuspid
Annuloplasty Using Autologous Pericardial
Strip for Functional Tricuspid Regurgitation.
Ann Thorac Surg. 2008; 86: 1485-93.

King RM, Schaff HV, Danielson GK, et al.
Surgery for tricuspid regurgitation late after
mitral valve replacement. Circulation. 1984; 70
(3 Pt2):1193-7.

Gatti G, Dell'Angela L, Morosin M, et al.
Flexible band versus rigid ring annuloplasty for
functional tricuspid regurgitation: two
different patterns of right heart reverse
remodelling. Interact Cardiovasc Thorac Surg.
2016; 23 (1): 79-89.

Czapla J, Claus |, Martens T, et al. Midterm
comparison between different annuloplasty
techniques for functional tricuspid
regurgitation. The Annals of Thoracic Surgery.
2021.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Abdel-Bary M

Sohn SH, Kim KH, Lee Y, Choi JW, Hwang HY.
Long-term outcomes of rigid ring versus De
Vega annuloplasty for functional tricuspid
regurgitation: A propensity score-matching
analysis. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg. 2021; 161
(5): 1788-1798.€5.

Esmat AA. Tricuspid Annuloplasty using
autologous Pericardial Strip versus De Vega
Repair for Functional Tricuspid Regurge.
Journal of The Egyptian Society of Cardio-
Thoracic Surgery. 2011; 19 (1-2): 39-43.

Tang GH, David TE, Singh SK, Maganti MD,
Armstrong S, Borger MA. Tricuspid Valve
Repair with an Annuloplasty Ring Results in
Improved Long-Term Outcomes. Circulation.
2006; 114, 1-577-1-581.

Adas A, Elnaggar A, Balbaa Y, Elashkar A,
Alkady H. Ring, Band or Suture in Tricuspid
Annuloplasty  for  Functional  Tricuspid
Regurgitation; Which is Better and More
Durable? The Heart Surgery Forum. 2019; 22
(5): E411-E415.

LinY, Wang Z, He J, et al. Efficiency of different
annuloplasty in treating functional tricuspid
regurgitation and risk factors for recurrence.
Int J Cardiol Heart Vasc. 2014; 7 (5): 15-19.
Kunova M, Frana R, Tousek F, Mokracek A, Pesl
L. Tricuspid annuloplasty using De Vega
modified technique — Short-term and medium-
term results. Cor et Vasa, 2016; 58 (4): e379-
e383.

Csanady J, Kurfirst V, Frdna R, Mokracek A. De
Vega tricuspid valve annuloplasty - a rightly
neglected surgical technique? Kardiochir
Torakochirurgia Pol. 2018; 15(2): 95-101.

De Paulis R, Bobbio M, Ottino G, et al. The De
Vega tricuspid annuloplasty. Perioperative
mortality and long term follow-up. J
Cardiovasc Surg. 1990; 31(4):512-7.

Kuwaki K, Morishita K, Tsukamoto M, Abe T.
Tricuspid valve surgery for functional tricuspid
valve regurgitation associated with left-sided
valvular disease. Eur J Cardiothorac Surg. 2001;
20:577- 82.


https://academic.oup.com/ehjcimaging/article-abstract/14/7/611/2465068
https://academic.oup.com/ehjcimaging/article-abstract/14/7/611/2465068
https://academic.oup.com/ehjcimaging/article-abstract/14/7/611/2465068
https://academic.oup.com/ehjcimaging/article-abstract/14/7/611/2465068
https://journals.escts.net/ects/article/view/123
https://journals.escts.net/ects/article/view/123
https://journals.escts.net/ects/article/view/123
https://journals.escts.net/ects/article/view/123
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1186/s43057-020-00023-2.pdf
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1186/s43057-020-00023-2.pdf
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1186/s43057-020-00023-2.pdf
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1186/s43057-020-00023-2.pdf
https://www.scielo.br/j/ijcs/a/hBtSwLLJh7CHPHFXwkrnNjP/abstract/?lang=en
https://www.scielo.br/j/ijcs/a/hBtSwLLJh7CHPHFXwkrnNjP/abstract/?lang=en
https://www.scielo.br/j/ijcs/a/hBtSwLLJh7CHPHFXwkrnNjP/abstract/?lang=en
https://www.scielo.br/j/ijcs/a/hBtSwLLJh7CHPHFXwkrnNjP/abstract/?lang=en
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0003497508014215
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0003497508014215
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0003497508014215
https://europepmc.org/article/med/6744564
https://europepmc.org/article/med/6744564
https://academic.oup.com/icvts/article-abstract/23/1/79/1749793
https://academic.oup.com/icvts/article-abstract/23/1/79/1749793
https://academic.oup.com/icvts/article-abstract/23/1/79/1749793
https://academic.oup.com/icvts/article-abstract/23/1/79/1749793
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S000349752101465X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S000349752101465X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S000349752101465X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S000349752101465X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022522319339637
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022522319339637
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022522319339637
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022522319339637
https://escts.net/journals/cts/2011,%20Volume%2019,%20Number%20%281,2%29/download#page=39
https://escts.net/journals/cts/2011,%20Volume%2019,%20Number%20%281,2%29/download#page=39
https://escts.net/journals/cts/2011,%20Volume%2019,%20Number%20%281,2%29/download#page=39
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/circulationaha.105.001263
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/circulationaha.105.001263
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/circulationaha.105.001263
https://www.academia.edu/download/60808190/2517-Article_Text-15083-1-10-2019092620191005-30597-z7qk8x.pdf
https://www.academia.edu/download/60808190/2517-Article_Text-15083-1-10-2019092620191005-30597-z7qk8x.pdf
https://www.academia.edu/download/60808190/2517-Article_Text-15083-1-10-2019092620191005-30597-z7qk8x.pdf
https://www.academia.edu/download/60808190/2517-Article_Text-15083-1-10-2019092620191005-30597-z7qk8x.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352906714000803
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352906714000803
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352906714000803
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010865015001228
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010865015001228
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010865015001228
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6066676/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6066676/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6066676/
https://europepmc.org/article/med/2211807
https://europepmc.org/article/med/2211807
https://europepmc.org/article/med/2211807
https://academic.oup.com/ejcts/article-abstract/20/3/577/366097
https://academic.oup.com/ejcts/article-abstract/20/3/577/366097
https://academic.oup.com/ejcts/article-abstract/20/3/577/366097



