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Effect of airtight moist collagen membrane dressings on wound healing and cicatrization in the be-
nign breast tumor resection

CHU Hong-sheng
( Department of Breast Surgery ,Maternal and Child Health Care Hospital of Yutian County ,Yutian 064100 Hebei Province ,China)
Abstract ;

Objective To investigate the effect of airtight moist collagen membrane dressings on wound healing and

cicatrization in the benign breast tumor resection. Methods A total of 150 patients who underwent the benign breast tumor re-
section were selected in Maternal and Child Health Care Hospital of Yutian County form January 2012 to August 2014. Among
the patients,the operative incisions of 75 patients( control group) were treated with general dressings,and the operative inci-
sions of other 75 patients( observation group) were treated with airtight moist collagen membrane dressings. The postoperative
wound healing and cicatrization were compared between the two groups. Results The number of changing dressings in obser-
vation group was significantly less than that in control group( P <0.05). The score of pain in observation group was significant-
ly lower than that in control group( P <0.05). The wound healing time in observation group was significantly shorter than that
in control group ( P < 0. 05). The incisional scab rate in observation group and control group was 30. 67% (23/75) and
98.67% (74/75) respectively,the incisional scab rate in observation group was significantly lower than that in control group
(P <0.05). The incisional cicatrization rate in observation group and control group was 18.67% (14/75) and 49.33% (37/
75) respectively, the incisional cicatrization rate in observation group was significantly lower than that in control group (P <
0.05). Conclusion Airtight moist collagen membrane dressings can promote the postoperative wound healing, relieve the pain
of patients and decrease the cicatrization.
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