
Peretz et al. Eur J Med Res  (2016) 21:45 
DOI 10.1186/s40001-016-0239-4

RESEARCH

The need for maximal sterile barrier 
precaution in routine interventional coronary 
procedures; microbiology analysis
Avi Peretz1,2*†, Fabio Kuzniec3†, Diab Ganem3, Nabeeh Salman3, Dahud Qarawani2,3 and Offer Amir2,3

Abstract 

Background: Maximal sterile barrier precautions (MSBP) including head coverings and face masks are advocated 
for use in invasive procedures, including coronary interventions. The rationale for MSBP assumes it is an obligatory 
measure for infection prevention. However, in many coronary catheterization laboratories, head coverings/face masks 
are not used in daily practice. This study prospectively evaluated the potential hazards of not routinely using head 
coverings/face masks in routine coronary interventions.

Methods: This is a prospective study of ambulatory patients in hospital care. A total of 110 successive elective 
patients undergoing cardiac catheterizations were recruited. Patients were catheterized by several interventional car‑
diologists who employed only routine infection control precautions without head coverings or face masks. For each 
patient, we took blood cultures and cultures from the tips of the coronary catheters and from the sterile saline water 
flush bowl. Cultures were handled and analyzed at our certified hospital microbiology laboratory.

Results: In none of the cultures was a clinically significant bacterial growth isolated. No signs of infection were 
reported later by any of the study patients and there were no relevant subsequent admissions.

Conclusion: Operating in the catheterization lab without head coverings/face masks was not associated with any 
bacterial infection in multiple blood and equipment cultures. Accordingly, we believe that the use of head coverings/
face masks should not be an obligatory requirement and may be used at the interventional cardiologist’s discretion.
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Background
Maximal sterile barrier precautions (MSBP) including 
head coverings and face masks are advocated by pub-
lished guidelines for use in invasive procedures related 
to intravascular catheter placement and replacement 
[1]. The rationale for MSBP is that it protects both the 
operator and the patient from infection transmission 
[2]. Accordingly, the use of MSBP, including the use of a 
cap, mask, sterile gown, sterile gloves, and a sterile full 
body drape, for intravascular catheter insertion and/or 
guide wire exchange was recommended as category IB 

[1, 3]. The original coronary catheterization laboratory 
(cath lab) procedure in the 1970s involved brachial artery 
cut-downs and was, therefore, considered an operation 
requiring complete sterile technique. In 2006, the Soci-
ety for Cardiac Angiography and Interventions (SCAI) 
published infection control guidelines for the cath lab. 
These SCAI infection control guidelines indicated that 
for patient preparation, aseptic technique requires the 
use of cap, mask, sterile gown, sterile gloves, and large 
sterile sheet [4]. The cardiac cath lab has evolved since, 
but remains a complex environment in which implant-
able devices, closure devices, and other equipment must 
be used in a secure sterile fashion. In defining recent cath 
lab protocol, infection control issues generated much 
expert discussion as the Joint Commission considered 
procedures in the cath lab as a sterile procedure, rather 
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than a clean one. Eventually, the 2012 American College 
of Cardiology Foundation/Society for Cardiovascular 
Angiography and Interventions expert consensus docu-
ment on cardiac catheterization laboratory standards 
update noted that it is reasonable to wear hats and masks 
in the cath lab, but they are not mandated except for cer-
tain high-risk procedures—those involving insertion of 
devices, such as prosthetic valves and electrophysiology 
devices, and to close septal defects and patent foramen 
ovale. In these cases it was recommended that each labo-
ratory should have a written protocol for increased sterile 
technique for highly infectious cases that should include 
caps, masks, double gloving, and protective eyewear [5]. 
In general, infectious complications in the cath lab are 
rare, ranging between 0.1 and 0.6% [6]. However, previ-
ous reports did suggest that infection transmission may 
be relevant for interventions done in the cath lab and that 
implementation of “full dressing” protocols decreases 
vascular catheter-related infection [7, 8]. In contrast, 
there is no evidence that rates increase without the use 
of hats and masks. This may explain the “daily practice” 
in which the many of interventional cardiologists in both 
the USA and Europe do not use head coverings and face 
masks. To clarify this debate and the struggle between 
regulatory instructions and daily practice, the purpose of 
the current study was to perform a systematic and thor-
ough microbiological analysis in assessing the potential 
hazards of not using head coverings/face masks in per-
cutaneous coronary interventions done routinely in the 
cath lab. To the best of our knowledge such a study in 
modern cath lab operating mode was not done in recent 
years.

Methods
Patients’ characteristics
A total of 110 successive ambulatory patients undergoing 
elective cardiac catheterizations were recruited. Patient 
characteristics are elaborated in Table 1.

Patients were catheterized by several interventional 
cardiologists who employed only routine infection 

control precautions of standard hand washing, sterile 
gloves, and gowns without head coverings or face masks. 
All the procedures were diagnostic coronary angiograms 
and/or percutaneous coronary interventions. Exclusion 
criteria were: an index procedure for anti-arrhythmic 
device implantation or closure device, hemodialysis, pre-
vious catheters (temporal or permanent), active chemo-
therapy treatment, known immunosuppression status, 
or any recent history of febrile illness and/or antibiotic 
treatment. In each patient, at the end of the procedure in 
the cath lab, we took two sets of blood cultures (aerobic 
and anaerobic), one from a peripheral venous blood sam-
ple and one from the introducer arterial sheath inserted 
for the catheterization procedure. In addition, cultures 
were taken from the tips of the coronary procedure 
catheters and from the sterile saline water flush bowl. 
The study was approved by the IRB of the Poriya Medi-
cal Center, Tiberias, Israel. All patients signed a written 
informed consent prior to their participation.

Microbiology workup
Cultures were handled and analyzed at our certified hos-
pital microbiology laboratory. All blood cultures were 
incubated for a period of 7  days in BACTECTM FX 
(BD Diagnostics, Sparks, MD). This system is designed 
to detect microbial growth from blood specimens by 
measuring released CO2 produced through microorgan-
isms’ metabolism. In case of a positive blood culture, a 
Gram stain would be performed for microorganism iden-
tification in accordance with its morphology and a cul-
ture would be made on a solid growth media for later 
microorganism identification by colony morphology 
characteristics. In addition, tips of catheters were sent 
to the clinical microbiology laboratory for microorgan-
ism colony identification and were seeded using sterile 
tweezers on blood agar plates with 5% sheep blood (BD 
Diagnostics, Sparks, MD). The water solution that was 
sent to the laboratory was spun in a centrifuge for 10 min 
at 3000  rpm and the sediment was seeded on blood 
agar growth media. All cultures were incubated 48  h at 
37 °C. Each suspected bacterial growth was characterized 
by the VITEK 2 system (bioMérieux, Durham, NC), an 
automated system for bacterial identification.

Results
Out of a total of 440 blood culture samples that were 
collected from 110 patients enrolled in the study, six 
were positive (1.3%). None of the patients enrolled in 
the study had more than one positive blood culture. All 
positive blood culture samples were aerobic in nature 
and presented coagulase-negative Staphylococcus (CoNS) 
growth. There was no bacterial growth in all the cultures 
collected from the ends of catheters and rinsing fluid. 

Table 1 General characteristics of patients

Parameter Descriptive statistics n = 110

Age, mean ± SD 57.9 ± 12.4

Man, n (%) 88 (80.0)

Diabetes mellitus, n (%) 42 (38.2)

Hypertension, n (%) 70 (63.6)

Permanent pacemaker, n (%) 6 (5.5)

PCI, n (%) 72 (65.5)
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Further clinical follow-up of the patients demonstrated 
that none of the patients had developed any systemic 
signs of bacteremia or local infection proximate to area 
where the catheters were inserted.

Discussion
The main finding of our current study is that not using 
full MSBP, specifically head coverings and face masks, 
is not associated with any clinically significant bacterial 
growth in either blood cultures, catheter tips, or sterile 
saline solution cultures. In addition, no clinical systemic 
or local infection was noted. To the best of our knowl-
edge, this is the first study done in modern cath lab daily 
practice that focuses on a thorough microbiological 
assessment of such an important clinical question. Our 
current data support the daily practice of many inter-
ventional cardiologists in routine daily procedures done 
in the cath lab—not to use head covering and/or face 
mask as a measure for infection prevention. Our current 
study also supports current guidelines, which label these 
measures as a reasonable option rather than an obliga-
tory one [5]. In this study, all cases of positive blood 
culture showed only in one bottle out of a set of bottles 
taken from the same area of each patient. This finding is 
in addition to coagulase-negative Staphylococcus growth, 
which is part of the normal skin flora, [9] probably due 
to wrong sample taking and lack of antiseptic technique 
use by the staff and not an infection that developed dur-
ing the procedure [10–12]. Although the strict sterile 
techniques used in the operating room are not neces-
sary for most cardiac cath lab procedures, Health Safety 
Guidelines and Usual Precaution Guidelines suggest that 
masks, an eye shield, and protective caps should be worn 
during cardiac catheterization as part of the sterile access 
field preservation [4]. This is why conflicts may occur 
between regulatory supervision bodies and the daily 
practice in many cath labs. We believe that our current 
analysis may clarify the safety of such practice and it will 
be decided by each interventional cardiologist’s discre-
tion rather than by regulatory obligation. The main limi-
tation of our study is the lack of a control arm. Indeed, it 
was our original intention to compare the results half way 
through the study of not using MSBP with a control arm 
of a routine use of MSBP. However, as we realized dur-
ing the study itself that no clinically significant positive 
cultures emerged, we decided to continue with disuse of 
MSBP for the rest of the study. In summary, we demon-
strated a thorough microbiological survey in 110 elec-
tive patients who had routine procedures in the cath lab, 
none of whom had any negative microbiological clinical 
consequences from the practice of not using head cover-
ings or face masks routinely.

Conclusion
Operating in the catheterization lab without head cov-
erings/face masks was not associated with any bacte-
rial infection in multiple blood and equipment cultures. 
Accordingly, we believe that the use of head coverings/
face masks should not be an obligatory requirement 
and may be used at the interventional cardiologist’s 
discretion.

Authors’ contributions
All the authors made substantial contributions to conception and design, 
acquisition of data, as well as in analysis and data interpretation. All the 
authors equally participated in drafting and revising the article critically for 
important intellectual content. All the authors read and approved the final 
manuscript.

Author details
1 Clinical Microbiology Laboratory, Baruch Padeh Medical Center, Tiberias, 
Israel. 2 Faculty of Medicine in the Galilee, Bar Ilan University, Zefat, Israel. 
3 Cardio‑Vascular Institute, Baruch Padeh Medical Center, Poriya, Tiberias, Israel. 

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank Mr. Daud Latif RN for his technical assistance.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 10 October 2015   Accepted: 5 November 2016

References
 1. O’Grady NP, Alexander M, Burns LA, Dellinger EP, Garland J, Heard 

SO, et al. Healthcare Infection Control Practices Advisory Committee 
(HICPAC) (Appendix 1). Summary of recommendations: guidelines for 
the prevention of intravascular catheter‑related infections. Clin Infect Dis. 
2011;52:1087–99.

 2. Carrer S, Bocchi A, Bortolotti M, Braga N, Gilli G, Candini M, et al. Effect of 
different sterile barrier precautions and central venous catheter dressing 
on the skin colonization around the insertion site. Minerva Anestesiol. 
2005;71:197–206.

 3. Boyce JM, Pittet D. Guideline for hand hygiene in health‑care settings: 
recommendations of the Healthcare Infection Control Practices Advisory 
Committee and the HICPAC/SHEA/APIC/IDSA Hand Hygiene Task Force. 
Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol. 2002;23(12 Suppl):S3–40.

 4. Chambers CE, Eisenhauer MD, McNicol LB, Block PC, Phillips WJ, Dehman 
GJ, et al. Members of the Catheterization Lab Performance Stand‑
ards Committee for the Society for Cardiovascular Angiography and 
Interventions. Infection control guidelines for the cardiac catheteriza‑
tion laboratory: society guidelines revisited. Catheter Cardiovasc Interv. 
2006;67:78–86.

 5. Bashore TM, Balter S, Barac A, Byrne JG, Cavendish JJ, Chambers CE, et al. 
American College of Cardiology Foundation/Society for Cardiovascular 
Angiography and Interventions expert consensus document on cardiac 
catheterization laboratory standards update: a report of the American 
College of Cardiology Foundation Task Force on Expert Consensus docu‑
ments developed in collaboration with the Society of Thoracic Surgeons 
and Society for Vascular Medicine. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2012;59:2221–305.

 6. Baddour LM, Bettmann MA, Bolger AF, Epstein AE, Ferrieri P, Gerber MA, 
et al. Nonvalvular cardiovascular device‑related infections. Circulation. 
2003;108:2015–31.

 7. Mermel LA, Maki DG. Infectious complications of Swan‑Ganz pulmonary 
artery catheters pathogenesis, epidemiology, prevention, and manage‑
ment. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 1994;149:1020–36.



Page 4 of 4Peretz et al. Eur J Med Res  (2016) 21:45 

•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:

 8. Sherertz RJ, Ely EW, Westbrook DM, Gledhill KS, Streed SAA, Kiger B, et al. 
Education of physicians‑in‑training can decrease the risk for vascular 
catheter infection. Ann Intern Med. 2000;132:641–8.

 9. Becker K, Heilmann C, Peters G. Coagulase‑negative staphylococci. Clin 
Microbiol Rev. 2014;27:870–926.

 10. Caldeira D, David D, Sampaio C. Skin antiseptics in venous puncture‑site 
disinfection for prevention of blood culture contamination: systematic 
review with meta‑analysis. J Hosp Infect. 2011;77:223–32.

 11. Robert RR. Reducing blood‑culture contamination through an education 
program. J Infus Nurs. 2011;34:49–54.

 12. Rahkonen M, Luttinen S, Koskela M, Hautala T. True bacteremias 
caused by coagulase negative Staphylococcus are difficult to distin‑
guish from blood culture contaminants. Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis. 
2012;31:2639–44.


	The need for maximal sterile barrier precaution in routine interventional coronary procedures; microbiology analysis
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusion: 

	Background
	Methods
	Patients’ characteristics
	Microbiology workup

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Authors’ contributions
	References




