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Ability to execute any* alignment philosophy with CORI System

Objective and reproducible soft tissue tensioning with the CORI Digital Tensioner*?
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Image-based or image-free planning
Flexible surgical execution with Burr and Saw options
Compact and mobile robotic-assisted system compared to competitorst

Flexibility to perform partial, primary and revision knees, all robotically-enabled

Key pillars
@ Personalization



JOURNEY“II

Total Knee Arthroplasty
with OXINIUM® Technology

@ Shown to reproduce the kinematics
of a normal knee**®

m Demonstrated to restore the anatomical
shape and joint line of the patient®*2

@ Exhibited significant improvements in
Knee Society Scores at 1-year compared
to other TKA designs®®*3

JOURNEY“II UK

Unicompartmental Knee System
with OXINIUM® Technology

Designed to give surgeons the flexibility
to optimize the construct for each
patient’s unique anatomy**

UKA with CORI® System has been shown to
provide improved joint line restoration and
higher patient satisfaction’*>-*®

Robotic UKA has shown to decrease the
risk of revision by 17%5°-
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LEGION®
CONCELOC®

Cementless Total Knee System

@ Shown to provide excellent biological
fixation™>42>

ﬁp Demonstrated high survivorship and
significantly improved patient
reported outcomes2¢27

@ Cementless TKA supports efficiency
in the OR##28

@ @

LEGION’RK

Revision Knee System
with OXINIUM® Technology

Image-free joint line referencing
with CORI System enabling anatomic
replication?®®

Comprehensive implant options enabling
a personalized fit

LEGION Revision with OXINIUM
Technology demonstrated excellent
survivorship at 15 years*°



*Any alignment refers to kinematic, functional and mechanical alignment
+Compared to MAKO™ and ROSA™

FBased on BCS and CR evidence

fEvidence based on JOURNEY? family implants; Compared to conventional UKA
§Based on general robotic UKA evidence; Compared to conventional UKA
**Shown in a validated, ovine model

++Compared to preoperative scores at one year follow-up

+FBased on general cementless TKA evidence, when compared to cemented TKA
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