BD Nexiva™ Closed IV Catheter System

All the time we invested in developing it
is the time you will save using it.



Peripheral intravenous (IV) catheter placement

is the most common invasive hospital procedure
and can lead to catheter-related complications.’

In the United States, approximately 60-90% of hospitalised
patients receive IV therapy.'’

35-50% of hospitalised patients who receive a peripheral IV
therapy experience a catheter-related complication.’

Catheter-related complications lead to premature catheter
removal before the end of the intended dwell time.’

The BD Nexiva™ Closed IV Catheter System has been
designed with features to increase dwell times, reduce
catheter-related complications, and reduce costs.?”

@ Built-in stabilisation platform O Passive safety mechanism
@ BD Instaflash™ Needle Technology @ Pre-attached extension set
© BD Vialon™ biomaterial @ BD Q-Syte™ Luer Access Split Septum



The BD Nexiva™ Closed IV Catheter System has clinically

demonstrated longer dwell times compared to non-
integrated catheters.?*>’

@ Built-in stabilisation platform

Helps minimise movement and reduces dislodgement
by 84% which complies with standards and guidelines
& for cathether stabilisation.”®
; Showed a nominal® 26% reduction in the risk of securement-
f&f‘ related complications versus a non-winged catheter.’
Resulted in over 50% reduction in catheter restarts in a

hospital survey setting.?
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BD Instaflash™ Needle Technology has been

clinically demonstrated to significantly improve
first-attempt insertion success rates.*°

® Multiple catheter insertions require additional
healthcare provider time."

In a 2021 Dutch study, 85% first-attempt insertion
success was achieved vs 79%.%°

In a 2022 Indian study, 98.7% first-attempt insertion
success was achieved vs 88.9%.51°

*Compared with B. Braun Introcan Safety® catheter with Bard Statlock® IV Ultra stabilisation device.
tNot statistically significant for superiority (p=0.138), was significant for non-inferiority (P<0.001).
#Versus an open-system catheter.

§Compared to a non-notched needle.



The BD Nexiva™ Closed IV Catheter System has

been clinically proven to reduce catheter-related
complications?**® and risks to healthcare providers.3’

©® Proprietary BD Vialon™ biomaterial enables longer
dwell times and reduces the chance of mechanical
phlebitis by up to 50%.*1213

The BD Nexiva™ Closed IV Catheter System:

Clinically proven to provide a low rate of serious
catheter-related complications, including infection,
clotting events, leakage, infiltration and extravasation.™

53% reduction in the incidence of methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus.™

The median time to any adverse event was
43% longer.™

Demonstrated a 29% reduction in phlebitis rates."®

@ Reduced needlestick injuries by 93% thanks to its
passive safety mechanism.?

© Reduced exposure to blood during insertion
by 98%* thanks to its integrated extension set.’”

*Compared to an FEP catheter.
*When used in combination with the Sorbaview®2000 dressing (N=43), versus the baseline peripheral IV securement practices (N=37).

tAs part of a peripheral IV catheters practice change initiative in a 500-bed teaching hospital.
#Versus an open-system catheter.



The BD Nexiva™ Closed IV Catheter System has been

shown to reduce costs.“>’

Led to a cost reduction of up to €786,257 per year
per 1,000 beds."

There was an 83% reduction in stabilisation device cost,
from $3.58 to $0.61, and a total savings of $1.91
per catheter insertion.’

The integrated BD Nexiva™ Closed IV Catheter System

has all the features you need in a peripheral IV catheter
and helps to:

V Increase dwell times?“>7
V Reduce the risk of catheter-related complications?3°

V Reduce the risk of needle stick injuries and blood exposure
for healthcare providers®’

V Preserve IV sites and vessel health?“>712
V Reduce costs “>’

V Improves nurse satisfaction.?’

*Compared with an open-system catheter.
tSix days (137.1 hours), compared with 96 hours in an open system.
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