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Aim

To evaluate the effectiveness of two Super Absorbent (SAP) wound dressings 
a) having a silicone adhesive interface and 
b) having a silicone adhesive interface with a border (with/without compression) for the treatment of venous leg ulcers (VLUs).  

Background

Compression therapy is a first line treatment for patients with VLU , promoting healing by targeting the underlying venous disease to improve 
venous return, minimising or reversing the vascular changes that occur and which leads to venous ulceration. The use of wound dressings 
under compression therapy is problematic as the additional pressure exerted on any dressing under compression may affect the dressing’s 
ability to manage exudate. This study evaluates two SAP dressings (Silicone and Silicone Bordered) and presents evidence to support their 
effectiveness in treating VLU under compression.  

Methods

Two separate evaluations were undertaken assessing the performance of a) and b), n=50 patients in both groups with acute and chronic 
wounds (moderate to high wound exudate levels) and requiring exudate management as part of their treatment, see Figures 1a - f  

A sub-group analysis was undertaken on this data on VLU patients either receiving or not receiving compression therapy, a subsequent 
comparison in terms of exudate management and clinical outcomes was undertaken.
 

Results - Figures 2 - 5 

Both wound dressings were as effective at:  

• exudate management  
• improving healing progression 
• reducing damage to and improving that status of peri-wound skin 
• Improving patient outcomes (including pain) under compression as compared with the both dressing’s performance without compression. 

The performance of both dressings were also rated highly by clinicians/patient groups. All the clinicians indicated that they would continue 
to use this wound dressing. 

Discussion

Discussion: Overall both dressings were proven to be highly effective when used in conjunction with compression therapy in the treatment 
of VLU.  

Conclusion

Zetuvit® Plus Silicone/Silicone Border can be used to manage moderate to high levels of wound exudate without impairing adjunctive 
compression therapy.
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A sub-group analysis was undertaken on this data on VLU patients either receiving or not receiving compression
therapy, a subsequent comparison in terms of exudate management and clinical outcomes was undertaken.

Results: - Figures 2 - 5
• Both wound dressings were as effective at

• exudate management
• improving healing progression
• reducing damage to and improving that status of peri-wound skin
• Improving patient outcomes (including pain) under compression as compared with the both dressing’s performance without compression.

The performance of both dressings were also rated highly by clinicians/patient groups. All the clinicians indicated that they would continue to
use this wound dressing.

67
67

44
33

89
100

89
56

78
33

67
33

89
100
100

33
89

100

22
33

44
11

11
11

11
33

22
56

11

67
11

44
11

22

22
11
11

11

11

11

11

11
11

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction
Wearing comfort

Healing rate
Reduced wound disturbance

Use under compression
Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during…
Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of wound damage
Prevention of strikethrough

Prevention of adherence
Handling of exudate

Ease of removal
Conformability

Ease of application

Did border allow visualisation of…
Continue to use?

Primary objectives (exudate…

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

Figure 2 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone  Border with Compression

Figure 3 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone Border without Compression

Discussion: Overall both dressings were proven to be
highly effective when used in conjunction with
compression therapy in the treatment of VLU.

Conclusion: Zetuvit Plus Silicone/Silicone Border can
be used to manage moderate to high levels of wound
exudate without impairing adjunctive compression
therapy

Figures 1a –f  demonstrating applying compression over 
Zetuvit Plus Silicone Border

96

96

67

46

73

79

85

100

96

89

100

67

89

89

100

96

100

100

67

100

100

4

4

33

38

9

21

4

4

11

33

11

11

100

4

8

13

33

8

4

11

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction

Wearing comfort

Patient satisfaction

Healing rate

No adherence to secondary dressing

Reducing wound disturbance

Use under compression

Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during dressing…

Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of adherence

Prevention of leakage

Prevention of strikethrough

Exudate management

Odour management

Ease of removal

Conformability

Ease of application

Continue to use?

Dressing changes reduced / visits reduced

Maintaining undisturbed healing

Dressing meet 1° objectives

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

82

82

94

17

83

83

9

83

100

50

83

63

64

82

13

86

77

82

94

69

100

100

14

14

6

17

17

41

17

38

32

14

27

14

23

18

6

13

5

5

33

17

5

9

5

5

33

18

33

17

86

27

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction

Wearing comfort

Patient satisfaction

Healing rate

No adherence to secondary dressing

Reducing wound disturbance

Use under compression

Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during dressing…

Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of adherence

Prevention of leakage

Prevention of strikethrough

Exudate management

Odour management

Ease of removal

Conformability

Ease of application

Continue to use?

Dressing changes reduced / visits…

Maintaining undisturbed healing

Dressing meet 1° objectives

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

Figure 4 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone with Compression

Figure 5 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone without Compression

50
50

40
60

70
56
60

70
90

80
80

70
80
80

100
90
90

40
40

20
30

30
44

30
20

10
20

10
30

20
20

10
10

30

10
10

100

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction
Wearing comfort

Healing rate
Reduced wound disturbance

Use under compression
Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during…
Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of wound damage
Prevention of strikethrough

Prevention of adherence
Handling of exudate

Ease of removal
Conformability

Ease of application

Did border allow visualisation of…
Continue to use?

Primary objectives (exudate…

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

10

10
10

10
10

A Clinical Evaluation of  Silicone and Silicone Bordered Super Absorbent wound dressings under Compression or 
Compared with No Compression in Patients with Venous leg ulcers

Barrett S, Rippon M, Rogers AA, Simm S, Welch D

Aim: To evaluate the effectiveness of two Super Absorbent (SAP) wound dressings a) having a silicone adhesive interface and b) having a silicone adhesive interface with a border (with/without compression) for the treatment of venous leg ulcers (VLUs).
Background: Compression therapy is a first line treatment for patients with VLU , promoting healing by targeting the underlying venous disease to improve venous return, minimising or reversing the vascular changes that occur and which leads to venous ulceration. The use of wound
dressings under compression therapy is problematic as the additional pressure exerted on any dressing under compression may affect the dressing’s ability to manage exudate. This study evaluates two SAP dressings (Silicone and Silicone Bordered) and presents evidence to support
their effectiveness in treating VLU under compression.

Methods: Two separate evaluations were undertaken assessing the performance of a) and b), n=50 patients in both
groups with acute and chronic wounds (moderate to high wound exudate levels) and requiring exudate management
as part of their treatment, see Figures 1a - f
A sub-group analysis was undertaken on this data on VLU patients either receiving or not receiving compression
therapy, a subsequent comparison in terms of exudate management and clinical outcomes was undertaken.

Results: - Figures 2 - 5
• Both wound dressings were as effective at

• exudate management
• improving healing progression
• reducing damage to and improving that status of peri-wound skin
• Improving patient outcomes (including pain) under compression as compared with the both dressing’s performance without compression.

The performance of both dressings were also rated highly by clinicians/patient groups. All the clinicians indicated that they would continue to
use this wound dressing.

67
67

44
33

89
100

89
56

78
33

67
33

89
100
100

33
89

100

22
33

44
11

11
11

11
33

22
56

11

67
11

44
11

22

22
11
11

11

11

11

11

11
11

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction
Wearing comfort

Healing rate
Reduced wound disturbance

Use under compression
Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during…
Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of wound damage
Prevention of strikethrough

Prevention of adherence
Handling of exudate

Ease of removal
Conformability

Ease of application

Did border allow visualisation of…
Continue to use?

Primary objectives (exudate…

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

Figure 2 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone  Border with Compression

Figure 3 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone Border without Compression

Discussion: Overall both dressings were proven to be
highly effective when used in conjunction with
compression therapy in the treatment of VLU.

Conclusion: Zetuvit Plus Silicone/Silicone Border can
be used to manage moderate to high levels of wound
exudate without impairing adjunctive compression
therapy

Figures 1a –f  demonstrating applying compression over 
Zetuvit Plus Silicone Border

96

96

67

46

73

79

85

100

96

89

100

67

89

89

100

96

100

100

67

100

100

4

4

33

38

9

21

4

4

11

33

11

11

100

4

8

13

33

8

4

11

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction

Wearing comfort

Patient satisfaction

Healing rate

No adherence to secondary dressing

Reducing wound disturbance

Use under compression

Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during dressing…

Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of adherence

Prevention of leakage

Prevention of strikethrough

Exudate management

Odour management

Ease of removal

Conformability

Ease of application

Continue to use?

Dressing changes reduced / visits reduced

Maintaining undisturbed healing

Dressing meet 1° objectives

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

82

82

94

17

83

83

9

83

100

50

83

63

64

82

13

86

77

82

94

69

100

100

14

14

6

17

17

41

17

38

32

14

27

14

23

18

6

13

5

5

33

17

5

9

5

5

33

18

33

17

86

27

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction

Wearing comfort

Patient satisfaction

Healing rate

No adherence to secondary dressing

Reducing wound disturbance

Use under compression

Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during dressing…

Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of adherence

Prevention of leakage

Prevention of strikethrough

Exudate management

Odour management

Ease of removal

Conformability

Ease of application

Continue to use?

Dressing changes reduced / visits…

Maintaining undisturbed healing

Dressing meet 1° objectives

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

Figure 4 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone with Compression

Figure 5 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone without Compression

50
50

40
60

70
56
60

70
90

80
80

70
80
80

100
90
90

40
40

20
30

30
44

30
20

10
20

10
30

20
20

10
10

30

10
10

100

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction
Wearing comfort

Healing rate
Reduced wound disturbance

Use under compression
Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during…
Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of wound damage
Prevention of strikethrough

Prevention of adherence
Handling of exudate

Ease of removal
Conformability

Ease of application

Did border allow visualisation of…
Continue to use?

Primary objectives (exudate…

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

10

10
10

10
10

A Clinical Evaluation of  Silicone and Silicone Bordered Super Absorbent wound dressings under Compression or 
Compared with No Compression in Patients with Venous leg ulcers

Barrett S, Rippon M, Rogers AA, Simm S, Welch D

Aim: To evaluate the effectiveness of two Super Absorbent (SAP) wound dressings a) having a silicone adhesive interface and b) having a silicone adhesive interface with a border (with/without compression) for the treatment of venous leg ulcers (VLUs).
Background: Compression therapy is a first line treatment for patients with VLU , promoting healing by targeting the underlying venous disease to improve venous return, minimising or reversing the vascular changes that occur and which leads to venous ulceration. The use of wound
dressings under compression therapy is problematic as the additional pressure exerted on any dressing under compression may affect the dressing’s ability to manage exudate. This study evaluates two SAP dressings (Silicone and Silicone Bordered) and presents evidence to support
their effectiveness in treating VLU under compression.

Methods: Two separate evaluations were undertaken assessing the performance of a) and b), n=50 patients in both
groups with acute and chronic wounds (moderate to high wound exudate levels) and requiring exudate management
as part of their treatment, see Figures 1a - f
A sub-group analysis was undertaken on this data on VLU patients either receiving or not receiving compression
therapy, a subsequent comparison in terms of exudate management and clinical outcomes was undertaken.

Results: - Figures 2 - 5
• Both wound dressings were as effective at

• exudate management
• improving healing progression
• reducing damage to and improving that status of peri-wound skin
• Improving patient outcomes (including pain) under compression as compared with the both dressing’s performance without compression.

The performance of both dressings were also rated highly by clinicians/patient groups. All the clinicians indicated that they would continue to
use this wound dressing.

67
67

44
33

89
100

89
56

78
33

67
33

89
100
100

33
89

100

22
33

44
11

11
11

11
33

22
56

11

67
11

44
11

22

22
11
11

11

11

11

11

11
11

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction
Wearing comfort

Healing rate
Reduced wound disturbance

Use under compression
Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during…
Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of wound damage
Prevention of strikethrough

Prevention of adherence
Handling of exudate

Ease of removal
Conformability

Ease of application

Did border allow visualisation of…
Continue to use?

Primary objectives (exudate…

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

Figure 2 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone  Border with Compression

Figure 3 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone Border without Compression

Discussion: Overall both dressings were proven to be
highly effective when used in conjunction with
compression therapy in the treatment of VLU.

Conclusion: Zetuvit Plus Silicone/Silicone Border can
be used to manage moderate to high levels of wound
exudate without impairing adjunctive compression
therapy

Figures 1a –f  demonstrating applying compression over 
Zetuvit Plus Silicone Border

96

96

67

46

73

79

85

100

96

89

100

67

89

89

100

96

100

100

67

100

100

4

4

33

38

9

21

4

4

11

33

11

11

100

4

8

13

33

8

4

11

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction

Wearing comfort

Patient satisfaction

Healing rate

No adherence to secondary dressing

Reducing wound disturbance

Use under compression

Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during dressing…

Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of adherence

Prevention of leakage

Prevention of strikethrough

Exudate management

Odour management

Ease of removal

Conformability

Ease of application

Continue to use?

Dressing changes reduced / visits reduced

Maintaining undisturbed healing

Dressing meet 1° objectives

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

82

82

94

17

83

83

9

83

100

50

83

63

64

82

13

86

77

82

94

69

100

100

14

14

6

17

17

41

17

38

32

14

27

14

23

18

6

13

5

5

33

17

5

9

5

5

33

18

33

17

86

27

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction

Wearing comfort

Patient satisfaction

Healing rate

No adherence to secondary dressing

Reducing wound disturbance

Use under compression

Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during dressing…

Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of adherence

Prevention of leakage

Prevention of strikethrough

Exudate management

Odour management

Ease of removal

Conformability

Ease of application

Continue to use?

Dressing changes reduced / visits…

Maintaining undisturbed healing

Dressing meet 1° objectives

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

Figure 4 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone with Compression

Figure 5 Overall  Assessments of Zetuvit Plus 
Silicone without Compression

50
50

40
60

70
56
60

70
90

80
80

70
80
80

100
90
90

40
40

20
30

30
44

30
20

10
20

10
30

20
20

10
10

30

10
10

100

0 20 40 60 80 100

General satisfaction
Wearing comfort

Healing rate
Reduced wound disturbance

Use under compression
Did the dressing stay in place?

Prevention of pain during…
Prevention of peri-wound damage

Prevention of wound damage
Prevention of strikethrough

Prevention of adherence
Handling of exudate

Ease of removal
Conformability

Ease of application

Did border allow visualisation of…
Continue to use?

Primary objectives (exudate…

Excellent Good Acceptable

Poor Very poor Not assessed

Yes No Stayed the same

10

10
10

10
10

Figure 2 Figure 3 Figure 4 Figure 5


