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Background
Hard-to-heal wounds, e.g. venous leg ulcers (VLUs), diabetic foot ulcers (DFUs), and 
pressure injuries (PIs), are becoming more difficult to treat and prevalent as the population 
ages.1 Hard-to-heal wounds are a major challenge in healthcare systems globally;2  
lowering patient quality of life as well as a substantial economic burden.3,4

A key aspect of hard-to-heal wound care is overcoming the factors that delay healing, such 
as infection and biofilm.5 

   At least 78% of hard-to-heal wounds have biofilm6  

Dressings have been developed that are highly absorbent and moisture-retaining, many 
with silver to control microbial overburden.2   

Study Overview
The aim of this study was to compare patients who used Aquacel® Ag+ Extra which 
benefits from MORE THAN SILVERTM technology with patients using Cutimed® Sorbact® 
for the treatment of VLUs, DFUs, and PIs in the 24 months prior to October 2022.   

Healthcare providers (HCPs) captured data on clinical performance and outcomes using 
real world evidence in Germany (DE) and the United States (US). Both dressings are 
widely used for hard-to-heal wounds throughout DE and the US.  

$1,000

Aquacel® Ag+ Extra - in the US (Aquacel® Ag 
Advantage) and in Germany (Aquacel®Ag+ Extra) 

- specifically developed for biofilm with MORE 
THAN SILVERTM technology to deliver superior 
anti-biofilm performance by disrupting and 

destroying biofilm.7 

Cutimed® Sorbact® - a wound dressing with 
no donation of chemicals as it does not have 

local antiseptic or antibiotic agents.8 

Results

Test dressings

Technical Evidence

Patients who receive Aquacel® Ag+ Extra are 
over 3.5 times more likely to have the wound 
completely healed than Cutimed® Sorbact®  
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Vs

0%
of patients in Germany 
who used Aquacel® Ag+ Extra 
needed surgery

3.53x
Patients in the US who received 
Aquacel® Ag+ Extra were more 
likely to have the wound 
completely healed (p=0.033)

48%
of the Aquacel® Ag+ Extra cohort, 
had their wounds completely 
healed and 48% had their wounds 
improved compared to 35% 
and 56%, respectively, of the 
Cutimed® Sorbact® corhort (Fig.1)

100%
of patients in Germany who used 
Aquacel® Ag+ Extra dressings had 
their wounds completely 
healed or improved (Fig.1) 

A greater proportion of wounds were worsening 
before dressing in the Aquacel® Ag+ Extra cohort 
(49% vs. 34%; p=0.010) vs the Cutimed® Sorbact® corhort 

11% of Cutimed® Sorbact® 
patients required 
surgery 
(0% vs. 11%, p=0.039)

per year4
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Conclusion
Both Aquacel® Ag+ Extra and Cutimed® Sorbact® dressings are widely used in Germany and the 
US for patients with VLUs, DFUs, and PIs and are generally comparable. 

The study found two important differences: patients who used Aquacel® Ag+ Extra did not need 
further surgery in Germany and in the US, there were significantly higher probability odds that 
wounds would completely heal with Aquacel® Ag+ Extra dressings compared to Cutimed® Sorbact®.  

When there was a statistically significant difference, Aquacel® Ag+ Extra showed better outcomes. 

Fig. 1 Overall Wound Status (By Product and Country)

** Statistically significant difference (p<0.05)  
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