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The FANTOM BRS
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FANTOM agiographic signature
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FANTOM OCT signature
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FANTOM BRS by 3D OCT

3D OCT by St Jude OPTIS

3D OCT by St Jude OPTIS
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REVAFANTOMIIz OCTanalysis
OCT billede af baseline og FU strut
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REVAFANTOM II

OCTanalysisoptimized andvalidatedby micro-CT
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REVAFANTOM II

OCTanalysisoptimized andvalidatedby micro-CT
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REVAFANTOM II

|

A

f'

R
] [ 4
o

o
T e

W
i

)

r
!

/

FANTOMIIOCT




FANTOM in bifurcations FANTOM II

Micro-CT
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FANTOM Il Study Population
N= 240 Total Patients Enrolled

Cohort A- Study Population Cohort B- Study Population
N= 117 Patients N= 123 Patients
6 Month Follow-up 6 Month Follow-up
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Meanstentarea

Meanstent area CohortA

Meanstent area CohortB
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Mean stent area, mm?2

4

Baseline 6m follow-up Baseline 9m followup

) Baseline Follow-up Difference p-value
" Mean stent area (mR) CohortA 7.1 (1.5) 7.2 (1.4) 0.1 ¢0.02;0.24) 0.12
CohortB 7.4 (1.6) 7.3 (1.5) -0.1(¢0.2;0.0) 0.16
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Minimal stent area

Minimal stentarea CohortA Minimal stentarea CohortB
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Baseline 6m followup Baseline 9m follow-up

bk Baseline Follow-up Difference p-value
;,’ Minimal stent area (mR) CohortA 7.1 (1.5) 7.2 (1.4) 0.1 €0.02;0.24)

Cohort B 6.1(1.4) 6.0(1.3)  -0.1¢0.2;0.1)
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Mean lumenarea

Meanluminalarea CohortA Meanluminalarea CohortB

Baseline Baseline

Ak Baseline Follow-up Difference p-value
# Mean lumen area (mA)  CohortA 6.8 (1.7) 5.7 (1.4) -1.1 €1.3-0.9) <0.0001
CohortB 7.1 (1.6) 5.6 (1.5) -1.6 €1.7-1.4) <0.0001
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