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Proven Results

The ClosureFast™ procedure—in alarge, multi-center, prospective
trial—demonstrated the following results at 5 years:*?"

* 91.9% occlusionrate

* 94.9% reflux-free rate

Proven Patient Recovery

The ClosureFast catheter demonstrated high success rates and long-lasting
relief from pain in over 200 patients across 8 centers at 3 years:?'

« CEAP (classification system): 74.1% showed improvement

« Venous Clinical Severity Score (VCSS): reduction in mean score from
3.9t00.9 (p>0.05)

« Pain:increase in percentage of patients free of pain from 41.1% to 98%

PROVEN
RESULTS
RAPID
RECOVERY

A treatment with proven
results—demonstrated
year after year.*™

COMPARISON:

Radiofrequency vs.
Laser Ablation

Consistent and Controlled

 ClosureFast catheter's segmental
approach eliminates the need
for continuous pull-back of the
energy source

 Allows controlled and repeatable
radiofrequency ablation

Optimal Therapeutic Power

« RFA delivers a lower heat gradient
of energy at around 120°C

« Lasertreatments can reach
temperatures of over 700°C*

Improved Patient Comfort

In a head-to-head study,
ClosureFast procedure patients
experienced less pain, less bruising,
and a faster recovery than patients
treated with 980 nm laser ablation.’
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SHOWN AT ACTUAL SIZE

ClosureFast 3 cm Catheter?

*For 7 cm RF catheter.

tDataonfile.
FAll clinical data presented is conducted with the ClosureFast 7 cm catheter.
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