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More than 1 million burns occur annually in the 
United States. The management of first-degree 
burns is limited to minor pain control whereas 
third-degree burns require skin grafting. However, 
second-degree/partial-thickness burns disrupt 
the epidermis and part of the dermis, thereby 
requiring acute wound care, pain control, and 
infection control. There are many different topi-
cal treatments and dressings for acute partial- 
thickness burns, and the clinical superiority of 
any one treatment is unclear. Because derma-
tologists may manage acute outpatient burns, we 
review the most widely utilized treatments that 
may be administered on an outpatient basis.

Cutis. 2010;86:249-257.

More than 1.2 million individuals in the 
United States each year experience burns. 
Of the 500,000 burn injuries that receive 

medical treatment, the majority require outpatient 
treatment and only 50,000 require hospitalization.1,2 
Children aged 2 to 4 years are reported to have the 
greatest frequency of burns, most commonly scald burns. 
The second greatest incidence rate is reported among 
adolescent boys and young adult males aged 17 to  
25 years, most commonly burns from flammable liquids.1 

Categorizing Burn Wounds
Triaging a burn wound requires assessment of the 
wound’s depth and surface area. The depth is more 
indicative of how the wound will heal and if grafting 
will be needed, while the surface area is more of a 
determinant of how aggressively the patient must be 
resuscitated. The wound depth often is not apparent 
upon initial evaluation, and most burns are uneven 
in their penetration of the skin. Table 1 provides a 

summary of the most common burn types and their 
histologic description, clinical presentation, and most 
widely accepted treatment regimens.

First-degree burns penetrate only the epidermis 
without creating a remarkable barrier loss. They 
usually present with painful and erythematous but 
intact skin (Figure 1). The treatment is primarily 
symptomatic with topical salves and nonsteroidal  
anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs), and complica-
tions such as scarring do not frequently occur. 

Partial-thickness (or second-degree) burns consist 
of injury to the epidermis and some of the dermis  
(Figure 2). They may be further divided into 
superficial and deep partial-thickness burns, the 
former penetrating only the papillary dermis and 
the latter traversing further into the reticular dermis. 
Partial-thickness burns most commonly present as 
red and painful blisters that may or may not be 
intact. Reepithelialization typically occurs within 1 to  
4 weeks from retained epidermal structures in the rete 
ridges, hair follicles, and sweat glands. Severe scarring 
may occur if there is a loss of these dermal appendages. 
Partial-thickness burns do not penetrate the boundary 
between the dermis and the subcutaneous tissue, 
which would categorize the injury as a full-thickness 
(or third-degree) burn (Figure 3). Third-degree burns 
require skin grafting, as the depth of the injury destroys 
all dermal appendages and prevents spontaneous 
reepithelialization from occurring. 

Because the skin is a crucial barrier that prevents 
infection while retaining body fluids and heat, the 
treatment of extensive second- and third-degree burns 
tends to be complex, as it must address all of these lost 
functions. The treatment of extensive burns begins 
with replenishing lost fluids and preventing the loss of 
heat by dressing the wounds to prevent evaporation. 
Wound dressing also must minimize the threat of 
infection in nonintact skin. 

There is less variability in the treatment of first- 
and third-degree burns, as the former require minimal 
wound care and the latter almost always require skin 
grafting. However, there is a great variety of treatments 
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currently utilized for second-degree/partial-thickness 
burns, the majority of which are not supported by 
strong evidence of efficacy. Because dermatologists 
often treat minor burns in an outpatient setting, we 
conducted a narrative review of the existing evidence 
for minor burn management. Topics reviewed include 
wound cleansing, pain control, wound dressings, and 
prevention of infection.

Overview of Partial-thickness  
Burn Management
As with all wounds, the management of burns 
involves preventing infection, facilitating healing, and 
maximizing cosmesis. A variety of treatments are in 
practice, ranging from the placement of a biosynthetic 
covering to the placement of gauze coupled with  
silver sulfadiazine. 

Only a few practices for the care of partial-thickness 
burns are based on well-controlled, randomized clinical 
trials. For instance, maintaining a moist covering 
on the burn wound via a biosynthetic, biologic, or 
synthetic dressing optimizes the healing process. Acute 
burn wounds heal faster in a moist environment, which 

allows for a higher rate of keratinocyte migration, 
vascularization, and reepithialization.3

One Canadian study surveyed the most commonly 
utilized therapies for partial-thickness burns both 
before and after postburn day 5.4 Within the first 
5 days following the injury, regardless of the wound 
surface area, the application of silver sulfadiazine  
cream 1% was the primary choice by 32.7% of 
responders, followed by povidone-iodine (10.3%) 
and human allografts (10.0%). Nonbiologic occlusive 
dressings were favored in only 7.0% of cases. After 
postburn day 5, silver sulfadiazine remained the most 
favored treatment. No one treatment was preferred 
in more than 50% of cases, which demonstrates that 
there is a variety of therapies for this category of burns.4

Debridement and Cleansing
Most minor burn wounds are first cleansed with 
a mild nonalcoholic soap or detergent and then 
rinsed with normal saline. There is no evidence 
supporting vigorous cleansing of the wound with 
antiseptic solutions such as povidone-iodine.1 
Although some in vitro studies have demonstrated that  

Burn Type
Histologic 
Depth Clinical Presentation Treatment

First degree Epidermis Erythematous but intact skin, 
no blisters, pain may range  
in severity

Topical salves, cold com-
presses, dressing, NSAIDs  
for pain control 

Superficial second 
degree/partial  
thickness

Papillary dermis Erythematous with superficial 
blisters, intense pain

Topical antimicrobials with 
gauze dressing or biosynthetic 
dressing (if widespread), pain 
control

Deep second degree/
partial thickness

Reticular dermis Erythematous with superficial/
deep blisters, range of pain 
depending on nerve  
involvement

Topical antimicrobials with 
gauze dressing or biosynthetic 
dressing (if widespread), pain 
control

Third degree/full  
thickness

Through dermis 
to subcutaneous 
tissue

May appear white or black, 
possible eschar, may or may 
not be painful depending on 
nerve damage

Usually requires grafting, may 
require resuscitation depending 
on TBSA affected, pain control

Abbreviations: NSAID, nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drug; TBSA, total body surface area.  

Table 1.

Characteristics of Major Burn Types
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povidone-iodine solution is effective against bacteria 
without destroying fibroblastic cells, its clinical 
significance in preventing wound infection is  
more controversial.1,5-7

Blisters are common wound sequelae seen in 
superficial partial-thickness burns. There is no 
universal standard regarding their care. For instance, 
when fibroblasts are exposed to blister fluid, they 
may contract prematurely and cause joint and tissue 
stiffness. Moreover, the cytokines of blister fluid have 
been shown to contribute to hypertrophic scarring. 
Other studies suggest that debriding a burn blister and 
applying a moisture-retaining dressing with a matrix or 
scaffold, such as a biosynthetic dressing, may optimize 
healing time and reduce hypertrophic scarring.8,9 
Regardless of whether a blister should be incised and 
drained, the exposed fluid and nonintact skin provide 
a rich medium for bacterial growth, and if left open, 
desiccation may convert a partial-thickness burn into 
a deeper injury.10 To prevent desiccation and infection, 
nonintact skin must be covered with a wound dressing.

Pain Management
Unfortunately, pain often is undertreated in the 
healthcare setting. One study analyzed a database 
of emergency department encounters from 1992 to 
1999 and found that of 1537 cases of burns, only  
40% to 57% of patients received analgesics.11

While partial-thickness burns may produce pain 
of varying degrees, patients have different thresholds 
for pain and different physiologic responses to 
treatments.12 In general, mild pain may be treated with 
acetaminophen or an NSAID, and moderate to severe 
pain should be treated with an opioid added to either 
acetaminophen or an NSAID.13

Dressings
The application of gauze with a topical antimicrobial 
(most commonly silver sulfadiazine) to a burn wound 
is still nearly universal. In addition to stimulating 
reepithelialization, many occlusive dressings are easier 
to apply and remove, require fewer dressing changes, 
decrease pain, decrease time to healing, and produce 
better cosmetic outcomes. Of the occlusive dressings, 
the hydrocolloids, hydrogels, and hydrofibers are most 
widely utilized. 

Hydrocolloids consist of hydrophilic and 
hydrophobic components within a matrix of gelatin, 
pectin, and carboxymethylcellulose. When the dressing 
contacts the wound exudate, it forms a gel over the 
wound that maintains moisture and allows for autolysis 
to enhance granulation tissue formation. If the exudate 
is opaque, it may be confused with infection.

In contrast, the hydrogels consist of a hydrophilic 
polymer and up to 80% water. Although they allow 

Figure 2. Second-degree/partial-thickness burn on the 
forearm with painful blisters. ©Naeem Alhayani, DVD, 
Dermatlas (http://www.dermatlas.com).

Figure 3. Third-degree/full-thickness burn on the right 
hand and wrist. ©Mehrdad Mehravaran, MD, Dermatlas 
(http://www.dermatlas.com).

Figure 1. First-degree burn on the back with erythema-
tous but intact skin. Photograph courtesy of Stephen 
M. Milner, MD, Department of Surgery, Johns Hopkins 
Bayview Medical Center, Baltimore, Maryland.
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for necrotic debridement and autolysis similar to 
the hydrocolloids, they are better at rehydrating dry 
wounds and do not have strong absorptive ability. 
Hydrofibers are composed of carboxymethylcellulose 
and also form a gel when in contact with wound 
exudate. The hydrofibers are particularly beneficial 
for heavily exudative wounds3,14 and have shown good 
improvement in scar pliability and height.15

Biologic and biosynthetic dressings include skin 
grafts and skin substitutes. Skin grafts primarily are 
used for third-degree burns. Skin substitutes provide 
scaffolding over which tissue regeneration can occur. 
Biosynthetic dermal substitutes initially were designed 
to cover burn wounds and graft sites. Formulated with 
functional and structural similarities to the dermis, 
they provide a cellular and collagenous mixture 
to induce epithelial migration and differentiation. 
However, biologic dressings may be rejected, induce 
an allergic response, or transmit disease.3

Occlusive and semisynthetic dressings may be 
superior over silver sulfadiazine with a dry dressing. 
One study evaluated a silver-impregnated hydrofiber 
dressing compared with silver sulfadiazine with a 
dry dressing and found that the former conferred a 
slight advantage in improving vascularity, pliability, 
repigmentation, and extent of reepithelialization at 
the end of the treatment period. However, the only 
significant difference was in scar height (P5.042), 
which was more likely to normalize in the hydrofiber 
group than in the silver sulfadiazine group.16

For less exudative wounds, hydrocolloid dressings 
are superior to silver sulfadiazine.14 Biosynthetic 
wound dressings that provide a 3-dimensional structure 
for reepithelialization also have been shown to be 
superior to silver sulfadiazine in decreasing limitation 
of activity, improving patient compliance, decreasing 
healing time, requiring fewer dressing changes, 
and producing improved repigmentation of the  
injured skin.17,18

There is a wide variety of dressing options for  
acute partial-thickness burns (Table 2). Overall, 
the occlusive dressings offer improvements in 
wound healing and scar cosmesis for minor burns. 
Nonetheless, they are expensive and their clinical 
superiority may not outweigh their expense for the 
majority of outpatient minor burns. 

Infection Control
Burned patients harbor an increased risk for 
infection for several reasons. First, the loss of the 
protective skin barrier confers a remarkable level of 
immunosuppression.10,48 Second, the colonization 
of burn wounds with the natural flora of the skin, 
such as Staphylococcus epidermidis, is unavoidable 
and burn wounds are inevitably contaminated. 

Third, thermal injury produces coagulation 
necrosis that, once infected, behaves similarly 
to an undrained abscess and renders antibiotics  
less effective. 

Furthermore, recognizing infection may be 
challenging because an infected wound may be 
clinically indistinguishable from a healing burn. As 
the burn wound heals, it often presents with notable 
erythema, edema, pain, and even leukocytosis or a 
low-grade fever.10 

The reported rates of wound infections vary 
greatly among studies because standardized criteria for 
infection are not well-defined. However, regardless of 
infection criteria, many reports on the incidence of 
hospital-acquired infection among burn patients have 
determined that the percentage of total body surface 
area affected is a clinically significant risk factor.48-50 

The predominant bacteria that cause infection 
in burn patients are Pseudomonas aeruginosa and 
Staphylococcus aureus, including methicillin-resistant 
S aureus (MRSA).51 Colonization with MRSA is 
associated with larger burns, twice as many operative 
procedures, and prolonged hospital admission.52 
Methicillin-resistant S aureus and methicillin-
resistant S epidermidis together account for 82% of 
gram-positive wound isolates, whereas gram-negative 
bacteria account for only 34%.52-55

Prophylactic oral antibiotics generally are not 
recommended, unless the patient is undergoing a skin 
graft.10 The majority of treatments to prevent infection 
are comprised of topical antimicrobials, though their 
efficacy is questionable because widespread use has led to 
increasing bacterial resistance.49 Although research has 
not demonstrated a notable benefit from applying most 
topical antimicrobials to minor burn wounds, the use 
of antiseptic-impregnated dressings and newer topical 
treatments such as cadexomer iodine and silver delivery 
systems may be more efficient in preventing infection.7,56 

Topical Antimicrobials
Silver sulfadiazine has broad-spectrum antimicrobial 
properties and remains effective against some of the 
most resistant bacteria such as vancomycin-resistant 
enterococci and MRSA. Its wide use prevails despite 
reported side effects such as hypersensitivity reactions, 
allergic contact dermatitis, neutropenia, erythema 
multiforme, methemoglobinemia, and cutaneous 
argyria. Although a few cases of localized argyria 
have been reported, the deposition of silver within 
the skin from the short-term use of silver sulfadiazine  
is uncommon.20

In contrast to occlusive dressings, silver sulfadiazine 
applied to superficial to mid-thickness burns may 
result in delayed wound healing and exacerbation 
of scarring. All topical antimicrobials are variably 
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detrimental to wound healing. For instance, even 
in low concentrations, povidone-iodine inhibits 
the chemotaxis of polymorphonuclear leukocytes.4 

Gauze-based materials and dressings must be changed 
daily and they tend to adhere to the wound bed, 
causing pain and damage to reepithelialization when 
removed. Silver sulfadiazine causes an accumulation 
of proteinaceous debris that prevents the inward 
migration of fibroblasts and epithelial cells. The 
damage from the debris is augmented by the mechanical 
trauma of daily dressing changes. For this reason, silver 
sulfadiazine may be beneficial only when used as an 
antimicrobial on deeper partial-thickness burns.9

Despite the negative reputation of the topical 
antimicrobials, some may have a remarkable benefit. 
Mafenide acetate has 2 major advantages over silver 
sulfadiazine. It is more effective than silver sulfadiazine 
against resistant Pseudomonas and Enterococcus species, 
and it can penetrate eschars. However, mafenide 
acetate also is painful on application and inhibits 
carbonic anhydrase, which may cause metabolic 
acidosis if applied over a large surface area of skin. 
Therefore, mafenide acetate is applied primarily to 
burn eschars and small areas of full-thickness burns.28,29

Conclusion
Patients with acute minor burns may be seen by a 
dermatologist for initial evaluation and outpatient 
management. The most practical treatment of the 
majority of acute partial-thickness burns is the 
application of bacitracin or silver sulfadiazine because 
the high cost of occlusive dressings may outweigh their 
clinical superiority for many patients. For patients who 
find frequent dressing changes impractical or painful, 
occlusive hydrocolloid dressings may be beneficial 
or, for more exudative wounds, a hydrofiber dressing. 
For pediatric patients who do not require referral to a 
burn center, the clinician may consider administering 
a collagen-based dressing or skin substitute. In these 
cases, the superiority of the dressings would outweigh 
the disadvantages of increased cost. However, for a 
small burn (,1% total body surface area), the clinical 
necessity may fail to outweigh the cost. 

All burn patients must be carefully assessed for 
pain. Acetaminophen or an NSAID may relieve 
minor discomfort, but an opioid may be necessary 
for severe pain. Traditional gauze dressings should 
be changed twice daily and topical antimicrobials 
reapplied. Synthetic dressings may be changed less 
frequently, depending on the exudative nature of 
the wound and properties of the dressing. There 
is currently no strong evidence that prophylactic 
oral antibiotics are advantageous. Evidence-based 
protocols for partial-thickness burns are still lacking, 
reflecting a paucity of research in this area.

REFERENCES
  1.  Townsend CM, Beauchamp RD, Evers BM, et al, eds. 

Sabiston Textbook of Surgery. 18th ed. Philadelphia, PA: 
Saunders Elsevier; 2008. 

  2.  Burn incidence and treatment in the US: 2007 fact 
sheet. American Burn Association Web site. http: 
//www.ameriburn.org/resources_factsheet.php. Accessed 
June 16, 2008. 

  3.  Robinson JK, Hanke WC, Sengelmann R, et al, eds. 
Surgery of the Skin. Philadelphia, PA: Elsevier Health 
Sciences; 2005. 

  4.  Hermans MH. Results of a survey on the use of different 
treatment options for partial and full thickness burns. 
Burns. 1998;24:539-551. 

  5.  Rabenberg VS, Ingersoll CD, Sandrey MA, et al. 
The bactericidal and cytotoxic effects of antimicrobial 
wound cleansers. J Athl Train. 2002;37:51-54. 

  6.  Burks RI. Povidone-iodine solution in wound treatment. 
Phys Ther. 1998;78:212-218. 

  7.  White RJ, Cutting K, Kingsley A. Topical antimicrobials 
in the control of wound bioburden. Ostomy Wound 
Manage. 2006;52:26-58. 

  8.  Marx JA, Hockberger RS, Walls RM, et al, eds. Rosen’s 
Emergency Medicine. 6th ed. Philadelphia, PA: Mosby 
Elsevier; 2006. 

  9.  Sargent RL. Management of blisters in the partial-
thickness burn: an integrative research review. J Burn 
Care Res. 2006;27:66-81. 

10.  Roberts JR, Hedges JR, Chanmugam AS, et al, eds. 
Clinical Procedures in Emergency Medicine. 4th ed. 
Philadelphia, PA: Saunders; 2004. 

11.  Singer AJ, Thode HC Jr. National analgesia prescribing 
patterns in emergency department patients with burns. J 
Burn Care Rehabil. 2002;23:361-365. 

12.  Faucher L, Furukawa K. Practice guidelines for the 
management of pain. J Burn Care Res. 2006;27:659-668.

13.  Singer AJ, Brebbia J, Soroff HH. Management of local burn 
wounds in the ED. Am J Emerg Med. 2007;25:666-671.

14.  Wyatt D, McGowan DN, Najarian MP. Comparison of 
a hydrocolloid dressing and silver sulfadiazine cream in 
the outpatient management of second-degree burns. J 
Trauma. 1990;30:857-865.

15.  Vloemans AF, Soesman AM, Kreis RW, et al. A newly 
developed hydrofibre dressing, in the treatment of 
partial-thickness burns. Burns. 2001;27:167-173. 

16.  Caruso DM, Foster KN, Blome-Eberwein SA, et al. 
Randomized clinical study of Hydrofiber dressing with 
silver or silver sulfadiazine in the management of partial-
thickness burns. J Burn Care Res. 2006;27:298-309. 

17.  Chung JY, Herbert ME. Myth: silver sulfadiazine is 
the best treatment for minor burns. West J Med. 
2001;175:205-206.

18.  Gerding RL, Emerman CL, Effron D, et al. Outpatient 
management of partial-thickness burns: Biobrane versus 
1% silver sulfadiazine. Ann Emerg Med. 1990;19:121-124. 

Copyright Cutis 2010. No part of this publication may be reproduced, stored, or transmitted without the prior written permission of the Publisher.

CUTIS 
Do Not Copy



VOLUME 86, NOVEMBER 2010  257

Partial-thickness Burns

WWW.CUTIS.COM

19.  Generic bacitracin, cost, ½ oz. http://www.google.com 
/products?hl5en&q5generic1bacitracin,1cost,1/21

oz&um51&ie5UTF-8&sa5X&oi5product_result_
group&resnum51&ct5title. Accessed October 16, 2010.

20.  Fisher NM, Marsh E, Lazova R. Scar-localized argyria 
secondary to silver sulfadiazine cream. J Am Acad Dermatol. 
2003;49:730-732. 

21.  Silvadene, cost. http://www.google.com/products?q5silvadene%2
C1cost&hl5en&show5dd. Accessed October 16, 2010. 

22.  Vehmeyer-Heeman M, Van den Kerckhove E, Gorissen K, 
et al. Povidone-iodine ointment: no effect of split skin graft 
healing time. Burns. 2005;31:489-494. 

23.  Vogt PM, Reimer K, Hauser J, et al. PVP-iodine in 
hydrosomes and hydrogel—a novel concept in wound 
therapy leads to enhanced epithelialization and reduced loss 
of skin grafts. Burns. 2006;32:698-705. 

24.  Meszaros G, Menesi L, Kopcsanyi Z. Treatment of thermally 
injured patients with betadine solution and cream. Ther 
Hung. 1993;41:132-136. 

25.  Steen M. Review of the use of povidone-iodine (PVP-
I) in the treatment of burns. Postgrad Med J. 1993;69
(suppl 3):S84-S92. 

26.  Lowe DO, Knowles SR, Weber EA, et al. Povidone-iodine-
induced burn: case report and review of the literature. 
Pharmacotherapy. 2006;26:1641-1645. 

27.  Betadine, cost. http://www.google.com/products?q5betadin
e,1cost&hl5en&show5dd&scoring5p&lnk5next&sa5

N&start520. Accessed October 16, 2010.
28.  Townsend CM, Beauchamp RD, Evers BM, et al, eds. 

Sabiston Textbook of Surgery. 17th ed. Philadelphia, PA: 
Saunders; 2004. 

29.  Brown TP, Cancio LC, McManus AT, et al. Survival benefit 
conferred by topical antimicrobial preparations in burn 
patients: a historical perspective. J Trauma. 2004;56:863-866. 

30.  Johnson RM, Richard R. Partial-thickness burns: 
identification and management. Adv Skin Wound Care. 
2003;16:178-189. 

31.  Sulfamylon, cost. http://www.google.com/products?q5sulfamylon
%2C1cost&hl5en&show5dd. Accessed October 16, 2010. 

32.  Cassidy C, St Peter SD, Lacey S, et al. Biobrane versus 
duoderm for the treatment of intermediate thickness 
burns in children: a prospective, randomized trial. Burns. 
2005;31:890-893. 

33.  Afilalo M, Dankoff J, Guttman A, et al. DuoDERM 
hydroactive dressing versus silver sulphadiazine/Bactigras 
in the emergency treatment of partial skin thickness burns. 
Burns. 1992;18:313-316. 

34.  DuoDerm burn, cost. http://www.google.com/products?q
5DuoDerm1burn,1cost&hl5en&show5dd&scoring5p. 
Accessed October 16, 2010.

35.  Lopez P, Dachs R. Effectiveness of dressings for healing 
venous leg ulcers. Am Fam Physician. 2007;75:649-650. 

36.  Vigilon, cost. http://www.drugsdepot.com/viewitem.php 
/drugsdepot/pd1762777/VIGILON_4_X_4_STERILE_10_
IN_EACH_BOX__ONE_BOX. Accessed October 16, 2010.

37.  Aquacel, cost. http://www.google.com/products?q5aquacel%
2C1cost&hl5en&show5dd. Accessed October 16, 2010.

38.  Biobrane: biosynthetic wound dressing. Smith & Nephew 
Web site. http://wound.smith-nephew.com/uk/node.
asp?NodeId53562. Accessed October 16, 2010.

39.  Kumar RJ, Kimble RM, Boots R, et al. Treatment of partial-
thickness burns: a prospective, randomized trial using 
transcyte. ANZ J Surg. 2004;74:622-626. 

40.  Demling RH, DeSanti L, Orgill DP. Structure, properties 
and evidenced based clinical experience in burns. http: 
//www.burnsurgery.org/Modules/skinsubstitutes/sec5.htm. 
Accessed August 2008. 

41.  Biobrane, cost. http://www.google.com/products?q5biobrane
%2C1cost&hl5en&show5dd. Accessed October 16, 2010.

42.  Amani H, Dougherty WR, Blome-Eberwein S. Use of 
transcyte and dermabrasion to treat burns reduces length of 
stay in burns of all size and etiology. Burns. 2006;32:828-832.

43.  Bello YM, Falabella AF, Eaglstein WH. Tissue-engineered 
skin. current status in wound healing. Am J Clin Dermatol. 
2001;2:305-313. 

44.  Boschert S. Artificial skin just beginning to grow. Skin & 
Allergy News. November 2002. http://findarticles.com/p
/articles/mi_hb4393/is_12_33/ai_n28959623/. Accessed 
October 18, 2010.

45.  EZ Derm. http://www.google.com/products?hl5en&q5ez1
derm&scoring5r. Accessed October 16, 2010.

46.  About Dermagraft: FAQs. http://www.dermagraft.com 
/about/faqs. Accessed October 16, 2010.

47.  Advanced BioHealing investor presentation: January 
2008. http://www.yale.edu/ybps/businessofbiotechnology 
program2008/Kevin_Rakin_CEO_Advanced_Biohealing 
.pdf. Accessed October 18, 2010. 

48.  Wibbenmeyer L, Danks R, Faucher L, et al. Prospective 
analysis of nosocomial infection rates, antibiotic use, and 
patterns of resistance in a burn population. J Burn Care Res. 
2006;27:152-160. 

49.  Appelgren P, Bjornhagen V, Bragderyd K, et al. A prospective 
study of infections in burn patients. Burns. 2002;28:39-46. 

50.  Gastmeier P, Weigt O, Sohr D, et al. Comparison of 
hospital-acquired infection rates in paediatric burn patients. 
J Hosp Infect. 2002;52:161-165. 

51.  Church D, Elsayed S, Reid O, et al. Burn wound infections. 
Clin Microbiol Rev. 2006;19:403-434. 

52.  Reardon CM, Brown TP, Stephenson AJ, et al. Methicillin-
resistant Staphylococcus aureus in burns patients—why all 
the fuss? Burns. 1998;24:393-397. 

53.  Shannon T, Edgar P, Villarreal C, et al. Much ado about 
nothing: methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus. J Burn 
Care Rehabil. 1997;18:326-331. 

54.  Cook N. Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus versus 
the burn patient. Burns. 1998;24:91-98. 

55.  Lesseva MI, Hadjiiski OG. Staphylococcal infections in the 
Sofia Burn Centre, Bulgaria. Burns. 1996;22:279-282.

56.  Drosou A, Falabella A, Kirsner R. Antiseptics on wounds: 
an area of controversy. Wounds. 2003;15:149-166.

Copyright Cutis 2010. No part of this publication may be reproduced, stored, or transmitted without the prior written permission of the Publisher.

CUTIS 
Do Not Copy




