
Outcomes from the PARTNER Trials:

SAPIEN 3 TAVI Demonstrates Excellent Long-Term 
Durability and Valve Performance Comparable to 
SAVR out to 7 and 10 Years1,2
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Clinical data on surgical valves with RESILIA tissue up to 7-year follow-up have been published, with additional follow-up to 10 years in progress.7
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The PARTNER Trials: 20 Years of Advances in TAVI Evidence Generation 
and Care for Severe Aortic Stenosis Patients1,3,4

 5-year follow-up
n=817 (87.3%)

10-year follow-up  
n=506 (54.1%)

10-year follow-up with VSS  
n=838 (89.5%)

Did not re-consent
(n=270)

The PARTNER 2A and S3i Study Designs2The PARTNER 3 Trial Design1

Randomized: N=1000

89.6% of patients available for primary endpoint analysis at 7 years*

Allocated to TAVI
n=503

Procedure Initiated (AT) 
n=496

7-year follow-up  
n=460 (92.7%)

Allocated to SAVR 
n=497

Procedure Initiated (AT) 
n=454

 5-year follow-up
n=897 (83.9%)

7-year follow-up  
n=391 (86.1%)

10-year follow-up  
n=647 (60.5%)

10-year follow-up with VSS  
n=959 (89.7%)

6 Withdrawals 
1 Exclusion found

26 Withdrawals 
1 Lost to follow-up

9 Missed visits

53 Withdrawals 
3 Lost to follow-up
7 Missed visits

Did not re-consent
(n=207)

35 Withdrawals 
8 Exclusions found

Randomized to Surgery in P2A: N=1021Enrolled in P2S3i Registry: N=1078

Valve Implant Population: n=1069

TF TAVI
n=943

TA/TAo TAVI
n=126

Valve Implant Population: n=936

SAVR 
n=936

*Includes patients evaluable for the primary composite endpoint. Doxaes not include VSS data.1  |  AT=as treated; TA=transapical; TAo=transaortic; TF=transfemoral; VSS=vital status sweep.

Re-consent required for 10-year follow-up extension per FDA request

10-year follow-up analysis planned 10-year follow-up analysis complete

Mortality follow-up with VSS 
n=471 (95.0%)

Mortality follow-up with VSS 
n=426 (93.8%)

Mortality Outcomes With SAPIEN 3 TAVI Were Comparable  
to SAVR at 7 and 10 Years

The PARTNER 3 Low-Risk Trial: 7-Year Follow-Up*1 The PARTNER 2 S3i Intermediate-Risk Study: 10-Year Follow-Up*2
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“In The PARTNER 3 Low-Risk Trial, we again see the early clinical benefit of TAVR with SAPIEN 3 
over surgery, as well as excellent long-term valve performance and durability results for both 
therapies at 7 years, which should be reassuring to patients and their physicians.” 5

*Includes VSS data. VSS was performed by sites on patients who withdrew, were lost to follow-up, did not re-consent, or missed a visit.1,2  |  †  Baseline characteristics of TAVI group  |  STS=Society of Thoracic Surgeons.

SAPIEN 3 TAVI Demonstrated Excellent Long-Term Durability  
and Valve Performance at 7 and 10 Years

The PARTNER 3 Trial: AV Reintervention Rates at 7 Years1 The PARTNER 2 S3i Study: AV Reintervention Rates at 10 Years2
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AV reintervention rates with the SAPIEN 3 valve were low and comparable to SAVR at both 7 and 10 years in both trials.1,2

With this older generation valve, the leading causes of reintervention were stenosis and PV leak.1,2,6

- Martin Leon, MD
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