339 Az o

] R -
Medifoam™ & ©| &% 2455 A

THE EFFECT OF MEDIFOAM"® DRESSING
ON THE WOUND OF PENILE SURGERY
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THE EFFECT OF MEDIFOAM" DRESSING
ON THE WOUND OF PENILE SURGERY

Kun Chul Lee, Tae Il Kwak', Dong Soo Lee’, Du Geon Moon, Je Jong Kim
Department of Urology, Korea University College of Medicine and l-.\:Iem:)ower Urology
Clinic and “Korea-Ace Urology Clinic, Seoul, Korea

Purpose: We evaluated the effect of Medifoam® dressing on penile surgical wound
healing by comparing Medifoam" dressing with traditional gzuze dressing method.

Materials and Methods: Of the patients who wanted penile surgery. we seiecred 20
patients with exclusion criteria. The exclusion criteria were infection, abnormal immune
system or taking drugs which could disturb wound hezling. The selected patients were
dressed with™Medifoam". And the patients were followed up on postoperative day 1, 3. 3
and finally dayv 7 and the wound hezling process was checked. On the finzl 7th dav, we
evaluated the relative pain amount. the ease [0 apply or remove. non-mugratory nature
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of dressing material. and the surgeon’s subjective comment. The comparison was done
in all items with wraditional gauze dressing method.

Results: On the lIst. 3rd. 3th. 7th postoperative days. clean wound was-seen in 63%.
502, 8575, 9595 respecuvelv-and the rest pétiéni:‘; showed only a licdle amount of serous
discharge. No one had a dirty- or purulent wound. In the pain item. 70% felt a average
amount and 3095 felt minimal amount. In the item of the 2zse o zpplv or remove. 1373
snowed excellent. 309 showed good and 3% showed average when compared with
gauze dressing. In the non—migrauon item, 45%3, 45%, 10% showed excellent, good.
average raspectively. In the surgeon’s finzl subjective comment, exceilent was 3%,
good(better) was 90%, and so so was 39%.

Conclusions: The concept that moist wound healing is superior © dry wound healing is

aot new. But, in the penile surgery. we are siill using gauze dressing merhod. that is.
drv wound healing. Considering the comiorzable. easy nature of moist dressing marteriz!
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such as Medifoam™. the zdvantage will surpass the cost
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