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Supplemental tables 

Table I. Stent design and protection devices 

 Total 

(n=1,557) 

EVA-3S 

(n=246) 

SPACE 

(n=573) 

ICSS 

(n=738) 

Stent design (n, %)  

Open-cell  595 (38.2) 101 (41.1) 127 (22.2) 367 (49.7) 

Precise RX (Cordis) 263 (16.9) 26 (10.6) 35 (6.1) 202 (27.4) 

Acculink (Guidant/Abbott) 232 (14.9) 70 (28.5) 92 (16.1) 70 (9.5) 

Protégé (EV3) 82 (5.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 82 (11.1) 

Next Stent (Boston Scientific) 3 (0.2) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (0.4) 

Exponent (Medtronic) 3 (0.2) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (0.4) 

Zilver (Cook Medical) 5 (0.3) 5 (2.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

S.M.A.R.T. (Cordis) 7 (0.4) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (0.9) 

Closed-cell 962 (61.8) 145 (58.9) 446 (77.8) 371 (50.3) 

Carotid Wallstent (Boston Scientific) 899 (57.7) 145 (58.9) 436 (76.1) 318 (43.1) 

Xact (Abbott) 58 (3.7) 0 (0.0) 10 (1.7) 48 (6.5) 

Cristallo ideale (Invatec/Medtronic) 5 (0.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (0.7) 

Protection device used (n, %) 950 (61.0) 227 (92.3) 153 (26.7) 570 (77.2) 

Distal filters* 827 (87.1) 160 (70.5) 133 (86.9) 534 (93.7) 

Accunet (Guidant) 15 (1.6) 5 (2.2) 4 (2.6) 6 (1.1) 

Angioguard (Cordis) 124 (13.1) 21 (9.3) 16 (10.5) 87 (15.3) 

Emboshield (Abbott) 131 (13.8) 24 (10.6) 18 (11.8) 89 (15.6) 

Filterwire (Boston Scientific) 374 (39.4) 61 (26.9) 66 (43.1) 247 (43.3) 

Interceptor (Medtronic) 1 (0.1) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (0.2) 

Mednova Neuroshield (Abbott) 29 (3.1) 0 (0.0) 5 (3.3) 24 (4.2) 

Spider (EV3) 153 (16.1) 49 (21.6) 24 (15.7) 80 (14.0) 

Distal occlusion* 86 (9.1) 67 (29.5) 16 (10.5) 3 (0.5) 

Percusurge (Medtronic) 86 (9.1) 67 (29.5) 16 (10.5) 3 (0.5) 

Flow reversal* 34 (3.6) 0 (0.0) 4 (2.6) 30 (5.3) 

Neuroprotection System (GORE) 22 (2.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 22 (3.9) 

Mo.Ma (Invatec) 5 (0.5) 0 (0.0) 4 (2.6) 1 (0.2) 

Parodi AES (Arteria) 7 (0.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (1.2) 

Type of device unknown* 0 0 0 3 (0.5) 

 

Patients with deployed stents and available data on stent type and protection device use are 

included. Data are n/N (%), unless otherwise indicated.*Percentages of all protection devices. 


