FAST
EFFICIENT
PERIOPERATIVE
SPONGE
DETECTION

Situate™ Detection System X



R E D U C | N G Your goals are our goals. Having worked

closely with surgeons and their teams for

PAT | E N T R | S K years, we understand the challenges you

face in the OR.

Despite increased awareness and rigorous
counting protocols, surgical sponges are still being
left inside patients — with serious implications.
Patient risks include sepsis, re-operation, and in
some cases, death. Your hospital needs solutions

that help protect it from potential risks and liability. S Po N G E
Our sponge detection system provides a better M ISCOU NTS
alternative to counting technologies which are still 1IN 64

very reliant on intraoperative radiology to ensure PROCE DU RESg

prevention of retained sponges.*?

COST SAVING

Combined cost savings and avoidance
outweigh implementation costs

Annual cost of RSI I
prevention technology Y $
C 191,352
* Incremental cost of RF-tagged sponges 4
= Sterile drapes ~ ) COS‘I‘.

Annual cost savings
and cost avoidance*

>$441,534

savings & avoidance*

= Significant cost savings
— Decreased x-ray use

— Decreased OR time

= Cost avoidance
— Readmission/second surgery
- Legal



ACT | \/ E |_Y The Situate™ detection system X

Our innovative detection system helps
locate sponges within seconds, reducing
the cost and time pressures associated
with missing surgical sponges.*

Embeds into your workflow,
fast and efficient results

The Situate™ detection system X embeds
itself in your current workflow.

Automated Body Scanner

Contains an evenly-distributed array of six radiolucent
antennae placed under the patient, able to detect Situate™
premium cotton to a depth of up to 16" in vivo completely
hands-free.

Console

Provides instructional prompts and a comprehensive
reporting system allowing for peace of mind.

Tagged Cotton

Our range of sponges, gauzes, and towels are
embedded with a proprietary RF tag, ready
forimmediate use.




DETECTS MISSING SPONGES
WITHIN SECONDS

The Situate™ detection system X offers a
scanning device designed to detect sponges in
and around the sterile field.

Room Scanner

= Handheld, motion-based scanning device that quickly
helps locate missing sponges beyond the sterile field—in
linens, trash and elsewhere

Coverage Area: surrounding OR environment




USER-
FRIENDLY
INTERFACE

Accessoy,

The very best protocols and
training programs have yet to
prove manual counting failsafe
in the realities of today's
operatingrooms.>¢

The Situate™ detection system X
provides real-time feedback for
proactive compliance.

The console and user interface
provide on-screen prompts that
guide workflow, and generate unique
confirmation codes of each scan for
convenient EMR entry during the
procedure. This allows OR staff to
reconcile any inaccuracies before
the caseiis closed, as an adjunct to
manual counting.




TECHNOLOGY

The power of detection

Situate™detection system Xis a patented proprietary technology
developed as an adjunct to manual counting to overcome the
difficulty of finding a surgical sponge in vivo and in the surrounding
operating room.

Innovative technology

Situate™ detection system X technology utilizes sensors to transmit non-ionizing,
low frequency radio waves to detect tagged cotton, to help ensure no cotton

is left behind. When the tagged cotton is stimulated by the device's signal, it
transmits its own signal back to the detector, identifying its presence. The reliable
communication between the detector and the tag enables the quick identification
of missing sponges.

The Situate™Detection System X Advantage

Situate™ detection system X technology has three unique features that make it the only complete sponge

detection solution for the OR:

Low energy radio frequency

Unlike conventional RFID technologies,
low frequency maintains its signal
strength through dense tissue, blood
and bone as well as near metal, making
it an optimal solution for in vivo
detection.”®

Environmental compatibility Extended reach

Situate™ detection system X technology = Complementing scanning components
filters the electrical noise found in allow for detection outside the patient
modern ORs, and meets the IEC and across the OR itself.

medical electrical equipment general

requirements for basic safety for

electromagnetic compatibility.
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