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I have read with interest the paper entitled “Graft Angiography Through Right Radial Artery:

A Retrospective Cohort Study”. The idea behind this work is certainly interesting, but the

paper is not so original. In literature, there are a lot of papers about this topic, including many

more patients (https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25791214/ -

 https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27372195/). The paper offers a good overview of the most

important clinical and instrumental issues regarding angiography through the radial artery. It

is clearly written. There are no special ethical concerns. I think the major foul of the paper is

the title, which is unclear: Which type of graft are we talking about? What type of

angiography? It is necessary to read the article to comprehend that we are talking about

coronary angiograms. The authors could add the term coronary to the title. In addition, in my

opinion, there are many issues that should be investigated, such as operators' experience or

the use of pressure devices.
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