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Abstract 29 

 30 

Background:  31 

Elective percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI) historically required hospitalization post 32 

procedure. Same day discharge (SDD) has emerged as a safe and cost efficient option, although 33 

the impact of the coronavirus disease of 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic on rates of SDD and 34 

associated care episode costs remains uncertain.   35 

 36 

Methods:  37 

A national sample of consecutive patients undergoing elective PCI at 42 hospitals (Ascension, 38 

St.Louis, MO) between May 2019 to April 2021 were identified using internal registry data and 39 

administrative claims data. Rates of SDD before and after the COVID-19 pandemic (March 2020) 40 

were compared using multivariable logistic regression adjusted for patient and procedural 41 

characteristics. Additionally, an interrupted time series model was used to determine the effect 42 

of the pandemic and policy on SDD rates before and after pandemic declaration. Lastly, we 43 

estimated total costs per PCI episode in pre and post pandemic periods. 44 

 45 

Results:  46 

In total, 12,740 interventions were performed within 42 Ascension facilities that met study 47 

eligibility criteria (5955 PCI prior to the pandemic and 6785 after). Demographic data were 48 

similar between both populations although higher rates of dyslipidemia, prior myocardial 49 

infarction, and heart failure history were noted in the post pandemic group. Pandemic 50 
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declaration was associated with a higher likelihood of SDD (OR 2.09, CI 1.93-2.25, p < 0.001). 51 

From pre-pandemic to post-pandemic, mean SDD rose from 34% to 45% (p< 0.001) with an 52 

accelerated monthly SDD adoption rate after the pandemic (0.1% per month vs 1.0% per 53 

month, p=0.02).  Total costs per episode were $679.52 (95% CI $476.12 – $882.92, p < 0.001) 54 

higher in the post-pandemic period, driven by increased material costs.  SDD was associated 55 

with a $2137.05 (95% CI $1925.03 - $2349.07, p < 0.001) reduction in costs relative to non-SDD 56 

episodes throughout the study period. 57 

 58 

Conclusion:  59 

Among a large national risk-adjusted sample of consecutive patients, the COVID-19 pandemic 60 

accelerated adoption of SDD.  As a care strategy, SDD was associated with reduced episode 61 

costs during elective PCI in the post-pandemic period .  62 

  63 
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Introduction 64 

Percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI) remains a commonly used therapy to treat 65 

symptomatic obstructive coronary artery disease (CAD) with about 600,000 interventions 66 

performed annually in the US.1,2,3 With the evolution of PCI, procedural  efficacy and safety 67 

have improved considerably.4,5 During the early period of coronary intervention, patients were 68 

often observed in the hospital for days due to concern for acute stent thrombosis, coronary 69 

dissection, procedural failure, antithrombotic regimens, and access site complications.5 70 

Substantial improvements in procedural techniques, technology, and operator experience have 71 

facilitated safe same day discharge (SDD) among selected populations undergoing elective 72 

PCI.4,5,6  Several studies have demonstrated the safety of SDD following elective PCI for stable 73 

CAD within regional centers and national registries,7–12 with no difference in 30-day all-cause 74 

mortality or rehospitalizations.11 Furthermore, SDD is associated with no difference in access 75 

site complications or acute kidney injury.13,14 The evidence base supporting SDD utilization has 76 

resulted in  guideline recommendations encouraging adoption of SDD in suitable patient 77 

populations undergoing elective PCI.14,15 78 

 79 

The increasing costs of cardiovascular care highlights the importance of judicious resource 80 

allocation and the need to tailor healthcare policies to improve costs concurrent with quality of 81 

care.16 Policy measures including the Affordable Care Act and ensuing bundled payment 82 

programs have incentivized the delivery of higher value care by enhancing quality, reducing 83 

cost, or both.17 In the United States, SDD has been estimated to save about $5000 per 84 

procedure with a potential national cost savings approaching $577 million through widespread 85 
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adoption with savings driven primarily by reduced supply utilization along with room and board 86 

expenditures.7 In addition to the cost savings inherent to reducing length of stay, the value of 87 

bed availability is more pertinent than ever before considering the COVID-19 global pandemic. 88 

This pandemic placed a spotlight on the importance of reducing hospital admissions and 89 

improving cost within our strained health system. Ascension organized a collaborative system 90 

wide effort focusing on SDD rates to meet these demands. The potential for improving cost, 91 

efficiency, and bed availability using SDD without compromising patient outcomes during the 92 

COVD-19 pandemic prompted the development and implementation of our SDD directive at 93 

Ascension, a large US health system.  94 

 95 

Accordingly, the objectives of this analysis were to describe characteristics among those 96 

allocated to SDD after elective PCI for stable CAD, effectiveness of an institutional SDD 97 

implementation, as well as describe trends relative to the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic in 98 

SDD utilization and the impact of SDD on total care costs.  These results may expose 99 

opportunities to improve appropriate adoption of SDD and thereby enhance effectiveness and 100 

efficiency of PCI for stable CAD.    101 

 102 

Methods 103 

Study Design and Participants 104 

 105 

This was a retrospective observational analysis from a large non-profit hospital network 106 

(Ascension, St. Louis, MO) of 151 hospitals in 21 states and the District of Columbia evaluating 107 
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the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic and a national quality improvement program on SDD 108 

utilization using a time series design.  Patients were identified by evaluation of the Ascension 109 

internal National Cardiovascular Data Registry (NCDR) CathPCI registry. Consecutive adults aged 110 

> 18 years undergoing elective PCI with survival to hospital discharge treated between May 111 

2019 and April 2021 were eligible for inclusion.  The study was reviewed and approved by the 112 

central institutional review board with informed consent waived as a quality improvement 113 

initiative. 114 

 115 

Variables 116 

 117 

The primary outcome was SDD rate, which was compared before and after declaration of the 118 

COVID-19 pandemic (March 2020). Secondary endpoints included the SDD rate after 119 

implementation of a national SDD program (May 2020) and total episode costs to evaluate the 120 

impact of SDD utilization. Total episode costs were normalized across the study period and 121 

estimated using institutional accounting software that provided nationalized average cost for 122 

PCI encounter within the Ascension Health System.   Subjects that were ineligible for SDD were 123 

also excluded from the analysis and included those with the following concurrent conditions: 124 

cardiogenic shock, major procedural complications including perforation and dissection, 125 

bleeding or vascular complication, PCI indication of acute coronary syndrome (ST elevation 126 

myocardial infarction, non-ST elevation myocardial infarction, and unstable angina), use of 127 

mechanical circulatory support (intra-aortic balloon pump, implantable intracardiac pump, or 128 

extracorporeal membrane oxygenation), cardiac arrest during or prior to admission, post 129 
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procedural heart failure, cardiac tamponade, or any post procedure stroke. The definitions for 130 

exclusion criteria (cardiogenic shock, procedural complications, acute coronary syndrome, 131 

mechanical circulatory support, cardiac arrest, heart failure, cardiac tamponade, and stroke) 132 

are aligned with those established by the NCDR Cath PCI Registry.  133 

 134 

Data 135 

 136 

Clinical data were collected and aggregated from internal system wide NCDR Cath-PCI registry 137 

entries using proprietary quality data abstraction software and merged with internal billing 138 

data. In addition to conforming to the requirements of the ACC-NCDR data quality program18, 139 

including periodic external audits, Ascension performs weekly data quality audits to ensure the 140 

consistency and accuracy of data abstraction. Patients identified from this registry were linked 141 

to cost accounting data for our analysis. Each encounter is divided into cost categories and the 142 

aggregate sum of all categories for admission encompasses the total encounter cost. To 143 

account for variability in cost over the study periods and across markets, costs were normalized 144 

by deriving an average cost per item to facilitate standardization despite time and location of 145 

hospital encounter.  146 

 147 

Same Day Discharge Policy  148 

 149 

Prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, SDD occurred within individual Ascension hospitals and 150 

operators without specific system-wide clinical guidance. With the operational impact of the 151 
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pandemic, clinicians were confronted with the need to reduce patient and staff infection 152 

exposure risk, costs associated with overnight admission, and optimize PCI efficiencies. In 153 

response to these needs, a committee of interventional cardiologists (Ascension Interventional 154 

Cardiology Affinity Group) representing several of its PCI programs developed a SDD protocol 155 

that was approved and implemented in May 2020 (see Supplemental Figure 1).   156 

 157 

The SDD policy implementation that began in May 2020 was unique in several key aspects. 158 

First, individual hospitals were offered organizational support in the form of shared policy 159 

templates, educational resources, and clinical guidance. However, each was allowed to develop 160 

and execute individualized hospital policies to increase SDD. Second, each site was informed 161 

that their SDD rates would be tracked with a minimum goal of increasing SDD among elective 162 

PCIs to > 15% of total PCIs performed (the ACC NCDR Cath PCI average in March 2020). 163 

Additionally, individual center SDD rates would be assessed in the context of rates nationally 164 

and among Ascension sites. Lastly, minimal financial expenditures were required in the 165 

development, initiation, and monitoring of this policy since each individual center was 166 

responsible for policy development and SDD monitoring was integrated into established quality 167 

metrics that are evaluated on an ongoing basis. 168 

The COVID-19 pandemic affected elective PCI volumes, delivery, and availability of hospital 169 

beds. Therefore, evaluating the impact of the SDD initiative separate from the pandemic effect 170 

was not plausible. To best represent the data, we evaluated SDD among the elective PCI 171 

population prior and post declaration of the pandemic (March 2020). Notably, the 172 

implementation of the Ascension SDD policy did not occur until May 2020 following the 173 
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national pandemic declaration. Therefore, the study focused on SDD rates pre and post 174 

pandemic understanding that the SDD policy also effected SDD adoption throughout our 175 

medical system.  176 

 177 

Statistics  178 

 179 

Demographic characteristics are presented as mean ± SD for continuous variables and 180 

proportions for categorical variables. Demographics between those treated prior to the 181 

pandemic were compared to those treated post using either the Pearsons chi squared test or 182 

Student’s T-test as appropriate. We evaluated the likelihood of SDD using a logistic regression 183 

model adjusting for significant confounders between the pre-pandemic and post- pandemic 184 

population. Confounders included age, sex, Black race, treatment period with reference to the 185 

pandemic, heart failure, and radial access.  We performed a segmented regression with a 186 

monthly interrupted time series to better quantify the expected number of SDD before and 187 

after the pandemic.  A linear relationship between time and average monthly SDD was 188 

assumed, and we used New-West standard errors for coefficients estimated by ordinary least-189 

squares regression. Lastly, we evaluated the cost associated with elective PCI with a general 190 

linear regression model adjusting for the pandemic timeframe (before and after declaration 191 

March 2020), SDD, and additional covariates. All covariates for the different models were 192 

identified by univariate significance or were historically known significant variables.  All 193 

statistical analyses were performed using R statistical software version 4.0.2 (R Project for 194 
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Statistical Computing) and Stata version 17 (Stata Corp, College Station, Texas).  A 2-sided p 195 

value of ≤ 0.05 was considered statistically significant. 196 

 197 

Results  198 

 199 

Between May 2019 to April 2021,  12,740 patients undergoing PCI for stable CAD were 200 

analyzed, including those receiving SDD (n=5588) and non-SDD (n=7152).  Patients discharged 201 

the same day tended to be younger (67.0 vs 68.9, p<0.001), less frequently female (27.2% vs 202 

32.5%, p<0.001) and Black (5.9% vs 8.0%, p<0.001) (see Supplemental Table 1).  Those receiving 203 

SDD were less likely to have comorbidities including peripheral artery disease (15.6% vs 17.9%, 204 

p<0.001), diabetes mellitus (43.6% vs 46.2%, p<0.001), receive dialysis (1.5% vs 2.5%, p<0.001), 205 

and have heart failure (22.6% vs 29.2%, p<0.001).  Access site for PCI was also significantly 206 

different among discharge cohorts (ANOVA p<0.001), with radial access being utilized more 207 

frequently in the SDD cohort (68.9% vs 41.7%, p < 0.001).   208 

 209 

Among those receiving SDD, age, sex, the proportion of Black and Hispanic patients and other 210 

clinical characteristics were similar between pre and post pandemic groups (see Table 1). 211 

However, those receiving elective PCI after the pandemic had a higher percentage of 212 

dyslipidemia (p<0.001), prior myocardial infarction (p<0.001), and history of heart failure 213 

(p<0.001). Access site for PCI did not differ between SDD groups before and after onset of the 214 

pandemic.   215 

 216 
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Nationally, the rate of SDD increased significantly after the onset of the pandemic (34% vs 45%, 217 

p=< 0.001) (see Figure 1). In segmented monthly interrupted time series analysis, the mean 218 

month-over-month rate of SDD adoption increased by 0.1% and 1.0%  in pre-pandemic and 219 

post-pandemic periods, respectively (p= 0.02) (see Figure 2). The odds of SDD were higher 220 

among men (1.23, 1.13-1.33, p<0.001), non-Black patients (1.39, 1.20-1.62, p<0.001), those 221 

treated in the post-pandemic period (OR 2.09, CI 1.93-2.25, p < 0.001), and among those 222 

receiving radial access (OR 3.05, 2.83-3.29, p < 0.001) (see Table 2).The odds of SDD were lower 223 

with increasing age (OR 0.99, 0.98-0.99, p<0.001) and among those with heart failure (0.77, 224 

0.71-0.84, p<0.001).   225 

 226 

By episode of care, SDD was associated with significant total cost savings of $2137.05 (95% CI 227 

$1925.02 to $2349.07 less then pre-pandemic, p < 0.001) per PCI hospital encounter after 228 

accounting for inter year cost variation of pre and post pandemic and other relevant covariates. 229 

The cost variability pre and post pandemic was noted to be an average increase in material cost 230 

of $679.52 (95% CI $476.12 to $882.92; p value < 0.001) in the post pandemic period.  231 

 232 

Several variables were associated with increased total episode costs (see Table 3).  The greatest 233 

drivers of increased costs included heart failure ($1167.15 per episode, 95% CI, $936.93-234 

$1398.08; p<0.001) and peripheral artery disease ($713.91 per episode, 95% CI, $443.14-235 

$984.68).   The factors associated with the largest reductions in episodic care costs following 236 

PCI for stable CAD included SDD (-$2731.05 per episode, 95% CI, -$2349.08- -$1925.03; 237 

p<0.001) and non-Black race (-$910.77 per episode, 95% CI, -$1302.68 - -$518.87;p<0.001).     238 
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 239 

Discussion 240 

 241 

In this large, national, consecutive experience of SDD before and after the COVID-19 pandemic 242 

we found SDD rates increased over the study period. The increase in SDD rates persisted along 243 

with a trend in monthly growth of SDD rates at 1 year after onset of the pandemic. The 244 

adoption of SDD was associated with reduced total episode costs despite a relative increase in 245 

overall costs of elective PCI in the post pandemic period.  246 

 247 

The SDD protocol emerged from ongoing quality improvement efforts as well as in response to 248 

the COVID -19 pandemic within the Ascension Interventional Cardiology Affinity Group. Before 249 

the pandemic and implementation of the SDD protocol, wide variation of SDD was noted 250 

among individual centers, with individual institutional rates below the national registry average 251 

for many. Initiation of this protocol established SDD rates as a quality metric actively tracked by 252 

our health system with the intention to hold individual centers and operators accountable. The 253 

post pandemic period along with the SDD protocol facilitated in improvement in SDD rates 254 

throughout Ascension Healthcare. Although aggregate trends across the system showed an 255 

increase in SDD, there was variability among individual centers with a minority showing no 256 

change or a decrease in SDD. These were primarily small centers with low PCI volumes and 257 

likely represents variability inherent to low volume centers. 258 

 259 
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The use of radial access has been previously reported to be associated with reduced 260 

periprocedural bleeding and reduced length of stay.6,7,19,20 This analysis found that radial access 261 

had the strongest influence on a SDD strategy, though rates of radial access use were not 262 

significantly different before and after the onset of the pandemic. Therefore, the adoption of 263 

radial access for PCI of stable CAD may contribute to the success of a SDD strategy and facilitate 264 

the other tangible benefits of reduced healthcare utilization also observed in this analysis.   265 

 266 

Our study showed that SDD facilitated cost savings during the post pandemic period within our 267 

health system. The increase in cost after onset of the pandemic is attributed to the increase in 268 

supplies and facilities due to inflation over the study period. Despite this increase in cost of 269 

elective PCI after the pandemic declaration, there was significant reduction in total episodic 270 

costs. This highlights the potential for SDD to facilitate improved healthcare efficiency even 271 

with increasing equipment and facility costs currently experienced by systems throughout the 272 

country.  273 

 274 

Another important aspect of the SDD policy implementation was its potential to improve 275 

hospital bed availability. The COVID-19 pandemic impacted health care systems throughout the 276 

world. With the CDC declaration of the pandemic in March 2020, the SDD policy seemed more 277 

relevant than ever before to facilitate needed procedures in a world where hospital occupancy 278 

was pushed to the brink.21,22 Our SDD policy was developed over a 6-month period prior to 279 

enactment in May of 2020; however, the COVID-19 pandemic effected the implementation and 280 

adoption of the policy. It is likely that the policy improvement of SDD was impacted by the lack 281 
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of available beds during the pandemic and the desire to reduce hospital stays as much as 282 

possible. However, the improvement in SDD has been persistent in our national system at 283 

follow up extending to 12 months after pandemic declaration supporting some persistent 284 

impact from the SDD policy.     285 

 286 

Study Limitations 287 

Several limitations are inherent to this retrospective observational analysis and deserve 288 

mention.  First, the effect of the COVID-19 pandemic on SDD policy adoption cannot be 289 

attributed based on the nature of this evaluation being non-randomized and which may be 290 

confounded by contemporaneous institutional efforts to promote SDD.  The effect of COVID on 291 

the SDD policy likely increased SDD rates and policy adoption. Yet, the persistent increase in 292 

SDD supports the continued effect of the policy on improving SDD among patients undergoing 293 

PCI for stable CAD.  Second, although Ascension is a large nationally represented health system 294 

the generalizability of these results are uncertain and require additional confirmation.  295 

Furthermore, female patients, non-White, and non-Hispanic patients were underrepresented 296 

relative to estimates within the national population   Third, unidentified confounders, including 297 

characteristics of the medical history and prior treatment, as well as circumstances of the 298 

population, including health-related social needs, were not measured.  Future research should 299 

explore the utility of SDD among the underserved community to confirm consistent benefits.  300 

We included a consecutive population to limit selection bias among those undergoing PCI for 301 

stable CAD.   Lastly, the SDD policy developed by individual centers had minor variability due to 302 

the discretion of individual centers. Therefore, despite a national policy mandate, individual 303 
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policies and its implementation varied between Ascension sites.  This study did not evaluate 304 

post-discharge outcomes, including rates of major adverse cardiovascular events or rates of 305 

readmission, to assess safety of the SDD strategy since post discharge data were unavailable for 306 

evaluation. Furthermore, prior studies have shown SDD to be safe in selected PCI 307 

populations.4,5,6    308 

 309 

Conclusion 310 

 311 

From a large consecutive national sample, rates of SDD increased following the onset of the 312 

COVID-19 pandemic and were subsequently associated with concurrent reductions in episode 313 

care costs.  Initiatives that promote SDD and radial access may facilitate expansion of SDD 314 

adoption and thereby extend the clinical benefits and efficiencies provided by both care 315 

strategies.   316 

 317 

 318 

 319 

  320 
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Tables and Figures  425 

 426 

Table 1: Baseline characteristics among those undergoing SDD after elective PCI, according to 427 

period of treatment before or following onset of the COVID-19 pandemic.   428 

Baseline 

characteristic 

SDD Before Pandemic  

(May 2019 – April 2020) 

N= 5955 

SDD After Pandemic  

(March 2020 – April 2021) 

N= 6785 

P value 

Age, mean (SD) 68.1 (10.5) 68.0 (10.4) 0.69 

Female 1819 (30.5%) 2024 (29.8%) 0.38 

Black\ African 

American 

418 (7.0%) 481 (7.1%) 0.88 

Hispanic 177 (3.0%) 169 (2.5%) 0.10 

Hypertension 5584 (93.8%) 6357 (93.7%) 0.86 

Dyslipidemia 5451 (91.5%) 6390 (94.2%) <0.001 

Prior MI 1929 (32.4%) 2362 (34.8%) <0.001 

PAD 985 (16.5%)   1167 (17.2%) 0.33 

Prior PCI 3232 (54.3%) 3703 (54.6%) 0.73 

DM 2680 (45.0%) 3065 (45.2%) 0.85 

Currently on Dialysis 131 (2.2%) 136 (2.0%) 0.44 

HF 1457 (24.5%) 1892 (27.9%) <0.001 

Tobacco Use    
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   Current 

   Former 

   Never 

   Unknown 

1056 (17.7%) 

2510 (42.1%) 

2264 (38.0%) 

125 (2.1%) 

1230 (18.1%) 

2837 (41.8%) 

2604 (38.4%) 

114 (1.7%) 

 

 

 

0.33 

Access site 

   Femoral 

   Radial 

   Other 

 

2772 (46.5%) 

3158 (53.0%) 

25 (0.4%) 

 

3085 (45.5%) 

3670 (54.1%) 

30 (0.4%) 

 

 

 

0.47 

 429 

IQR: interquartile range, SD: standard deviation, MI: myocardial infarction, PAD: peripheral 430 

artery disease, PCI: percutaneous coronary intervention, DM: diabetes mellitus, HF: heart 431 

failure, SDD: same day discharge.  432 

433 
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Table 2: Predictors of SDD during PCI for stable CAD. 434 

 435 

 

Baseline characteristic Odds 

Ratio 

95% CI P-value 

Age 0.99 0.98 to 0.99 <0.001 

Male  1.23 1.13 to 1.33 <0.001 

After Pandemic 2.09 1.94 to 2.26 <0.001 

Non-African American 1.39 1.20 to 1.62 <0.001 

Heart Failure 0.77 0.71 to 0.84 <0.001 

Radial Access 3.05 2.83 to 3.29 <0.001 

 436 

CI: confidence interval, Age was evaluated with 1 year increase regarding coefficients and odds 437 

ratio. PCI: percutaneous coronary intervention, HF: heart failure.   438 
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Table 3: : Risk-adjusted contributors to total episodic care costs (USD) during PCI for stable CAD. 439 

Baseline characteristic Coefficient 95% CI P value 

Age* $24.60 $14.45 to $34.74 <0.001 

Male  $379.91 $11.96 to $598.12 0.001 

After Pandemic $679.5 $476.12 to $882.92 <0.001 

Same day Discharge -$2731.05 -$2349.07 to -

$1925.03 

<0.001 

Non-African American -$910.77 -$1302.68 to -$518.87 <0.001 

Peripheral artery disease $713.91 $443.14 to $ 984.68 <0.001 

HF $1167.15 $936.93 to $1398.08 <0.001 

Prior PCI -$828.90 -$1034.06 to -$623.74 <0.001 

Dyslipidemia -$541.48 -$937.93 to -$145.02 <0.01 

Diabetes $285.53 $81.99 to $489.06 <0.001 

Current Smoker $427.89 $153.99 to $701.80 <0.01 

Radial access -$484.34 -$694.38 to -$274.29 <0.001 

* Per one year increase in age, CI: confidence interval, PCI: percutaneous coronary intervention, 440 

HF: heart failure. 441 

 442 

  443 
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Figure 1: Segmented Regression with Interrupted Time Series Analysis Displaying Pre Policy and 444 

Post Policy Same Day Discharge Percentages.  445 

 446 

447 

 448 

  449 
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Supplemental Appendix  450 

Table 1: Baseline characteristics of patients undergoing elective PCI, according to same-day 451 

discharge status.  452 

 453 

Baseline 

characteristic 

Non-SDD 

N=7152 

SDD 

N=5588 

P value 

Age, mean (SD) 68.9 (10.4) 67.0 (10.3) <0.001 

Female 2323 (32.5%) 1520 (27.2%) <0.001 

Black\ African 

American 

572 (8.0%) 327 (5.9%) <0.001 

Hispanic  197 (2.8%)   149 (2.7%) 0.80 

Hypertension 6706 (93.8%) 5235 (93.7%) 0.85 

Dyslipidemia 6621 (92.6%) 5220 (93.4%) 0.07 

Prior MI 2393 (33.5%) 1898 (34.0%) 0.55 

PAD (Peripheral 

Artery Disease) 

1279 (17.9%) 873 (15.6%) <0.001 

Prior PCI 3840 (53.7%) 3095 (55.4%)   0.06 

DM 3307 (46.2%) 2438 (43.6%) <0.01 

Currently on Dialysis 181 (2.5%) 86 (1.5%) <0.001 

HF 2088 (29.2%) 1261 (22.6%) <0.001 

Tobacco Use    
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   Current 

   Former 

   Never 

   Unknown 

1207 (16.9%) 

3092 (43.2%) 

2715 (38.0%) 

138 (1.9%) 

1079 (19.3%) 

2255 (40.4%) 

2153 (38.5%) 

101 (1.8%) 

 

 

 

<0.001 

Access site 

   Femoral 

   Radial 

   Other 

 

4141 (57.9%) 

2979 (41.7%) 

32 (0.4%) 

 

1716 (30.7%) 

3849 (68.9%) 

23 (0.4%) 

 

 

 

<0.001 

Pandemic 

   Before 

   After 

 

3865 (54.0%) 

3287 (46.0%) 

 

2090 (37.4%) 

3498 (62.6%) 

 

 

<0.001 

 454 

IQR: interquartile range, SD: standard deviation, MI: myocardial infarction, PAD: peripheral 455 

artery disease, PCI: percutaneous coronary intervention, DM: diabetes mellitus, HF: heart 456 

failure, SDD: same day discharge.  457 

  458 
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Figure 1: Same Day Discharge Protocol Diagram.  459 

 460 
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Low-Risk Clinical Criteria

Favorable Angiographic Criteria

Optimal Socio-demographic Criteria

Eligible for Same-Day Discharge

Low-Risk Clinical Criteria (Pre-Procedure)
To be completed in Office

     
       Normal Mental Status and able to verbalize instructions       
       Not presenting with an acute coronary syndrome (N/STEMI)
       Controlled BP <180/100mm/Hg
       GFR ≥ 50cc
       INR < 1.8
       No prolonged or systemic anticoagulation needed post PCI 
       No Hemodynamic instability during PCI       
       No allergy/intolerance to aspirin and/or thienopyridines

Favorable Procedural/Angiographic Criteria (Intra-Procedure)
To be Completed in Cath Lab

       Sheath size ≤ 6F
       Successful PCI
       <50% Residual Stenosis
       TIMI 3 Flow
       No Coronary Dissection
       CP Free post procedure    
       No bifurcation lesion
       No major branches “jailed”
       No rotational atherectomy performed
       No access site complication

Optimal Socio-demographic Criteria (Post-Procedure)
To be Completed in Recovery/Short Stay

       Reliable for follow-up 
       Normal Mental Status and able to verbalize instructions
       Has reliable transportation for discharge
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       Able to pay/obtain medications
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