Baseline Characteristics of Included Studies
	Study (Year)
	Trial / Comparison
	Groups
(N per arm)
	Mean Age,
years
	Male,
%
	Diabetes,
%
	Hyper-
tension, %
	Smoking,
%
	Prior MI,
%
	Angiographic
Follow-up
	Setting

	Buxton et al, 2020
	RAPCO–RITA
	RA (n=198) vs free RITA (n=196)
	59.2 vs 59.5
	88 vs 91
	11 vs 11
	57 vs 51
	75 vs 73
	38 vs 35
	Median 7.1 y (range 5.0–9.4)
	Single-center RCT; Melbourne, Australia

	Buxton et al, 2020
	RAPCO–SV
	RA (n=113) vs SV (n=112)
	72.6 vs 73.1
	81 vs 81
	44 vs 46
	60 vs 70
	66 vs 68
	38 vs 32
	Median 6.1 y (range 4.6–8.8)
	Single-center RCT; Melbourne, Australia

	Collins et al, 2008
	RSVP Trial
	RA (n=82) vs SV (n=60)
	58 vs 59
	96 vs 97
	18 vs 17
	56 vs 53
	17 vs 10 (current)
	55 vs 48
	5 years
	Single-center RCT; London, UK

	Gaudino et al, 2005
	In-stent restenosis (arterial+venous, 1:1:1 to RITA/RA/GSV)
	Study grp* (n=60) vs Control grp† (n=60)
	65 vs 63
	58 vs 52
	67 vs 37‡
	30 vs 35
	65 vs 62
	—
	Mean 52±11 mo (≈4.3 y)
	Single-center RCT; Rome, Italy

	Desai et al (RAPS), 2004
	Within-patient RA vs SV (paired grafts, different territories)
	N=561 patients (440 with angio f/u)
	61.0±8.5 (single cohort)
	86.6 (13.4% female)
	26.4
	48.3
	18.5 (current)
	47.1
	8–12 months
	Multicenter RCT (13 sites; Canada/NZ)


RA, radial artery; RITA, right internal thoracic artery; SV, saphenous vein; GSV, great saphenous vein; MI, myocardial infarction; f/u, follow-up. 
*Study group = prior in-stent restenosis. †Control group = patent stent at time of CABG. ‡P<0.001 for diabetes between study and control groups; all other between-group comparisons in this table were not significant in the source publications except where noted in the original articles. Desai et al used a within-patient randomized design (each patient received both a radial-artery and a saphenous-vein graft to different coronary territories), so only single-cohort baseline characteristics are reported (not split by graft type).

