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Incisional Negative Pressure wound Therapy Afier

High-Risk Lower Extremity Fractures
ey £ Stasaord, ME® David A, Vodgas, M Gerald MeGiwin (0 PRIL] Rena L Seewarn, MIL
Wit Obremsey, ML E Thanas Moove, MU, | aned Jeffrey €0 dnglea, MDY
Results: Two hundred forty-nine patients with 263 fractures have enrolled in this study with 122 randomized to
Group A (controls) and 141 o Group B (NPWT). There was no difference between the groups in the
distribution of calcaneus (39%), pilon (179%), or tibial plateau (44%) fractures. There were a total of 23
infections in Group A and 14 in Group B, which represented a significant difference in favor of NPWT
(P=0.049). The relative risk of developing an infection was 1.9 times higher in control patients than in patients
treated with NPWT (95% confidence interwal, 1.03-3.55).

Revision Arthroplasty
Closed-Incision Negative-Pressure Therapy Versus Antimicrobial @

5 . e . = = " = Crosear
Diressings After Revision Hip and Knee Surgery: A Comparative Study

H. John Cooper, MD*, Marcel A, Bas, MDD

Divisbon of Adhih Resvssomromthon, Dpsrument of Cihoposdic Sargery Lovsos 18 | ospenal, Docth Shose-1.0] Hirshlh Syammm, Mo Yok, Mo ik

Results: Antimicrobial dressings were used in 108 patients, whereas ciNPT was used in 30 patients Patients
treated with ciNPT developed fewer overall wound complications (6.7% vs 26,99, P=,024) and fewer total $51s
(3.3% vs 18.5%, P=.045) than patients treated with antimicrobial dressings. In addition there were trends
toward a lower rate of superficial wound dehiscence (6.7% vs 19.4%, P=.163), fewere deep periprosthetic joint
infections (0.0% vs 9.3%, P=.118), and fewer reoperations (3.3% vs 13,09, P=.191) among patients treated with
ciNPT,
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Arthroplasty Today

journal hamepage: hitp wwmw arthioplastytoday. org/

Ohiginal rescarch

A risk-stratification algorithm to reduce superficial surgical site
complications in primary hip and knee arthroplasty

Alex | Anatone, BS, Roshan P Shah, MD, Emma L., Jennings, BS, Jeffrey A Geller, MD,
H. John Cooper, MD*
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