Real World Registry Data Shows Significant and Sustained Long-Term Pain Relief in

Patients Receiving Peripheral Nerve Stimulation with a Micro-IPG Device
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Introduction Results & Discussion

Peripheral Nerve Stimulation (PNS) is an established modality for * 1,122 patients met the inclusion criteria.
the treatment of chronic peripheral neuralgia/neuropathy.’ Recent * 93 patients provided data 12+ months.
data from the COMFORT RCT showed significant and sustained
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Real-world evidence can help confirm outcomes outside of the (n=1,122)
research environment and provide insights into common clinical 0
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practice. This work represents the largest, long-term real-world
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database were reviewed for patients implanted with Nalu micro- ‘ 1S U
IPG for PNS (Nalu, Medical, Inc.) between 4/19/22 and 5/2/2024. LN Knee
Data included patient responses to standardized surveys on pain Other ‘i )
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reduction and/orimprovement in + 71% average pain relief for responders (=50% pain relief) combinations were treate

*  Theresponse was consistent across all
anatomic targets
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