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Abstract: 

Background: Transcatheter closure(TCC) of perimembranous ventricular septal defects(PM-

VSD) and intraconal defects routinely involves either arteriovenous loop formation or direct 

retrograde device deployment from its left ventricular(LV) end. An arterial access is always 

taken for a left ventriculogram.  Direct antegrade cannulation of the defect from the right 

ventricle for TCC avoids complications associated with femoral arterial access and 

arteriovenous loop formation.  

Methods: Feasibility of elective antegrade cannulation for TCC of PM-VSD, intraconal VSD 

and postoperative residual VSD was retrospectively studied over five years from 2019-2023. 

Echocardiographic VSD measurements guided the device selection rather than left 

ventriculographic measurements. Predictors for successful antegrade cannulation and 

transvenous device deployment were analyzed. 

Results: Antegrade cannulation was electively attempted in 116/163(71%) TCC VSD closure 

procedures.  The proportion of cases where this antegrade cannulation was electively 

employed progressively increased from 26% of interventions performed in 2019 to 93% in 

2023. The median age of the study cohort that included 24 infants was 55 months (range 1-

636 months) and the indexed VSD size was 9.2 mm/m
2 
(range 1.7-43.3 mm/m

2
).  Two-thirds 

of patients had varying degrees of pulmonary arterial hypertension. Antegrade cannulation 

was successful in 97(83.6%) patients. In the remaining 19 patients, retrograde cannulation 

from LV aided TCC.  There were no deaths or need for pacemaker implantation. Overall 

procedural success of TCC in this cohort was 99.1%.Device embolization with tricuspid 

chordal tear led to procedural failure in one patient. Four other device embolizations were 

managed successfully by transcatheter retrieval and closure with an upsized device. Young 

age, small body size, large VSD size were significantly associated with successful antegrade 

cannulation.  
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Conclusions: Antegrade cannulation and TCC was feasible in majority of the procedures, 

especially in small patients and large defects. This strategy simplified the procedure without 

arterial access and might replace the routine retrograde device delivery and AV loop 

formation.  

Keywords: Device closure, retrograde cannulation, arterial access, arteriovenous loop, 

technique, occluder device. 

 

 

 

Abbreviation list: 

TCC  - Transcatheter closure 

PM-VSD - Perimembranous ventricular septal defect 

VSD  - ventricular septal defect 

AV  - arteriovenous 

LV  -  left ventricle 

RV  - right ventricle 

NCC  - non coronary cusp 

RCC  - right coronary cusp 

AR  - aortic regurgitation 

PA  -  pulmonary artery 

ADO  - Amplatzer duct occluder 

Konar MF - Konar multifunction occluder 
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Graphical abstract 

 

 

 

An exclusive transvenous antegrade defect cannulation from the right ventricle would avoid 

complications due to arterial access and arteriovenous railroad formation, simplify procedure 

and allow assessment of aortic valve before device release. 
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What is already known:  

 Transcatheter closure of ventricular septal defects around the membranous septum is 

increasingly performed using soft occluder devices with results comparable to 

surgery.   

 Conventional approach involves a retrograde trans-arterial cannulation of the defect or 

arteriovenous loop formation.   

What this study adds:  

 Transvenous antegrade cannulation and device deployment is an alternative attractive 

technique.   

 As this avoids arterial access, additional hardware needed for arteriovenous loop 

formation and allows intraprocedural monitoring of aortic valve, this might replace 

the conventional techniques in future.   
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Introduction: 

Transcatheter closure(TCC) of perimembranous ventricular septal defects(PM-VSD) 

re-emerged as an alternative to surgery in the last decade.  Availability of soft, low-profile 

off-label devices with low radial and clamp force instead of the previous asymmetric 

occluders led to this resurgence.
[1-4]

 TCC achieved comparable results to surgery despite close 

proximity of the VSD to the anteroseptal commissure of the tricuspid valve, non coronary 

cusp(NCC) - right coronary cusp(RCC) commissure of the aortic valve and conduction 

tissue.
[5-9]

 These encouraging results led to adoption of device closure even in infants.
[10]

 

Intraconal VSDs situated below the RCC of the aortic valve, common in oriental population 

were also recently considered amenable for TCC using such soft devices.
[11,12]

 The choice 

among the various off-label device designs were dependent on the anatomical variations 

between the different types of these defects.
[2,13]

 

TCC was routinely performed after an initial left ventricular(LV) angiography from an 

arterial access followed by passage of a guide wire to cross the defect from the LV to the right 

ventricle(RV).  The occluder was retrogradely deployed after exchanging a coronary guide 

catheter or a delivery system from this arterial access.
[12,14]

 Otherwise the guidewire was 

snared from the femoral venous end to establish an arteriovenous(AV) loop.  A similar 

delivery catheter advanced into the aorta or the LV over this AV loop would allow a 

transvenous deployment of an occluder. Another alternative approach involved direct 

cannulation of the VSD from the RV end to advance a delivery catheter and deploy an 

occluder from the venous end.  A similar exclusive use of venous access without an arterial 

puncture made a paradigm shift in TCC of patent arterial ducts.
[15-17]

 PM-VSD and intraconal 

defects were amenable for this antegrade cannulation due to their anatomical location. 

Significant advantages of this strategy were (i) unhindered intraprocedural monitoring for 

aortic regurgitation without any rigid cables across the valve, (ii) avoiding arterial vascular 
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complications by using a single venous access, (iii) simplified procedure without AV loop 

formation that needed additional hardware, (iv) preventing hemodynamic compromise in 

young infants by splinting aortic and tricuspid valve leaflets through the AV loop and (v) 

finally reducing the procedural duration.  

Use of venous access for antegrade cannulation of  PM-VSDs tested in a swine model 

under magnetic resonance fusion imaging was simpler, faster and reduced radiation exposure 

compared to a conventional retrograde approach.
[18]

 Antegrade cannulation of these VSDs 

were occasionally performed by various operators during TCC of these VSDs but the 

numbers were limited. Moreover, the method of crossing the defect was not uniform and no 

studies evaluated the feasibility of antegrade cannulation, success rate of crossing, efficacy 

and safety.
[19-21]

 Analysis of feasibility and safety of antegrade crossing of PM-VSDs, 

intraconal and post-surgical residual defects would determine the factors influencing 

successful antegrade cannulation. 

Methodology: 

This prospective, single-centre study evaluated the feasibility of antegrade 

cannulation during transcatheter VSD closures performed between January 2019 and 

December 2023. Informed written consent was obtained for the intervention. Institutional 

ethics committee approved the study and anonymized reporting of the results. 

Pre procedural assessment: 

All cases of PM-VSDs, intraconal VSDs and post-surgical residual VSDs  were 

evaluated for indication for closure. Symptomatic patients and those with transthoracic 

echocardiographic evidence of left-heart volume overload were considered for TCC. 

Subcostal, apical and parasternal views classified the type of VSD(A-D) based on the extent 

of aortic margin,  presence of membranous septal aneurysm or aneurysm formed by septal 

tricuspid leaflet chordal attachments.
[2,13]

 The size of the defect was measured from the 
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narrowest exit on the RV side of the defect. Whenever this orifice was oval on orthogonal 

views, the larger dimension was considered as the size of the defect.  Device closure were not 

considered if RCC or NCC prolapse was significant with more than grade 2 aortic 

regurgitation(AR) and if the associated cardiac defects were not amenable for transcatheter 

correction. 

Evolution of the procedure: 

  All patients for whom an initial attempt was made to antegradely cannulate the defect 

and achieve a transvenous device closure were included in this study.  Patients planned for an 

elective retrograde transarterial cannulation or elective AV loop formation were excluded. In 

the initial part of the study, PM-VSD without aortic margin needing intraprocedural 

echocardiographic monitoring of the aortic valve for regurgitation and small patients at risk 

of arterial access complications were considered for transvenous antegrade crossing due to 

the previously mentioned advantages. As experience of antegrade cannulation improved, few 

intraconal VSDs and post-surgical residual VSDs in the perimembranous location were also 

electively planned for antegrade crossing from the RV in the later part of the study.  In the last 

two years, each and every case of PM-VSD, intraconal VSD and even post device closure 

residual defects were included for antegrade cannulation strategy. 

Anaesthesia and access: 

 Children less than 12 years underwent the procedure under intravenous conscious 

sedation with ketamine, fentanyl or midazolam, while adolescents and adults received local 

anaesthesia only. Femoral venous access was used in all cases.  Arterial access was used in 

few earlier patients for performing LV angiogram.  In recent times, arterial access was 

avoided and device closure was performed only on echocardiographic guidance. Arterial 

access was taken only when a very large VSD with severe pulmonary hypertension warranted 

a hemodynamic assessment of shunt ratio and pulmonary vascular resistance, or when 
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antegrade cannulation failed. Unfractionated heparin was administered in a dose of 100 U/Kg 

after obtaining the venous access. 

Technique of antegrade crossing: 

 A standardized technique was adopted for crossing the VSD antegrade from the RV. A 

transvenous 4F or 5F Judkins right coronary catheter was advanced into the pulmonary 

artery(PA). While crossing the tricuspid valve, a loop of the guidewire or catheter was 

advanced through the central valve orifice ensuring that the tip of the catheter did not pass 

through the interchordal spaces. After connecting the catheter hub to fluid-filled pressure 

transducer, it was slowly withdrawn from the PA towards the right ventricular inflow.  The 

catheter tip was pointed posteriorly towards the interventricular septum on a shallow left 

anterior oblique(45
o
) and cranial(30

o
) fluoroscopic projection in PM-VSD during this slow 

withdrawal.  A lateral projection with cranial(30
o
) angulation was used in intraconal defects. 

A gentle clockwise and counter-clockwise torque of the catheter would give a cranial or 

caudal angulation respectively to point the catheter tip towards the VSD. A change in  

pressure waveform from RV pattern to LV pattern would indicate the proximity of the 

catheter tip to the VSD.(Figure 1) At this point, either the catheter was gently advanced to 

cannulate the VSD or a 0.035” angled hydrophilic Glidewire(Terumo corporation, Tokyo, 

Japan) was used to cannulate the VSD to enter the LV.  Among the different makes of right 

Judkins catheters, Optitorque(Terumo corporation, Tokyo, Japan) with a less acute primary 

curve was preferred in infants compared to the sharp curve of Infiniti(Cordis, Miami Lakes, 

FL) preferred in older patients. As a more acute curve was desired in adults, internal 

mammary catheters were used in this group.  
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Figure 1: Antegrade cannulation. Tip of a Judkins right coronary catheter facing posteriorly 

towards the ventricular septum in left anterior oblique cranial projection(A) detects a change 

in pressure from right ventricular to left ventricular form(B) when it abuts the ventricular 

septal defect. Advancing the catheter to cannulate the defect(C) followed by an exchange to a 

Mullins sheath over the guidewire(D) allows a left ventricular angiogram from the sidearm of 

the sheath(E) before a transvenous direct device deployment(F). 

 

Advancing the delivery system: 

 After cannulating the VSD and entry into the LV, the catheter or Glidewire was 

exchanged to a Launcher right coronary guide catheter(Medtronic, Santa Rosa, CA) or a 

Mullins sheath(Cook Medical, Bloomington, IN).  When the support from the Glidewire was 

considered inadequate for advancing a Mullins sheath, it was exchanged for a 260cm long 

0.035” Amplatzer Super Stiff wire(Boston scientific, Natick, MA) with 6cm floppy J-tip. 
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Once the delivery catheter or sheath was advanced into a stable position in the LV, contrast 

was injected with hand to obtain a left ventriculogram to identify the location of the VSD and 

the aortic valve to guide the device delivery.  No attempts were made to measure the defect 

size in this angiogram, as all decisions regarding the defect measurements were exclusively 

based on echocardiography.  

Choice of device design and size: 

 The device design was chosen based on the type of PM-VSD as described earlier.
[2,13]

 

The most commonly used devices included Amplatzer duct occluder(ADO), Amplatzer duct 

occluder-II(ADO-II) or Amplatzer muscular VSD occluder(Abbott vascular, Golden Valley, 

MN) and HeartR duct occluder or Konar-MF VSD occluder(Lifetech Scientific, Shenzhen, 

PRC). ADO-II or Konar-MF were soft and preferred for closing intraconal VSD. The devices 

were chosen 0 to 2 mm larger than the defect size measured by transthoracic 

echocardiography. Other devices such as Piccolo(Abbott vascular, Golden Valley, MN) and 

Memopart muscular VSD occluder(Lepu Medical, Beijing, PRC) were rarely used. 

Oversizing was avoided in very small infants and defects without aortic margin. 

Device deployment  

The devices were deployed from the transvenous delivery catheter.  Pressure from the 

tip of the delivery catheter was monitored through the side-arm of the Mullins sheath or using 

a Y-connector for the guide catheters.  This allowed precise LV and RV disc deployment 

when the pressure waveform transitioned from LV pattern to RV pattern during a progressive 

withdrawal of the delivery sheath.  Additional guidance was also obtained from a 

transthoracic echocardiogram. Echocardiographic guidance was crucial when the LV and RV 

pressures were similar in patients with severe hyperkinetic pulmonary hypertension.  

Transesophageal echocardiogram was not used. The appropriateness of the device position, 

its stability and presence of residual flows, occurrence of AR, if any, were assessed by 
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transthoracic echocardiography before releasing the device. If new onset AR was noted, the 

device was either repositioned or changed to get acceptable results.  

Failure of antegrade cannulation 

Whenever antegrade crossing failed, an arterial access was taken and the VSD was 

crossed retrogradely in the conventional manner.  Subsequently the device was deployed 

either retrograde from the same arterial catheter or antegradely from a transvenous sheath 

placed after formation of an AV loop. 

Post-procedural care and follow-up: 

 Haemostasis was achieved by manual compression. Patients were monitored for 

rhythm disturbances, valvular or vascular complications for 1-2 days after the procedure. No 

anticoagulation or antiplatelets were advised on discharge. Clinical, electrocardiographic and 

echocardiographic evaluation were performed at 1-month, 6-month follow-up and yearly 

thereafter. At each follow up visit, rhythm abnormalities, presence and severity of valvular 

regurgitation, residual leaks and their significance were assessed. 

Statistical analysis: 

Statistical analysis was performed using IBM SPSS Statistics version-25(IBM Corp, 

Armonk, NY). Categorical variables were expressed as a frequency or a percentage. 

Continuous variables were presented as median with range or mean with standard deviation 

as appropriate. Chi-square test was used for categorical variables and Mann-Whitney U test 

for continuous variables during assessment of predictors of failed antegrade cannulation. 

Wilcoxon signed rank test was used to evaluate the effect of VSD closure on Weight z-score, 

LV dimensions and severity of valvular regurgitations on follow up. A value for p-value less 

than 0.05 was considered statistically significant.  
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Results: 

Among a total of 163 cases of PM-VSDs, intraconal and post-surgical residual VSD 

in membranous location that underwent device closure during the 5-year study period, an 

elective attempt was made to antegradely cannulate the VSD from the RV in 116 cases(71%) 

as the initial technique of crossing the defect. They formed the study group.  This included  

101 of 133 PM-VSDs(75.9%), 13 of 20 intraconal VSDs(65%) and 2 of 10(20%) post-

surgical residual VSDs.(Figure 2) The proportion of cases where we elected to antegradely 

cannulate the VSD increased from  25.6% of the VSD device closures in the first year of the 

study to almost 93% of cases in the last year of the study.(Figure 3) 

 

 

 

Figure 2: Flow chart of the study group.  Among 163 device closure of ventricular septal 

defects near the membranous septum, an elective antegrade cannulation was adopted in 116 
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patients with successful transvenous procedure completion in 97 patients.  The remaining 19 

patients had retrograde transarterial cannulation.  Overall procedural success was obtained in 

115 patients, that accounted for 99.1%.  

 

 

 

Figure 3: Adoption of antegrade cannulation strategy over years. While an elective 

antegrade cannulation was followed only in 26% of transcatheter ventricular septal defect 

device closures in 2019, it increased to 93% in 2023 as the confidence in the strategy 

improved. Even though the procedural success (83.6% overall) did not vary over the years, 

use of arterial access reduced over time with complete reliance on periprocedural 

echocardiography.  
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Patient details: 

The median age of the cohort that included 24 infants was 55 months.(Table 1) The 

youngest child was one-month-old weighing 2.3kg with a 4.5mm PM-VSD and moderate 

hyperkinetic pulmonary hypertension and was ventilator dependent due to heart failure and 

refractory pneumonia. 38 patients(32.8%) had malnutrition with weight Z-score ≤ 2. 

Indications for closure was symptomatic state in 71 patients(61.2%) and left heart volume 

overload in the rest. Preprocedural electrocardiographic abnormalities included conduction 

disturbances in 14 patients(12.1%) and ventricular hypertrophy in 64 patients(55.2%), 

detailed in Table 1.  

Echocardiographic findings: 

The indexed VSD size on echocardiography was 9.2(IQR 5.5-14.8) mm/m
2
.  

Pulmonary arterial hypertension was found in more than two-thirds of the patients, most of 

whom were young infants with relatively large defects. Ten patients had non-restrictive 

defects with near-systemic pulmonary artery pressures.(Figure 4)  Type D and C defects were 

the most frequent and accounted for more than 60% of the 101 PM-VSDs.[2,13] Mild aortic 

cusp prolapse in 17 patients involved RCC in 15(7 PM-VSD and 8 intraconal defects) and 

NCC in two PM-VSDs.(Table 2)  Even though 9 included patients had baseline AR (trivial in 

7 and mild in 2), two patients with mild AR and one patient with trivial AR did not show a 

close proximity of the VSD edges to the aortic annulus indicating  an independent mechanism 

for AR unrelated to the VSD.  Mild and moderate tricuspid regurgitation(TR) was identified 

in 21 and 4 patients respectively. Indirect Gerbode defect was identified as a possible 

contributor for TR in 14(12.1%) cases.  
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Figure 4: Transcatheter closure of large ventricular septal defect. Subxiphoid(A) and 

apical(B) views in a 2-year-old child weighing 8.5kg shows a large nonrestrictive 

perimembranous ventricular septal defect(arrow) between left ventricle(LV) and right 

ventricle(RV) with minimal left heart enlargement indicating severe pulmonary hypertension. 

Pulmonary artery pressure is similar to aortic pressure in room air(C) but shows acute 

vasodilator response to inhaled nitric oxide and oxygen(D).  Antegrade cannulation of the 

defect(E) allows echocardiographically guided device closure(F) confirmed by 

fluoroscopy(G).  Follow-up echocardiogram at six months(H) shows complete closure. 

 

Procedural data: 

Most procedures were performed under intravenous sedation or local anaesthesia and 

only 4 young infants needed general anaesthesia. Right femoral venous access was used in all 

cases. Among the 46 cases who required arterial access, sixteen were necessitated only after a 

failed antegrade cannulation. Reason for arterial access in the remaining 30 patients included 

hemodynamic evaluation of shunt and vascular resistance, left ventriculography for 

delineating multiple PM-VSD jets, coronary angiography in adults and angiographic 
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documentation of aortic cusp prolapse.  Antegrade cannulation was successful in 97(83.6%) 

cases including 85.1% of PM-VSDs, 69.2% of intraconal defects and 100% of post-surgical 

residual defects. Antegrade crossing was uniformly successful in all the 24 infants.  

Outcome after a successful antegrade cannulation: 

Among the 97 cases where antegrade crossing was successful, the device could be 

successfully deployed in first attempt from venous access in 86(88.7%) cases.(Table 3) Of the 

remaining 11 patients, two had residual flow through an additional fenestration, four had 

prolapse of the device into the RV, three had embolization of the device to pulmonary artery 

immediately after release and two had occurrence of AR.  Residual flow through additional 

fenestration was successfully closed by a second device delivered retrograde in one patient 

with post-surgical residual defect and a second antegrade cannulation in the other with 

denovo type-D PM-VSD.  When the undersized devices prolapsed into the RV in 4 cases, 

antegrade cannulation was repeated to successfully deploy another upsized device.  All the 

three embolized devices were retrieved immediately and device was upsized after a repeat 

antegrade cannulation.  Aortic regurgitation after ADO-II deployment related to its large LV 

disc in one patient was managed by retrieval, antegrade recannulation and closure with a 

HeartR duct occluder which protruded less on the LV side.  In the other patient with AR, the 

initial Memopart muscular device was successfully changed to ADO-II device. 

Procedural failure 

After successful antegrade cannulation and HeartR duct occluder deployment  in one 

patient weighing 7.4kg with type D PM-VSD, moderate pulmonary hypertension and a thin 

inter-chordal septal aneurysm, the device embolized into the PA in the recovery room.  

Echocardiogram showed chordal rupture of tricuspid valve leaflet.  This patient underwent 

surgical device retrieval, pericardial patch closure of VSD and tricuspid valve repair.  

Unsuccessful initial antegrade cannulation 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 29, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.28.24308078doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.05.28.24308078
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


 18 

Attempt to initially cannulate from venous end was unsuccessful in 19 patients, where 

the defect was crossed retrogradely with an arterial catheter.  This was followed by a 

retrograde device delivery in 9 patients and AV loop formation in 10 patients.  Among the 9 

former patients with a retrograde device deployment, eight procedures were successful and 

one had AR after device placement, managed by retrieval, AV loop formation and successful 

antegrade delivery of the device in a deeper location avoiding a contact with the aortic valve.  

Among the 10 cases with AV loop formation, antegrade deployment was successful in first 

attempt in 7 patients. It failed in three due to device prolapse into the RV in one, embolization 

to PA in another and sheath kink preventing device deployment in the last patient.  When the 

undersized device prolapsed into the RV, it was successfully upsized.  Embolized device in 

one patient was retrieved and successfully replaced with another upsized device.  Sheath kink 

in the last patient was finally managed by retrograde deployment of ADO-II.   Overall 

success of TCC was achieved in 115 patients(99.1%). The initial selected device was upsized 

or changed in 15 patients.(Table 2)  

Factors predicting success of antegrade crossing: 

Various factors including patient age and size, type of VSD, indexed VSD size , 

experience over the years within the study period were evaluated to determine the predictors 

of successful antegrade crossing.(Table 3) Young age, small body size, large indexed VSD 

size were significantly associated with a successful antegrade cannulation from the RV side.  

Type of VSD, presence of septal aneurysm, year of experience did not influence the success 

in antegrade cannulation.   

Postprocedural complications: 

Valvular complications: 

Post procedural significant TR was seen in three cases, of whom surgery performed 

for one case associated with device embolization was described earlier. In two other patients, 
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conservative management was adopted for moderate regurgitation as they were asymptomatic 

without any systemic venous congestion. While preprocedural AR was identified in 9 

patients(trivial in 7 and mild in 2), 30 patients had AR on follow-up echocardiography, which 

was trivial in 22 and mild in eight patients.  None of these patients had clinical findings of 

AR on examination.  A similar conservative management was adopted due to asymptomatic 

state and lack of progress with time.  

Arrhythmias: 

None of the patients needed a permanent or temporary pacemaker implantation. 

Transient intraprocedural complete heart block in two patients before device release 

recovered after reducing the tension on the delivery cable.(Table 3) Similarly left bundle 

branch block noted in one patient recovered within few minutes.  These three patients 

received a short course of intravenous steroids and uneventful observation for few days. 

While preprocedural left anterior hemiblock, right bundle branch block and bifascicular 

block(combination of the above) was identified in 6,2 and 6 patients, post procedural follow-

up electrocardiogram showed the above mentioned abnormalities in 9,3 and 5 patients 

respectively. None of the patients had persistent left bundle branch block, complete heart 

block or high grade conduction disturbances. 

Device embolization: 

 Device embolization occurred in 4 cases with PM-VSD and one with post surgical 

residual defect immediately after release or within hours.  Three embolized ADO II devices 

were retrieved and replaced by upsized Konar MF occluders. Among the two others involving 

HeartR duct occluders, one embolization into descending thoracic aorta due to faulty 

deployment was managed by retrieval and a secure redeployment of the same device.  The 

other embolization to pulmonary artery in a patient with thin interchordal septal aneurysm 

was sent for surgery as there was significant TR, described earlier.  
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Vascular complications: 

There were no immediate post-procedural venous access complications.  However 

deep vein thrombosis was identified in one patient on fifth day when she presented with leg 

edema and treated with oral anticoagulation. Among the 46 cases where arterial access was 

used, 6 patients needed additional doses of heparin for recovery of arterial patency and none 

of them needed thrombolysis.  There was no femoral artery occlusion on follow-up.  

Follow up data: 

Follow-up was complete in all 115 patients who underwent successful VSD device 

closure. The median follow-up duration was 25 months(1-61 months).  In two infants, there 

was significant residual leak on follow up and elective second device closure of the residual 

leaks were performed after 2 and 13 months following the initial procedure. While 30 

patients had residual flows on predischarge echocardiography, there was a significant 

reduction on the last follow-up, when 18 patients had trivial insignificant residual flows(P 

value 0.006). The mean LV internal dimension z-scores in diastole and systole also 

significantly reduced from 0.81 and 0.73 respectively before the procedure to -0.45 and 0.14 

on follow-up.(Table 4)  

Discussion: 

Randomized trials and few meta-analysis establishing safety of TCC of PM-VSDs has 

led to an increased acceptance of the procedure in the last decade.
[6-9]

 The concept of using a 

transvenous access alone to antegradely cannulate the VSD from the RV and perform a 

successful closure seems interesting with theoretical possibility of lesser complications 

associated with arterial vascular sheaths and shorter procedural time.  A similar approach has 

become the standard of care in many centres performing transcatheter PDA closure.
[15-17]

  

Avoidance of AV loop formation reduces the need for additional hardware and prevents 

hemodynamic compromise from aorto-tricuspid splinting especially in small patients. 
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However avoiding a good quality LV angiography that assists in fluoroscopic measurements 

increases the reliance on echocardiography during the antegrade cannulation strategy.  

This idea of elective transvenous cannulation was tested in swine models almost 15 

years ago, however was not actively pursued by interventionalists.
[18]

 Antegrade crossing was 

documented in only a few cases, the process of crossing was not uniform and there was no 

data to study the efficacy of this antegrade cannulation approach.
[19-21]

 Our present study 

evaluated the feasibility, efficacy and safety of antegrade transvenous crossing of PM-VSDs, 

intraconal VSDs and post surgical residual VSDs for the first time in literature. 

Elective antegrade cannulation strategy: 

Antegrade crossing of the VSD from the RV was  reported in 20% to 40% of 

procedures in previous published studies.
[19-21]

 However, there was no data about the 

proportion of cases where it was attempted to determine the success rate of antegrade 

cannulation. An apprehension of anteroseptal tricuspid commissure acting as a curtain near 

the RV exit of most PM-VSDs prevented the interventionist from opting for an exclusive 

transvenous approach.  In our centre, antegrade cannulation was attempted in 71% of 

transcatheter VSD device closures with increasing attempts over the period of the study from 

around 26% in 2019 to 93% in 2023. The procedural success of antegrade approach was 

83.6% in our study indicating that this strategy was technically feasible and effective in 

majority of the cases.  

Factors influencing success of antegrade cannulation 

Analysis of factors that predicted failure of the antegrade cannulation strategy 

indicated that older age, higher body surface area with relatively small defect size were 

associated with an unsuccessful attempt. On the contrary, younger and smaller patients with 

relatively larger defects had a successful antegrade cannulation.  Avoidance of arterial access 

in small infants would reduce the access site complications.
[22,23]

  Similarly avoiding AV loop 
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formation would simplify the procedure in infants and reduce procedural hypotension from 

splinting the heart valves.
[24]

 Even though the success of a procedure would be expected to 

improve with experience, there was no significant difference in success rates over the years in 

our study.  This could be due to our attempts to primarily opt for antegrade cannulation in 

only selected PM-VSD patients in early years of study that changed to near-universal use of 

this strategy in almost every case of PM-VSD, intraconal VSD and post-surgical residual 

VSDs in the recent years.  

Benefits of antegrade cannulation: 

 As this approach used exclusive venous access without a need for arterial sheath, 

complications from arterial access reported from 6.8% to as high as 33.7% from various 

studies were avoided.
[25-27]

 Infants prone for femoral arterial thrombosis accounted for more 

than 20% of our patients. Avoiding AV loop reduced the hardware, simplified the procedure 

and reduced the complications. This might reduce the procedural and fluoroscopic time 

which was 45 and 13.3 minutes respectively in our study, though this was not compared to 

those who had AV loop formation. Transvenous antegrade cannulation would facilitate sheath 

placement in LV for a device deployment in patients with aortic valve prolapse. This 

technique was particularly relevant in 14.6% of our patients who had aortic valve prolapse, 

where a retrograde transarterial delivery would preclude aortic valve monitoring and AV loop 

technique would necessitate manevering of the delivery system from aorta to LV before 

device delivery.  

Complications of antegrade crossing: 

As complications arising out of arterial access were inherently avoided in this 

antegrade transvenous cannulation technique, it was imperative to identify other potential 

complications related to atrioventricular nodal conduction, tricuspid and aortic valve 

function. Aortic valve interference would be the least expected problem with antegrade 
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cannulation as the delivery catheter would mostly stay away from the leaflets compared to the 

other methods.  Regarding intraprocedural evaluation of tricuspid valve function during the 

device deployment, antegrade approach would not allow a precise echocardiographic 

evaluation till the release of the device. 25 patients had preprocedural mild to moderate TR, 

of whom 14 patients demonstrated an indirect Gerbode phenomenon.  Post-procedural 

follow-up echocardiogram showed TR in 30 patients, of whom two had a moderate leak.  

Even though this moderate TR in two patients did not result in systemic venous congestion 

and reach clinical significance, inability to assess tricuspid valve function before the device 

release from the cable remained a handicap of this technique. 

Impact on atrioventricular conduction system 

The conduction tissue located in the posteroinferior margin of the VSD could be 

potentially injured during antegrade cannulation or device delivery. Preprocedural right 

bundle branch block or left anterior hemiblock identified in 12% of our patients would 

indicate the inherent conduction differences in these patients, especially more common in 

postoperative residual defects in the membranous septum.  Postprocedural conduction system 

disturbances were identified in 18% of our patients, but majority of them were transient and 

clinically irrelevant. This was not significantly higher compared to the incidence ranging 

from 21.8% to 35.7% from the studies that meticulously identified all post-procedural 

arrhythmias.
[28-30]

 Left anterior hemiblock was the most common abnormality similar to the 

experience from other studies.
[31]

 As the surgical anatomy identified the conduction system to 

be closer to the LV side of the defect than the RV side, a transvenous antegrade cannulation 

from the RV end might not increase the possibility of post-procedural complications.
[32] 

 

Limitations of the study: 

The number of attempts or the fluoroscopic duration required to cross the defect was 

not evaluated since the study was performed in an academic institution and initial attempts 
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were done by trainees in most cases. However the median total fluoroscopic time of the 

procedure was 13.3 minutes only.  This study also did not compare the results of antegrade 

approach to the conventionally followed approach that involved either a retrograde device 

delivery or an AV loop formation.  Such a comparison would identify if antegrade technique 

would reduce the procedural duration or the complication rates. 

Conclusions: 

Antegrade cannulation of PM-VSDs, intraconal VSDs and residual VSDs in the 

perimembranous location followed by transvenous device delivery was found feasible in 

majority of the patients. Small patients with relatively large defects were the best candidates 

for this procedure.  As this technique reduced the need for arterial sheaths and procedural 

complexity of AV loop formation, it was advantageous in infants. Transient conduction 

abnormalities identified following the procedure were clinically insignificant. An exclusive 

transvenous strategy might replace the currently followed retrograde device delivery or AV 

loop formation in future at least in small infants and young patients.  
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Figure legends: 

Graphical abstract:  An exclusive transvenous antegrade defect cannulation from the right 

ventricle would avoid complications due to arterial access and arteriovenous railroad 

formation, simplify procedure and allow assessment of aortic valve before device release. 

Figure 1: Antegrade cannulation. Tip of a Judkins right coronary catheter facing posteriorly 

towards the ventricular septum in left anterior oblique cranial projection(A) detects a change 

in pressure from right ventricular to left ventricular form(B) when it abuts the ventricular 

septal defect. Advancing the catheter to cannulate the defect(C) followed by an exchange to a 

Mullins sheath over the guidewire(D) allows a left ventricular angiogram from the sidearm of 

the sheath(E) before a transvenous direct device deployment(F). 

Figure 2: Flow chart of the study group.  Among 163 device closure of ventricular septal 

defects near the membranous septum, an elective antegrade cannulation was adopted in 116 

patients with successful transvenous procedure completion in 97 patients.  The remaining 19 

patients had retrograde transarterial cannulation.  Overall procedural success was obtained in 

115 patients, that accounted for 99.1%.  

Figure 3: Adoption of antegrade cannulation strategy over years. While an elective 

antegrade cannulation was followed only in 26% of transcatheter ventricular septal defect 

device closures in 2019, it increased to 93% in 2023 as the confidence in the strategy 

improved. Even though the procedural success (83.6% overall) did not vary over the years, 

use of arterial access reduced over time with complete reliance on periprocedural 

echocardiography.  

Figure 4: Transcatheter closure of large ventricular septal defect. Subxiphoid(A) and 

apical(B) views in a 2-year-old child weighing 8.5kg shows a large nonrestrictive 

perimembranous ventricular septal defect(arrow) between left ventricle(LV) and right 

ventricle(RV) with minimal left heart enlargement indicating severe pulmonary hypertension. 
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Pulmonary artery pressure is similar to aortic pressure in room air(C) but shows acute 

vasodilator response to inhaled nitric oxide and oxygen(D).  Antegrade cannulation of the 

defect(E) allows echocardiographically guided device closure(F) confirmed by 

fluoroscopy(G).  Follow-up echocardiogram at six months(H) shows complete closure. 

Table legends 

Table 1: Baseline patient characteristics 

Table 2: Procedural data 

Table 3: Predictors of successful antegrade cannulation 

Table 4: Follow-up data 
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Table 1: Baseline patient characteristics 

 Total number of patients - 116  

Age (months)* 55 (1-636)  IQR 17.75-120.75 

Age ≤ 12 months 
†
 24 (20.7) 

Age >12 years
†
 21 (18.1) 

Male gender
†
 58 (50) 

Weight (Kg) * 15.75 (2.3 - 79) IQR 9.6-29.8 

Weight Z-score* -1.25 (-7 to 1.92) IQR -2.4 to -1.25 

Height (cm) * 105 (44-177) IQR 80.25-137.75 

Symptoms
†
 

Growth failure 

Dyspnoea, heart failure 

Frequent lung infections 

71 (61.2) 

37 (31.9) 

21 (18.1) 

19 (16.4) 

Pre-existing bundle branch block
†
 

Left anterior hemiblock 

RBBB 

Bifascicular block 

 

6 (5.2) 

2 (1.7) 

6 (5.2) 

Ventricular hypertrophy
†
 

Biventricular hypertrophy 

Left ventricular hypertrophy 

 

32 (27.6) 

32 (27.6) 

Type of VSD
†
 

PMVSD 

       Type A 

       Type B 

       Type C 

       Type D 

Intraconal VSD 

Post-surgical residual VSD 

 

101      (87.1) 

       9   (7.8) 

       20 (17.2) 

       35 (30.2) 

       37 (31.9) 

13        (11.2) 

2           (1.7) 

VSD size in mm* 6 (3-16) IQR 5-7 

Indexed VSD size in mm/m
2
 BSA* 9.2 (1.7-43.3) IQR 5.5-14.8 

Aortic regurgitation
†
 

Trivial 

Mild 

 

7 (6) 

2 (1.7) 

Tricuspid regurgitation
†
 

Mild 

Moderate 

 

21 (18.1) 

4 (3.4) 

LVID end diastole Z score* 

LVID end systole Z score* 

0.81 (-1.89 to 5.43) IQR 0.17 to 1.9 

0.73 (-2.45 to 4.57)  IQR 0.1 to 1.8 

PA:Aortic systolic pressure ratio* 0.3(0.16-1.0) IQR 0.25-0.45 

Pulmonary Artery Hypertension
†
 

Mild 

Moderate 

Severe 

80 (68.9) 

53 (45.7) 

17 (14.7) 

10 (8.6) 
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RBBB- Right bundle branch block, PMVSD-Perimembranous ventricular septal defect, 

LVID- Left ventricular internal dimension, PA-pulmonary artery, BSA-body surface area 

*Data expressed in median, range and interquartile range(IQR), 
†
Data expressed in frequency 

and proportion 
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Table 2: Procedural data 

 

 N-116 

Anaesthesia* 

Intravenous sedation 

Local anaesthesia 

Mechanical ventilation 

 

100 (86.2) 

12 (10.3) 

4 (3.4) 

Arterial access*            46 (39.7) 

Successful antegrade cannulation*            97 (83.6) 

Device deployment (n-118)*
 
2

nd
 device in 2 patients 

Retrograde 

Antegrade 

 

8 (6.8) 

110 (93.2) 

First Device attempted (n-118)*
 
 

Duct occluder 

Amplatzer duct occluder II 

Konar MF occluder 

Muscular VSD device 

Piccolo occluder 

Others 

 

42 (35.6) 

54 (45.8) 

11 (9.3) 

5 (4.2) 

2 (1.7) 

4 (3.4) 

Final Device deployed (n-118)
 
* 

Duct occluder 

Amplatzer duct occluder II 

Konar MF occluder 

Muscular VSD device 

Piccolo occluder 

Others 

 

40 (33.9) 

48 (40.7) 

19 (16.1) 

5 (4.2) 

2 (1.7) 

4 (3.4) 

Need for change of device (n-118)* 

Insufficient oversizing 

Embolization 

Significant aortic regurgitation 

15 (12.7) 

8 (6.8) 

5 (4.2) 

2 (1.7) 

Procedural failure* 1 (0.9) 

Procedural complications* 

      Vascular* 

Transient pulse loss 

Deep vein thrombosis 

      Device embolization* 

      Rhythm complications* 

Transient junctional rhythm 

Transient complete heart block 

Transient Wenckebach phenomenon 

Transient left bundle branch block 

Left anterior fascicular block 

Supraventricular tachycardia 

32 (27.6) 

 

6 (5.2) 

1 (0.9) 

            5 (4.3) 

 

4 (3.4) 

2 (1.7) 

2 (1.7) 

1 (0.9) 

10 (8.6) 

2 (1.7) 

Residual leak post procedure (115)*
 
 

Minimal 

Mild 

Moderate 

30 (26.1) 

18 (15.7) 

11 (9.6) 

1 (0.9) 

Duration of hospitalization (days)
 †
 3        IQR 2-4 

Procedural time (min)
 †
 45      IQR 30-65 
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Fluoroscopy time (min)
 †
 13.3   IQR 9-21.3 

Dose area product (mGray.cm
2
)

 †
 8593  IQR 3910-19542 

 

*Data expressed in frequency and proportion
  

†
Data expressed in median and interquartile range(IQR) 
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Table 3: Predictors of successful antegrade cannulation 

 

 Successful antegrade 

crossing (n-97) 

Failed antegrade crossing 

(n-19) 

P 

Value 

Age in months
†
 48 (1-600) IQR 13-99 119 (14-636) IQR 53-168 0.016

‡
 

VSD size (mm)
 †

 6 (3-16) IQR5-7 6 (3-9.5) IQR5-7 0.3
‡
 

Indexed VSD size 

(mm/m2)
 †

 

9.62 (1.7-43.3) 

IQR 5.9-16.7 

4.95 (3.1-11.6) 

IQR 3.95-10 

0.001
‡
 

Weight (Kg)
 †
 15 (2.3-79) IQR 8-26.5 25 (9.7-75) IQR 13.8-55 0.006

‡
 

Height (cm)
 †
 99 (44-174) IQR 80-135 121 (74-177) IQR 102-159 0.01

‡
 

Experience over years* 

2019 

2020 

2021 

2022 

2023 

 

7 (70%) 

16 (84%) 

19 (83%) 

21 (84%) 

34 (87%) 

 

3 (30%) 

3 (16%) 

4 (17%) 

4 (16%) 

5 (13%) 

 

0.78
§
 

Type of VSD* 

PMVSD 

Intraconal 

Residual 

 

86 (85.1) 

9 (69.2) 

2 (100) 

 

15 (14.9) 

4 (30.8) 

0 

 

0.28
§
 

PMVSD type* 

Type A 

Type B 

Type C 

Type D 

 

7 (77.8) 

19 (95) 

27 (77.1) 

33 (89.2) 

 

2 (22.2) 

1 (5) 

8 (22.9) 

4 (10.8) 

 

0.26
§
 

Aneurysm* 60 (83.3) 12 (16.7) 0.91
§
 

PMVSD- Perimembranous ventricular septal defect 
†
 Data expressed in median and range, *Data expressed in frequency and proportion 

‡ 
Mann Whitney U test 

§
Chi square test 
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Table 4:  Follow up data 

 

 N-115 P value
§
 

Follow up duration (months)
 †
 25 (1-61) IQR 8-42  

Weight (Kgs)
 †
 17.9 (3.04-79)  

Weight Z-score
†
 -0.72 (-3.3 to 1.92)  IQR-1.8 to 0.4 0.104

‡
 

LVID end diastole Z score
†
 -0.45 (-3.59 to 3.16) IQR -0.83 to 0.24 <0.001

‡ 

LVID end systole  Z score
†
 0.14 (-2.77 to 2.82) IQR -0.67 to 0.76 0.001

‡
 

Tricuspid leak at last follow up* 

Mild 

Moderate 

 

28 (24.3) 

2 (1.7) 

0.470
‡
 

Aortic regurgitation at follow up* 

Mild 

Trivial 

 

8 (6.9) 

22 (19.1) 

<0.001
‡
 

Bundle branch block
†
 

Left anterior hemiblock 

Bifascicular block 

RBBB 

 

9 (7.8) 

5 (4.3)  

3 (2.6) 

0.222
‡
 

Device closure for residual leak* 2 (1.7)  

Residual at follow up*  Trivial 18 (15.7) 0.006
‡
 

LVID- Left ventricular internal diameter, RBBB-right bundle branch block 
†
 Data expressed in median and range, *Data expressed in frequency and proportion 

‡
Wilcoxon signed rank test, 

§
P value comparing the parameters from baseline mentioned in 

Table 1 except for residual leak which compares immediate post procedure mentioned in 

Table 2 to leak during the last follow-up 
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