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COMPARSION BETWEEN JUC SPRAY AND SILVER
SULPHADIAZINE CREAM DBRESSING IN THE
MANAGEMENT OF SECOND DEGREE BURN
WOUNDS IN AN ACCIDENT AND EMERGENCY
DEPARTMENT IN HONG KONG

MY Ng,' CY Wong,' YN Chan,' KH Wu,? CK Chan’
Accident and Emergency Deparement, 'Ruttonjee and Tang
Shiu Kin Hospital; *Famela Youde Nethersole Eastern
Hospiral, Hong Kong

Objectives: This study was to evaluare the effect of JUC
antimicrobial spray dressing (JUC 1.5 ) 3 T 44) In che
management of second degree burn wound in accident and
emergency department (AED) patients in comparison to
wraditional silver sulphadiasine (AgS) cream dressing,

Rescarch design and methods: This was a randomized
controlled trial study conducred berween 1st November
2008 to 30ch May 2009 in Ruttonjee and Tang Shiu Kin
Haospiral AED. Parients with second degree burn less than
3% body surface arca over the limbs or anterior trunk, aged
18 years or above and independent in daily activities were
recruited in this study. The parients included in the study
were randomized into two groups — one group used JUC
spray and the other AgS cream. The technique of using JUC
spray dressing at home was explained by nurses to those
patients in the JUC group and they continued such dressing
at home, AgS cream dressing was given to the 2nd group of
patients for comparison. This group of patients continued
to be dressed in the general outpatient clinics, Follow-ups

in the AED were arranged for both groups of patients on
Day 5, 10 and 14, The wounds were then assessed by
docrors who did not have prior knowledge of the initial
treatment. The wound infection rate was the primary
outcome to be measured. Healing rate, treatmenr cost
and aceeprability of the JUC spray by the AED paticnts
were also studied.

Results: 60 subjects were recruited into the study wich 30
subjects in cach group. There was no significane difference
in basic characreristics berween the two groups. There were
two patients with infection in the AgS group bur none in
the JUC group (p=0.492}. There were 21 patients in the
JUC group with healing between Day 5 and Day 10
compared to 22 patients in the AgS group (p=0.346). All
patients in the JUC group accepred the JUC spray as a
treatment for their burn wounds,

Conclusions: Our results suggested thar there was no
significant difference in the infection rate and healing rime
between JUC spray and AgS cream in the treatment of
second degree burn wounds in AED patients, However, JUC
spray was highly accepred by the patients and ir is
recommended that it could be used as an alvernative
treatment for second degree burn wounds in AED patients,
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