”lIl l:.l‘ﬁiiﬂ‘m
2022,42(11) https://Icbl.csu.edu.
J Clin Pathol Res » 42(11) hitps://Icblcsu.edu.cn 2719

doi: 10.3978/j.issn.2095-6959.2022.1 1.018
View this article at: https://dx.doi.org/10.3978/j.issn.2095-6959.2022.11.018

BB RIFBERT T AU EE A 5 iafr sV IR %0 O BE iR A X 1%
BE BR A% % 2 2R B 550

Bk, hET!, FE, 48
(1. ZINH AR BERE BRI R, 228 =M 2360005 2. Z M AR ERE MBI, 28 = 236000)

i E] BHY: BRI B O X 47 7k 34 P 513 (vacuum sealing drainage, VSD)JRJT Y18 f&"ﬁjm =
IR A D B2 K5 453 (moisture-associated skin damage, MASD) A LRI, Fik: #HEIL
20194F1 H 2202 14F 11 2 M T A R B B b2 43 8 BHISIA B9 ATVSDIR T Y 6 8 6118 1%k 15 1 F8 3,
o7 FH B ML 220K R A B AL A3 20 R X HR A (n=34) SER A (n=34) 5 XF BRAL T LAF BLp 8, WLg%
HAE R R PR A o B R ORI, WA X T A s R B HS&WQEMASDkETﬁ{R
15 FUIE T SR (5 136 i 3048 ) R B 2 1 _n% XA, WEAHAMASD &4 R G #H
MK (P<0.05), MASDK A B[R] AEIR (P<0.0S5) ; WLEELH fiff ] e ok A 47 I IS 0 1 T R 4 /)N 38 48 K
(P<0.05), 1 Hif AR B R (P<0.05), 1JJD@%H¢IEUE@O WA B E MW R R B E ST
XFREZH (P<0.0S) o S5 KR OR3P B0 6 1 PT A s BEARAT VS DIR T 148 P4 1 SR MASD & £
B, RO ESE.

[KHEiA] B A RURBA SR s B RO BRI O 4P AR DG R KA 4

Effect of skin protective film on incidence of moisture-
associated skin injury in patients with chronic wound
treated by vacuum sealing drainage

DUAN Bingran1 , XU Yuanding1 , DONG Xunzhongz, LI ]uanl

(1. Department of Burn Orthopaedics, Bozhou People’s Hospital, Bozhou Anhui 236000; 2. Department of Vascular Surgery,
Bozhou People’s Hospital, Bozhou Anhui 236000, China)

Abstract Objective: To investigate the effect of skin protective film on the incidence of moisture-associated skin injury
(MASD) in patients with chronic wounds treated with vacuum sealing drainage (VSD). Methods: Sixty-eight
patients with chronic wounds who were treated with VSD in Burn and Plastic Surgery Department of Bozhou
People’s Hospital from January 2019 to November 2021 were selected and randomly divided into a control group
(n=34) and an observation group (n=34). The control group was given routine nursing, and the observation

group was given skin protective film on the basis of routine nursing. Both groups were intervened for 2 weeks.
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When discharged, the MASD occurrence, wound treatment effect (wound cure rate, etc.) and nursing satisfaction

were compared between the 2 groups. Results: Compared with the control group, the incidence of MASD in the

observation group was significantly lower (P<0.05), and the occurrence time of MASD was delayed (P<0.05).

Compared with the control group, the wound area reduction rate of the observation group was significantly

increased 2 weeks after the intervention (P<0.05), the wound cure rate was significantly increased (P<0.05).

The satisfaction rate of patients in the observation group was significantly higher than that in the control group

(P<0.05). Conclusion: The use of skin protective film can effectively reduce the incidence of MASD in patients

with chronic wounds undergoing VSD and promote wound healing.
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Table 1 Comparison of general data between the 2 groups (n=34)
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P 0.059 0.199 0.253 0.116* 0.189 0.647 0.203
*Fisherfi i MEA KL 55
*Fisher’s exact probability test.
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Table 2 Comparison of the occurrence of MASD between the 2 groups (n=34)
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Table 3 Comparison of wound treatment effects between the 2 groups (n=34)
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Figure 2 Comparison of the effects of the observation group before and after the treatment
(AWM EFERBSE, Oi0 B RS, B Dkt (B[ — 5 MU B IR R I+ VS DR T LR 5

(A) Symptoms of the patient at first visit in the observation group, the skin around the wound was macerated and broken; (B) Same patient

was treated with skin protective film and VSD for 1 week.
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