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INTRODUCTION 
Wound healing in burns patients can often be complex with frequent dressing changes that can be extremely painful and traumatic [1] This cases series 
performed at the Queen Elizabeth Hospital in Birmingham (QEHB), England, looks at the indications, contra-indications and benefits of using the 
biosynthetic cellulose dressing  
 
In our experience, face and hand burns are often the areas that cause more of a challenge when choosing an appropriate dressing. In our current practice 
we use a range of different dressing which can have limitations such as: 
•  Frequent dressing changes leading to increased length of stay/ outpatient visits 
• Increased cost  
• In some cases increased pain and stress to the patient.                                                                                                                                           [2] 

To address these issues a literature review of EPIPROTECT was undertaken and there were common phenomenon’s found; reduction in pain , reduced 
dressing changes and a decreased length in hospital stays [1,2,]. EPIPROTECT is also not associated with any ethical or cultural issues due to its biosynthetic 
nature [ 1,2 ] and  has been proven to be cost effective. [3] 

For this case series we  decided to target patients who had sustained superficial partial thickness  burns with a focus on facial and hand injuries. This review 
will be of the healthcare professionals experience and their perception of patient experience.  

METHOD 
This was a single centre 
retrospective and prospective 
case series of 5 patients all 
admitted to the QEHB which had 
sustained superficial partial 
thickness burn injuries with a 
focus on the more challenging 
areas such the hand and face.  
Each patient was identified by a 
senior member of the 
medical/nursing team. 
Evaluations provided by Regen 
Medical were used and divided 
into two categories. 
1. Application  
2. Ongoing Care  
Along side the evaluations, photos 
were also obtained however, due 
to level of consent sharing of 
these are limited.  
Application and Ongoing Care 
evaluations were completed by 
members of medical and nursing 
team with a number of staff 
completing both. This resulted in 5 
application evaluations and 18 
Ongoing care. 

RESULTS 

Graph 1 Key findings from application evaluations 
 100% felt that application adherence and handling was Good 
 There were some mixed reviews around product labelling with regards 

to expiry date not being on the actual Vial itself  

Graph 2 Key findings from ongoing care evaluations  
 100% very good clinical acceptability  
 100% very good/ Good conformability  
 100% reduction in  exudate and pain  

“patient reports very 
comfortable, no issues with 

shrinkage and adhered well” 

“Can be a little fiddley to 
apply , but conformability 
and patient acceptance is 

brilliant” 

CONCLUSION 
EPIPROTECT has been identified through the use of evaluations and photos as a dressing that can 
be used successfully on the more challenging areas of the body such as the hands and face with 
partial thickness burns. As identified in the introduction it appears to combat the limitations of 
other dressings used by: 
• Reducing the frequency of dressing changes 
• Reduce pain and stress to the patient  
• Very good time saving  
• Excellent clinical and patient acceptance  
Overall our experience of EPIPROTECT at the Queen Elizabeth Hospital has proven to be a positive 
and exciting one. EPIPROTECT is a dressing that has now been agreed and purchased by our 
hospital and one we will continue to  use and evaluate within our centre.   

LIMITATIONS AND ACKNOWLEGMENTS  
• This is a small single centre case series as 

similar to many of the other research found 
in the initial literature review.  

• I feel that a more substantial literature review 
should be completed of this product 

• My attendance to this event has been 
supported by Regen and S2 medical. 

Larger and further long term research is needed 
to fully evaluate the use of EPIPROTECT in our 
centre. 
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The photos below demonstrate 
EPIPROTECT applied to superficial 

partial thickness hand burns. Overall 
very good result and healed within 14 

days. 
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