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Abstract: Objective To observe the clinical efficacy of vacuum sealing drainage in the treatment of pri-
mary closure wounds.  Methods Sixty-eight patients with primary closure contaminated wounds treated at
Department of Traumatic Orthopedics of The Second People’s Hospital of Hainan province LLedong County
from August 2014 to December 2016 were divided into a treatment group (34 cases) and a control group (34 ca-
ses) by using random number table method. The treatment group was given the treatment of vacuum sealing
drainage (VSD), and the control group was given conventional wound dressing change. Then the differences in
postoperative wound infection rate, hospital duration as well as the wound healing grades were compared be-

tween the two groups. Results In the treatment group, the rate of postoperative wound infection was lower

than that of the control group ( P =0. 040), and the hospital duration of treatment group was lower than that
of the control group ( P <C0. 05),and the wound healing grade of treatment group was obviously superior to
control group ( P =0.003), the differences had statistical significance. =~ Conclusion Compared with conven-
tional wound dressing change, VSD has significant advantages of decreasing the rate of wound infection and
shortening the healing time evidently and decreasing hospital duration as well as improving healing grade,
which has clinical value of application.
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