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Hrcdk o SEEEC R 8 Y NS B B A PACS Y SEES A B BRI e B ing
FEES LA D B0 R Bentfie 55 1.0 3 2 #8107 idite o LR ETG Y
Bl @SR b G S SRR ¢ P ML 75 & Gk o AL i i@ * Transpara 1.7.0
WAk AR 10 menE PR R IEA o BE AT kMG R e s H 3
(=2 1-9) S (24 10) - Gfeifiz e Al erled > s pFine b g
AT B ta3mh (44973 i) o Al #FeriepliRie (444374 5 8-10 P2 i) -
HEPEIBHHIRERNTF (F 1,000 2R FE R BER) o XEB Y
Bifv X s BRESF S 2w aBEagRE (PPV) ~ Bpspdl (RRMES Rz
) 2RV iEf (2] -

22021 # 47 12p322022& 7% 28 p P AFSET 80,033 &4 A4y
#1513 @&ﬁﬁ,4w¢ﬁ800m S8 ok ALW e e gppte I 55 1,000

PR SEE Y RS 6.1 bR (95% CT 5.4-6.9)  tREFLH 2 & 1,000
7 & %é%ﬁu—"*‘ ¥ b1 B (95% CI 4.4-5.8) » 6 : 1.2 (95% CI 1.0-

1.55p=0.052) « 7% % AT 4 etie : 2.2% (95% CI 2.0-2.3) » i E 34 ¥

@ 1 2.0% (95% C1 1.9-2.2) « Bmafdl - AL =t © 244 bl e - T5%5% 2%
Py > 25% 5 R o HEIEEEE G P e 1 203 BB o 81%5 BEIR - 19%5 R

o o AL g Es b 5 44, Jgena iF f £ [2] -
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FEF 501 Viz LVO ContaCT 4t A &5 bl v - BREARIY b ¥ wdf2
A %[3,4] - F A sppﬁl‘m#ze;éi' NI B3 TR R &Fﬁl‘mﬁif <
CTo g8 @FAIHFEFMT @ 2ersg ~ % CTe g3 BB  Viz
LVO ContaCT 2 &-chi ek &2 FE4p % > ROC (dedc¢ 4k (T4 fcd ) bl 87 &
F (AUC) % 0.91 > "&aflid 36 & 2 F3na o

Viz LVO ContaCT #-{fist = m FIEE Rl o 267 b ¢ ool S0 ¢ &
Fo ki PRARCER O SEF PR AT ORGARGES Tkt
T AT R NP o P iRk F L T AT R WARKAREGSR oo o A AL
PR L PR o ARART AL FIEE XD AFEPEN AW R R
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M- AEFHEORY 2

Easily Connect
Frontline HCPs to
Specialists Earlier

in Workflow

Multidisciplinary Teams

=t} ¢ gl {© b= ® =t} 3
Door-In . : Treatment
Scan ~onsults c
Spoke Hospital Sca Consult Transter Hub Hospital

Viz alerts multidisciplinary care teams earlier in the workflow, coordinating care by connecting frontline health care professionals

(HCPs) to specialists facilitating efficient communication and coordinating care.

Courtesy: https://www.viz.ai/large-vessel-occlusion

ROV GFERSREELE ZASERY - ARARR FHErE- B4
IAFEfRA E ST R A A IR AL o 1995 2020 £ A CREY R §
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7 51% 0 MapEaH SEEEHRAD T 3% A 90 X (8w SR eh pE ] 40% - &
e p M e R REFW[3] vt Forowm iy 278 Ep A X EN iRt
Mo @ 15 E F A RS D 322 4 o Hi4e 1 44 A [3] e pteb s R A BT X SRR
AT 0 432023 # (Stroke) w3 o ¥~ Viz LVO 18 - jius &ﬁi‘%#&é@
A EA %F&EFF (NIR) i Feerpd /&g ¥ 4 $me WAL HE R 14,116 £ %ﬂ o H
8,557 i ® Al T 55550 Za@™ « &% A14E (A) T ohFra- &
| I Fﬂ‘* T NIR i Frern? =P A 5 50 ~ 480 @ A i * Al m?ﬂ‘mﬂ = 89.5 &
4 ﬁ—?{aﬁ'ﬁ'miﬂﬂ’ﬁ S B E (p<0.001) [4] - iz &% ek FH ~ Al
T L R ET H30.0 448 (4] o pth s @ AT TS SR ENEREE : M ey
B (DIN) = B ezl > DINPFRF? =8 40 245> @ A * Al m%ﬁl‘%ﬂla
44 48 (p=0.018) [4] - A3 BFR Al 2277 { FenFaaffo N ¥
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fs[4] -

= AFEFH R RS

Save Time Improve Outcomes Increase Access to Care
Time Saved: PSC Imaging to CSC Arrival Improved Clinical Outcomes Greater Patient Access to Care
39% Mean Reduction in Time from PSC Imaging to CSC Arrival {min)* Mean 5-Day NIHSS and Discharge mRS; median 90-Day mRS (p<0.05) 16% Increase in Patients that Qualify for Thrombectomy”

(N=28) 105
n 51% 0.02

More MT
5-Day NiHSS 2 Proceedures
Discharge mRS 4.6 29 7% 0.03
90-DaymRS 5.0 30 40% 0.02 278
Pre-Viz ] Post-Viz
W Time (mink p = 0.0163
Hassan A, et al. Irtervontionsl Nesrorsdiclogy, 2020, Morey A, Fili J, ot ol hitps:dfdoi org/10.1101/2020.07 02 20143834, 2020. Fres D, ot ol. How Vic Has Impactod My Practice. Stroke Webinar 2020.

Courtesy: https://www.viz.ai/large-vessel-occlusion
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Al TRk 385 2

AL ¥k iksk = i3 HATETRA R T #T3 F o F 4 Al Tohk sl ¥
B AR A B A (D] A s AT 2 R % 0P TR A
%o UETITRAFLOE AL [0] Bt AP AIBEFEFET Y w0 f F

TRk Ay R RE R > 3 R IRIE > B RA ?EFF £iv > BEPLUET I » I ARIE

-n\

AR r o AT A~ ARk AR F = A HE T D w R B
P TRk Rk Tt I Bk o

¥ B+ 18 35% (Controlled Before-After Trial, CBAT)
g ERA TS E > TR HRBERE- HiRHK N otk o RIEAK
PP - MAHEHHEAN O WMISEFITER A Y - MAENITIHRE FEFTHR

HER DR~ [6] RSB FRAL AL HEM  BEREHA T4
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M (A FBRETR) foHRE (FERXFRLE) cmEi» b

ALZEL R 4 PRGERFERA  HREDN BApFFFEN EFRE -
FEFEL R E T AR L SRR R L R R R §

P ARV FEARFTALAE SRR ERFR D P R F LT B

v

DR R AL o R ARk A ]~ HP AN P §
RIFL - PRBEHPTBEERETIRS TR PAFERR AT E %] o
P AP S RBREGOFEAE ST AN Y gEN P (Intra-cluster

correlation) frik #* % » AL A £ BRI PSP B F ek o

ERE 3 YA
Difference-in-Differences (DiD) 4 47 iz

Difference-in-Differences (DiD) & - f&3+ £ g /AE 2 > * 0 FEH e {
B gk o DiD EE R A B (RBEfHER) LB PR
K2t 4 or T R o[ 7] o

KEPFHI > % Rk (W WHmsy g i) 75 7%
oo AEHgY (RAReSRE) CPFRE (F&E) NES FHIITATL A
FH[8] o Ay 1 XTI hAEN & 4~ ehT 3202 sk (Average Treatment

Effect, ATE) > Al %71 & el 8 o

Yii = a + B1Post; + B2Treatment; + [3(Post; x Treatment;) | €

Yie: 2% 1 BERRZECALY t BRFROALS%EK (M WdEms i
i)

a t WA ¥ IR -
Post:: PR g1l * %A i rm (0) fofi » 18 (1) P E -
Treatment: : #F4i H¥ > * R s FRe (1) fogpe (0)

PostixTreatment: : A » % e 3 38 » W@ 4 ffr ¥ Mg i hk 7 -

B AR T30 T 3 A
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it AT > EF T H B ABRRINNFEH LS FHNP Lo

Bl A7l »id HRENEERERT 240 » BPFFEHES REDY
K —:“;}ﬁ% z’*‘;?”fﬁ-’ﬁ fi x o

f‘i“i; f\?
=N
B2k T ra s FEefrHRiez i R - 2 P HMA A4 » 9 his

B3 & Difference-in-Differences bl dE » 5 /1 »2x)lg o v &1 /i » {8+ F
e APH R OB o [H RE o B IR A~ HE S R
Eg_'& s WA O~ F] A o

P e B 5447 (ITS, Interrupted Time Series Analysis)
v gTEFR B 71 4 45 (Interrupted Time Series Analysis, ITS) & - fait
FE O P RER A S AR AE RS S S TR E[9] - TS € iE

AT E SRR o R B A~ ek

B A Al 851 B e 13385

BA AT BRI E Y R fof R e R TR A4 4 x5 FuB
FORAER T A ISR ARE o KB R MR 4 Rk
(ArBEA A1) UE2d KPR TRITLD Rl B % Rk (P RS - &
BHAEFRME) T T A4 2 SR R ok TR 5 uER Al B
1Bl o

7= a+ 1 Time; + B2Post; + B3(Time; x Posty) + €

Vii:27% t BEFREOS S S (Mol mS s - HFB HE)

a W FHA O R 0 Ao ASURT o

Time: : P4 R8> &7 R SVER > G4 A » 3 npr P EL ] T4~ {6 cipt
ekt

Poste: i »fp %l A1 » (SenpFBEL 10 A » HenpE A ELL 0o

CER A TS
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Time: x Posti: PR Ao/ » e 338 > £ 7 A » (SARF e 1v o
€A AT HEB ARRINFFHESREOPE
DiD A 454 ITS ~ 45307 e * »> Al %1 & il an (8388 » 3P B o)k o

I:

Ris)

DiD A4 plE v A s efefesngic (THRZ) @ ITS A4 RIE> 4 »
BB R (TRE) TAMA P ERARET R ERSEYE > F22a =6 Al

L1 B g sl o

3 — = S
_‘\—\\1 - . +.-'-"'-|,.|..-l‘_...v"--..____“.
] h-\""—\-._\_‘ %

Baseline 1 ar £ -
HREIBHRRR

B e % (Cluster Randomized Controlled Trial, CRCT) H_#-
FRFEM (@t o) "PL D7 kadies > a2 3005 L F s
Fell10] c SR E* WAl B9 L a®h » FIG AR P54 2L EF
bR E T e[10] -

FAER S BFRALAIEIHEE S JI7 T iz SpL HR TP L
FPske (B> AlZE1E) foffie (% BABE S 2) o WS v
PR A FA LR REF P E L AR e R AR (hF R
o B R A SRR ) PR NFECRE o FEFTHRET ¢ g
peorfaE b AR ke BLHRE KA RO R YA A HEFORE kT
o FREA RS B TR F TR EN SR R FEA R O LY S
F i R ?’*:“Allimﬂggéﬁlif?f']é‘_’m}_%}a?séiﬂ."l‘?ﬂ°

RAEFERY REM ML (intracluster correlation coefficient,
ICC) Mz sxd x ] o FH b Y2 et I BHEAE D R ¥ REKEAE

A AR
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BN o AEEN AR % X3 oc% (Design Effect, DE) k@ f#H A& -
ARG ERAE = FREAR K[+ (TEEES ] - 1) X IC] -

VU R AT AT R e E 2 & >

&g

P T URT L EAT
g o T AA TR R hiRR e 7T - 2

SR e A E
SR Mgk Bk B o F O enkizt 2 2 # 45 0 Brien-Fleming £ Pocock
E[11] -

AEMGEL TR AATAl LW Ehd Rk e ¥R S AR

P EREE o v R ERRRC AR & B30 A2 (GEE) %A 199 B AR R
BT TS B AHEREN MM T ARG L AT ] A
fedlt EahR F 353 » ~ 17 (intention-to-treat analysis) - 144" g s it
PR LR R -

Individual randomization Cluster randomization

Villages-— o g schools

Cluster RCT, & &

Hospitals

Intervention group Control group Intervention group  Control group

P b5 759 5B 2% (Step Wedge Pragmatic Controlled Trial)
P g HB RS- Ry S 29 F R (WFRASH) &
PR BRI A O 2 [12,13] o AR IFENE & E AT (40 Al P

1 E) 0 FlA T AFFEATE FEHEMER LRI PR RZEPE

]
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Control Periods

Il
_JJ

Treatment
Periods

}Plnb]ml'ﬁ

Cluster or Individual

Time Period

https://www.statisticshowto.com/stepped-wedge-design/

HAER S B B 5o 1 5 Al Hp Mot AN A Fe D) 7 ol 3
PR o F BT R G ATOHMAHE L (R BR280 2 ) g#I 4 e
(* Al %1 &) o k% 2 Fiik A28 E8 s U ° L Bniin
Ao T TG B B Mg S 0 o d ST HR R A e
Rm e  REvimgpe L3A A » B HRE - FlUt > R 2527 i
T RV UERFER R FHBRK I R g ERTHEAITH HER DA
%%@%ﬁﬁﬂ’fﬁﬁ*ﬁ)ﬁﬁ%ioﬁiiﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁwimié
FEREFEP AR o Y AP EREGOR AR E 250 0 4o Hussey
Hughes =iz - #p ApB B & - Y gEP MBI (ICC) frpF Bt E > ik £
£ i 53tk R Bl S g F e % [13] o

e rtrn AT RiER rF ek 2 A RET U AT HH R
N— H RN Sz ST WA E P 2R T MMk B R
Pl o ¥ 2 % 4r 0" Brien-Fleming & Pocock = i -

FETAL 291 2 ahd R Rdpih oo ¥rllm s s sg s FRAER -0
FEE R PR ERRHCA AR R G A2 (GEE) KA HEAKRTHE @
B2 2R AY B EAFRIEfHE N AP ML o TG A eI E e T B R H 15
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&4 ~ ~ 47 (intention-to-treat analysis) > " iF3F5gid it chipfe 10~ i
@ o

KA ZE L B PR FRFETETREIP 2 29 % -4
PRSP WA A AR B I[14] c ABEE AT T B RRE R

FE RS R T e Tl B RGBS A R FOTATRA o

"ELA§:TE

od TRk Al HHME 54~ FAHEREME TS BUEMEAR R4
TAAA[1D] o Ar Sk HEMI R A2 HFLRFEHE A~ INAEES R LA ALY peit
LA[IB] - RREAA ARG #% FRBLLEF H[15] - AR §
AicE 2 A BME &P T RPEFTHFR -

Rig

B AL

E +/t'§év\*’:r{— %éfll’%}é‘#,{ﬁ'i\‘ /T )‘JP‘*& m’%‘\'ﬂ\ {& L /i‘ 2 ;'] ﬁ_ﬁi
BE TR ol B o SEA T PR R Y A UNERT E AR F Ay

ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%’§%$%§?%J%ﬁ%$$$%ﬁﬁﬁ§gﬁ
4 & (Quality Adjusted Life Years > QALYs) lxpkff%‘ EaeEL[16] o
AR AEL- B RFFERE A 22tk gtk v Y22 A BT

B o HT AL LT & KGR0 QALYs T ou FT e A R s IR PR 4 R B R

el 3R v LE BERTI6] -

=3

4

P A

e

QALYs et 8 & N4
Lot £ 3R p LBl Y I AL S LA LAt bk
gto
2. AREFAF A3 PNHpt DA FERFTREFEAF - LT TR pE
AEELA AR A BRI GRS B EL T AT o 2

SR FL0 (5= ) P (R2iEE) hBicE k&7 o
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%iéﬁﬁﬁi%%?ﬂﬁﬁﬁw%w$ﬁﬂﬁ DIEEAEL pER e 2N

o
QALYs=4 i & #ex 4 2 5 Fdp ¥k

blde s Bk - Lop AR Y AL LI LR e FHE I E 0 Rz £
i%%?ﬁﬁ%QS’”%E?%*FMT@%léﬁﬁﬁﬁmws%{j
QALYs=3 & x0. 8=2.4 QALYs

BETBAFIRY BHIE  EET LABKETAEL AE - BFEH
R FREAFTRAFTG Al L Lavey > PEA USRS R R4
Frvd s AT R T EEREEY o

R gAY F # % A KK (Decision Tree) @ i HHHHE - féﬁlﬂi“ 1
B kN R{E e~ Risk S F7 i SR [16] 0 v URHKR B AN BT & A
RAed & e s > Fom 5 6 %l Aforck o ﬁ#ﬂéﬁ FAR AR
PBFaEgfok s AL ELNLERI iRk RN AP AL ik R
Aﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%ALﬁyﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%Eﬁﬁﬁ’%$$%%ﬁéﬁ$%ﬁ%$’ﬁ
HE R BB SRR S Aoy o B ERS S Mooy B ET Bk
o R LA LR F .

% + B#3 (Monte Carlo Simulation)
ﬂ%ﬂ—ﬁL%m#w’ﬁjlkﬁﬁﬁ’%ﬂ§%§%§§@§94&ﬁ

BAERAF e enim A [17] - 2/ 2 i F REWHHF 0 R IR T ol

oA BERT A DS Ao R o R TR SIS A 0 W RS
BT EE cFAHERETPER FIEE > KU RS LB T

e
Behg b AT 0 TS Mok 7 TR -

W = x2cFt (ICER, Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio)

[CER 3% T4 eip $0 I Hiiren® Aok i hyh o D3 B 5 o 0e- H
sek ot gup el 2 A[17,18] ¢
PE ot
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T T RVAR Al AN — IR 78 R i Y 4R Al AR
MW R -~ IRBER A NE

ICER =

[CER A% 1% > 4 7 #rfkprehd hok £ 485F o 4o ICER /)0 5 B &

/

PeE RE o PIRZHTREL S AR PR o g R Ed s (WHO) hik

% e ?Liﬁf__.,_ (WHO) erie2f > — i B RAE i f #3700 Al Hopesd F B~
A dopeen [CER Ap ¥t W e GDP = A o~ gt 4] - WHO 2£3% » & ICER ™
34 32 GDP ez o PEF ARG AR A £ @ en[19] o

% A3 F a4+ (Cost-Effectiveness Plane)
FAREE TG AFE - FRECIE P NET T Risk D Fehd Aok
[17,18] « T o Bl X ghit £ 225k (kB EFAEEH) YV it S & o {3457

Fich ™ Bl o T B AR E 6 S & koot
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more costly NE
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e Y
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SW less costly SE
Therapeutic Innovation and Regulatory Science 35(4)May 1998
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