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IMPLANT DATE PERIOD

PATIENT PROFILE AT

TIME OF IMPLANT < 2010 2010 -2011 2012 -2013 (Jan-Mar) TOTAL
n % n % n % n %
1 Critical Cardio Shock 75 24 .0 % 108 10.3 % g2 9.1 % 265 1.7 %
2 Progressive Decline 36.9 % 849 37.6 %
3 Stable butInotrope
dependent 41 13.1 % 301 289 % 275 30.5 % 617 27.3%
T
4 Resting Symptoms 36 11.5% 188 18.0 % 158 175 % 382 16.9 %
§ Exertion intolerant 10 32% 36 3.4 % 42 46 % 88 3.9%
6 Exertion limited 3 09 % 19 1.8 % 14 15 % 36 1.5%
7 Advanced NYHA
Class 3 3 0.9 % 4 0.3 % 10 1.1 % 17 0.7 %
TOTAL 312 100.0 % 1041 100.0 % a01 |ﬁﬁﬁ @ol 2254 100.0 %
Hthag Event: Death (censored at transplantation or recovery)
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30% Pre-Implant Patient Profile
' Level 1 - Critical Cardiogenic Shock (n = 217, deaths = 85)
20% Level 2 - Progressive Decline (n = 797, deaths = 244)
‘ Level 3 - Stable but Inotrope Dependent (n = 605, deaths = 143)
10% Level 4 - Resting Symptoms (n = 374, deaths = 104)
0% Levels 5,6,7 - All Others (n = 135, deaths = 36) p (dverall) = 0.0006
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3 centres
101 patients

ntermacs 1(28) _
ntermacs 2-3 (49) =
ntermacs 4-7 (24) =
Overall Survival
404 Group3vs1: p=0.011
Group 3 vs 2: p =0.065
204 Group 2vs 1: p=0.18
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93.5 95.8

Group3vs1: p=0.02

Group3vs2: p=0.59
Group2vs1: p<0.009

Group 1 Group2 Group3

(n=27)

(n=48) (n=24)

AN

AN

a1 Group 3 vs 1: p<0.001
Group 3vs 2: p<0.001
Group 2vs 1: p=0.62

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3
(n=27) (r=48) (n=24)

AJ Boyle et al. JHLT 2011, 30: 402
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La Pitie-Salpétriere: 2005-2011
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Avant la dysfonction biventriculaire

The Fourth INTERMACS Annual Report: 4,000 implants
and counting

K Kirklin et al.
100 Primary implants: n=4366
00 By Device Type
80
LVYADs, n=3899, deaths=720
70 - TAHs, n=99, <
g 60 deaths=19
& sof | T
5 /S TT—— e e
g 40 | BiVADs, n=368, deaths=129
° Month LVADs BIVADs TAHs
30 3mo 90% 70% 85%
6mo 86% 62% 68%
20F Pp(overall) <.0001 12mo 80% 55%  54%
10 24 mo 69% 53% -
Event Death (censored at transplant or explant recover',r)
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Patient Transplant | Recovery
Status Status Status
Alive [Dead| No | Yes | No | Yes | Total

Pre-Implant Device Strategy
BTT - pt currently listed 422 86| 306| 202| 496 12| 508
BTT - pt likely to be elig 227 61| 192 86| 273 5| 278
BTT- pt moderately likely to be elig 65 25 70 20 89 1 90
BTT - pt unlikely to be elig 39 19 49 9| &7 1 58
BTR 35 8 35 8| 32 11 43
Destination 68 < 98 14 112 112
Other 2 2 2 2
Total 866| 235| 752| 3339|1061 30 | 1091

Intermacs



MNumber of Patients

INTERMACS - Implants per Year by Device Strategy
Primary Prospective Implants: June 23, 2006 to March 31, 2013
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