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Physicians at MedStar Georgetown University Hospital, Center 
for Wound Healing examined the impact of V.A.C. VeraFlo™ 
Therapy with Prontosan® Wound  Irrigation  Solution (using either 
a 6 or 20 min. soak time and  negative pressure of 3.5 hours or 
2 hours at -125 mmHg) versus V.A.C.® Therapy in 142 patients 
with  infected wounds that required hospitalization and serial 
surgical debridement.

In this study V.A.C. VeraFlo™ Therapy with  Prontosan® instillation was 
more cost  effective than V.A.C.® Therapy. An economic model based 
on MedStar Georgetown University study results and cost modeling 
assumptions indicates potential  savings as high as:

V.A.C. VeraFlo™ is a Trademark of KCI™ an Acelity™ company

$8,613
savings per patient in the 
6 min. dwell time groupA

$9,117
savings per patient in the 
20 min. dwell time groupB

STUDY RESULTS NPWT: n=74
NPWTi: n=34
20 min dwell time
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