4 Evidence in focus

PICO? Single Use Negative Pressure Wound Therapy System (sSNPWT) is associated

with significantly lower healthcare resource utilization (HCRU) costs, and likelihood of SmithNepheW
dehiscence following orthopaedic surgery compared to PREVENA™ in real-world use
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In real-world use, the implementation of PICO sNPWT following orthopaedic

surgery demonstrated significant reductions in the odds of developing dehiscence
compared to patients receiving PREVENA™. Additionally, PICO sNPWT demonstrated
: significantly lower costs and reduced financial burden to healthcare providers following
surgery orthopaedic surgery compared to patients receiving PREVENA™.
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