Advancing Point-of-Care Testing:
Independent Evaluation of the Truvian Platform

Alan Wells, MS; Marlene Arrendondo; Fang Wan; Helene Le; Terence Hendrix; Steven Hendricks; Deedee Pacheco; Nicole Carter;
Kory Hess; Renee Higgins, PhD; lan Levine, MS; Antoine Chaillon, MD, PhD; Susan J Little, MD

UCSan Diego

SCHOOL OF MEDICINE

Abstract & Methods Truvian’'s Blood Testing Platform Produces
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Key Takeaways

Routine blood testing remains inconvenient, complicated and opaque for patients and providers resulting in a lack of adherence, prolonged turnaround times, and delayed medical
Intervention. Truvian's benchtop blood testing platform is purpose-built to address these pain points, making blood testing simple and convenient for all. This independent
assessment of the platform involved untrained operators from UCSD AVRC conducting studies using chronic disease patient samples and apparently healthy donor samples to
scrutinize its performance. The operators found the platform to be user-friendly and easy to operate. The outcomes of this evaluation confirm the platform's reliability and ability to
deliver accurate results.
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