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wound therapy

221 Subject Randomized Controlled Trial: Edema and Wound Healing Outcomes in Renal Transplant Patients
Lawson Research, London Health Sciences Centre, London, Ontario'2
The geko™ device vs Intermittent Pneumatic Compression and Thromboembolic Deterrent Stocking

Measure Outcome Significance
Demographics No significant difference None
Leg Edema’ IPC 3.6 cm vs 2.5 cm geko™ device P=0.001
Weight Gain' IPC5.18 kg vs 4.06 kg geko™ device P=0.003
Urine Output Total' IPC 12.6 L vs 15.99 L geko™ device P=0.003
Higher Femoral Vein Velocity' | IPC 14.41 cm/sec vs 18.9 cm/sec geko™ device P=0.001
Wound Healing? POD 3/POD 5 P=0.04/P=0.0003
Wound Infections? 29% of IPC patients vs 12% geko™ patients P=0.03
Length of Stay’ 9.36 days IPC vs 8.15 geko™ ~ 1 less day than IPC P=0.038
Mobility? (Pedometer) 1099 steps IPC vs 1231 geko™ device P=0.009
Hospital Observation Cost savings of $2,300.00/patient with geko™ device
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