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Abstract: Successful research and development cooperation between a textile research institute, the
German Federal Ministry of Education and Research via the Center for Biomaterials and Organ
Substitutes, the University of Tübingen, and the Burn Center of Marienhospital, Stuttgart, Germany,
led to the development of a fully synthetic resorbable temporary epidermal skin substitute for the
treatment of burns, burn-like syndromes, donor areas, and chronic wounds. This article describes
the demands of the product and the steps that were taken to meet these requirements. The material
choice was based on the degradation and full resorption of polylactides to lactic acid and its salts.
The structure and morphology of the physical, biological, and degradation properties were selected
to increase the angiogenetic abilities, fibroblasts, and extracellular matrix generation. Water vapor
permeability and plasticity were adapted for clinical use. The available scientific literature was
screened for the use of this product. A clinical application demonstrated pain relief paired with a
reduced workload, fast wound healing with a low infection rate, and good cosmetic results. A better
understanding of the product’s degradation process explained the reduction in systemic oxidative
stress shown in clinical investigations compared to other dressings, positively affecting wound
healing time and reducing the total area requiring skin grafts. Today, the product is in clinical use in
37 countries. This article describes its development, the indications for product growth over time,
and the scientific foundation of treatments.

Keywords: burn; donor area; wounds; polylactide; lactormone; oxidative stress reduction; analgesia;
stabilization; reduced infection

1. Introduction

Stuttgart is one of Germany’s most innovative areas, as the location of the headquar-
ters and development centers of several multinational automobile companies, including
Daimler AG (Mercedes) and Porsche. Alongside a university and a technology university
of applied sciences, many research companies are located there.

Among these is the German Institutes for Textile and Fiber Research Denkendorf
(DITF), the largest textile research center in Europe with more than 300 scientific employees.
The company’s objective is to conduct research projects that ultimately lead to developing
degradable materials that do not cause any harm to the environment. The idea of using
such a product as a medical wound dressing was the underlying idea behind Suprathel®.
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Developing a degradable synthetic skin substitute is a convincing approach to tackling the
shortcomings of burn care and biological skin substitutes.

A joint venture between the Institute of Textile Research and Chemical Engineering
Denkendorf and Stuttgart Burn Center at the Clinic for Orthopedics, Trauma Surgery and
Sports Traumatology of Marienhospital, Stuttgart, Germany, was formed within the scope
of the BMOZ (German Center for Biomaterials and Organ Substitute Stuttgart–Tübingen),
supported by the German Federal Ministry of Education and Research, the Federal Country
of Baden-Württemberg, and the University of Tübingen to develop a material “combining
the advantages of biological and synthetic substitutes” [1,2].

This material was needed to advance skin substitution processes to improve burn and
wound care. A transparent, permanent wound dressing was to be developed, allowing the
proper assessment of the treated wound. It needed to serve as an epithelial replacement
until the wound had healed completely, enabling both analgesia and the undisturbed
regeneration of the damaged epithelium. The durability also had to prevent infection or
iatrogenic compromise when changing the dressing. Dressing changes, if necessary, had to
be as painless and straightforward as possible.

Later on, a spin-off of the institute was founded (PolyMedics Innovations GmbH) to
further investigate said medical dressing and to promote its development.

This article explains the requirements of this product and reviews the developmental
steps and published literature on the use of Suprathel® (Polymedics Innovations GmbH.
Denkendorf, Germany).

2. Technical Features in the Development of a Skin Substitute
2.1. The Choice of Materials

It was an obvious choice to use materials from components already available in the
healthy human metabolism. Hydrocarbons are common and usually present in a cyclic
form. As the material needs some stability over a specific time, which should reduce during
degradation and resorption, polymers of lactic acid seemed to be suitable as an essential
product. Polymers with a higher molecular weight degrade in a humid environment into
monomers of lactic acid, buffered physiologically. It has been demonstrated that externally
applied lactic acid at a lower concentration positively influences keratinocyte-derived
growth factors such as VEGF (Vascular Endothelial Growth Factor [3,4]. Lactates, the salts
of lactic acid, are known to scavenge superoxide radicals and to inhibit lipid peroxidation.
When lactate oxidizes to pyruvate, this molecule can scavenge hydrogen peroxide and
superoxide radicals as well [5,6]. Both lactic acid and lactate can enter the cells. Lactic acid,
due to its small molecules and lack of polarity, being small enough to permeate through the
lipid membrane, can enter cells via the monocarboxylate transporter (MCT) protein shuttle
system [7]. Once inside the cell, lactate can serve as an energy source via the Cori cycle,
wherein it is converted into glucose. Lactate does not cause acidosis within a physiological
range [8].

Lactate dehydrogenase can alternatively convert lactate into pyruvate, which is oxi-
dized to acetyl Co-A, producing water, carbon dioxide, and NADH (nicotinamide adenine
dinucleotide plus hydrogen) in the mitochondria [9]. It can serve as an energy source and
as an energy transport system [10,11].

2.1.1. The Chemical Structure

The chemical structure influences the degradation time, potential toxicity, and foreign
body reactions in a wound environment. The initial molecular weight and structure, as
well as the chirality of polylactides, influence the speed of degradation and the degree
of formation of crystalline products [12]. Schakenraad showed, in 1991, that the initial
hydrolysis of amorphous poly-L-lactide might increase crystallinity and can lead to a long
degradation time [13]. Therefore, the challenge was to develop a chemical compound
without developing crystallinity and a foreign body reaction with a shorter resorption time.



Medicina 2021, 57, 143 3 of 16

2.1.2. The Material Structure

The material had to provide a certain degree of stability, as it was intended primarily
for temporary use in the place of human biological skin. This was combined with other
human skin qualities such as water vapor permeability and mechanical strength, flexibility,
and adherence to the wound bed.

The impact of morphology on the degradation and resorption speed was described by
Taylor et al. [12]. Different structures, resulting in a different porosity, showed a different
impact on angiogenesis [14–17]. Many materials with different structures and thicknesses,
such as foams, fleeces, and hot melt blows, were analyzed. The angiogenic response,
structural stability, and degradation had to be balanced in order to not create hypertrophic
granulation tissue, to provide sufficient water vapor permeability and stability, and to
preserve a moist wound environment. A balance of these properties would allow the
product to be used for partial-thickness burns, supporting wound healing and the regener-
ation of the epithelium without generating granulation tissue. These considerations finally
resulted in the pore size and structure used in Suprathel® (Polymedics Innovations GmbH,
Denkendorf, Germany).

3. Results of the Development Process
3.1. Material Properties

This development process resulted in a specific microporous structure for Suprathel®.
This microporous structure provides an increased moisture vapor permeability at the
beginning of the treatment. Induced by fibrine and the outer dressing, the water vapor
permeability of Suprathel® is reduced over the time to that of healthy human skin.

Suprathel® consists of DL-lactide (>70%), trimethylene carbonate, and ε-caprolactone.
A unique processing technique creates a porous membrane with a nearly symmetrical
cross-section, with an interconnected pore structure and varying pore sizes between 2 and
50 µm. The initial porosity of the material is >80%. Due to its plasticity, it adapts to the
wound bed at body temperature. It promptly adheres to a fresh wound. The membrane has
a thickness of 70–150 µm and an elongation potential between 100% and 250% [18]. Storage
at room temperature is possible for three years without the loss of quality. Degradation
and loss of stability occur within four weeks in vitro; in vivo, it is stabilized by fibrin, and
the separation layer and remnants are removed after wound healing. Examples for the use
of Suprathel® are shown in Figures 1 and 2a,b.
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Figure 2. (a) Shows healed areas after the application of Suprathel on a mesh-grafted area; and
(b) shows a healed donor area after Suprathel application on day 13 post op. (courtesy of Dr. Rapp).

3.2. Medical Aims of Suprathel Development

Table 1 gives an overview on the medical key points of the development of Suprathel®.
The effects are described in detail in the following paragraphs.

Table 1. Medical and handling key points of the development of Suprathel®.

• Pain reduction;

• Reduction in oxidative stress and the systemic inflammatory response;

• Reduction in the need for skin transplantations and consecutive donor wounds;

• Support for wound healing and more efficient healing;

• Low infection rate;

• Good cosmetic results and scar quality;

• Reduction in workload;

• Economic efficiency.

3.3. Detailed Results of Development
3.3.1. Basic Mechanism

Suprathel® offers positive effects on wound healing. These include the barrier effect,
the effect on dermal tissue, the effect on epidermal tissue, and systemic effects. The barrier
effect provides bacterial tightness and reduces fluid and energy loss [1,19]. The effect of
lactate has been described above. It works as a radical scavenger and energy source for
cells. Lactate simulates hypoxic conditions for cells, while oxygen tension is normal [11],
supporting the metabolism and wound healing in dermal tissue. It increases VEGF [20],
the number of vessel sprouts and functional vessel density, red blood cell velocity, as
well as interconnections in capillaries. It supports fibroblast migration and extracellular
matrix generation [21] and collagen synthesis [22]. Lactate’s effect on TGF-β (Transforming
Growth Factor β) generation is limited to two weeks, preventing myofibroblast generation
but supporting early wound healing [23–25]. In epidermal tissue, it supports keratinocyte
activation by redifferentiation and forming filopodia, enabling keratinocyte migration and
wound closure under lactate-induced TGF-β [26]. Cleavage during wound closure by
decorin limits this effect [27]. Systemic effects support burn wound healing by influencing
the inflammatory response, as demonstrated in children with a mean TBSA (total burned
surface area) burn of 39.95% [28].

3.3.2. Pain Reduction

Suprathel® has been shown to significantly reduce pain when applied to fresh wounds.
This effect is nearly unique to Suprathel® and is only comparable to dressings with an
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incorporated analgesic and antiphlogistic medication such as Ibuprofen [29]. One reason
for this might be the radical scavenging ability of the free radicals released after trauma
by keratinocytes and other cells [28]. ROS (reactive oxygen species) induces the synthesis
of PGE2 (Prostaglandin E2) [30]. A specific PGE2 receptor, EP1, is responsible for pain
perception. EP1-knockout mice only show 50% of the pain perception of wild-type mice.
The reduction in free radicals results in reduced pain triggers, as demonstrated by Stock
et al. [31]. Reduced PGE2 also influences local edema formation as a component of inflam-
mation [31], as demonstrated by Kaartinen et al. [32]. The reduction in oxidative stress and
pro-inflammatory cytokines might significantly influence the reduction in pain [28,33].

Another reason might be the protective effect on wound desiccation, known from
other materials [34], hindering pain from free nerve endings [35]. This effect alone is not
sufficient to explain the degree of pain reduction in Suprathel®. When compared directly
to other products, Suprathel® shows superiority in hindering desiccation [32]. Suprathel®

can significantly reduce resting and procedural pain due to its structure, as well as to inner
dressing changes being omitted [36–38]. As the Suprathel® skin template covered with the
separation layer remains adherent until the wound is healed, it protects the wound from
irritation and disruption during dressing changes. The degradation of the absorbent layer
does not trigger additional pain.

The Practical Meaning of Pain Reduction

Based on its physiological effect, several randomized controlled trials have demon-
strated the excellence of Suprathel® in pain reduction. Significant superiority was found
when compared to Jelonet [39], Mepilex [29,32], and Omiderm [40]. Pain reduction, which
was in the range of 30–63%, was statistically significant in all of these studies. Biatain Ibu
showed a faster but weaker effect than Suprathel® but had to be changed after three days
to preserve the pain-reducing ability [29]. To date, more than 20 studies, including prospec-
tive, retrospective, and case reports, have confirmed the excellent effect on pain reduction
in partial-thickness burns [38,41–45] and donor sites, radiation injuries [46], and burn-like
syndromes [47–49], as well as successful use in high-risk and complicated patients [50,51]
and cauterizations [52]. Some publications have even demonstrated a significant reduction
in opioids [37,45,51,53,54].

The other positive side effects include pain reduction, which has several positive
side effects. This enables the early return of function and early mobilization, as well as a
lower need for sedation, preparation, and surveillance before, during, and after procedures.
Furthermore, it reduces the side effects of opioid use, such as obstipation, dizziness, loss
of appetite, and hypotension, which might be compensated for by more fluid application
linked with edema and fluid-creep, triggering dependency on opioids [55,56]. Short
et al. [52] and others [44] have reported that it also enables outpatient care.

The reduction in opioids means less of a sedation effect, which facilitates early extubat-
ing and prevents the complications that come with longer periods of artificial ventilation, as
demonstrated in the Burn Repository 2017 of the ABA (American Burn Association) [57] by
reductions in fluid retention and acute kidney injury [58–61]. The goal of opioid reduction
is to prevent long-term opioid use (opioid dependency) [62].

3.3.3. The Effect of Treatment with Suprathel® on Workload and Stress to Both Patients and
Medical Staff

The basic principle for Suprathel® treatment is the initial application of Suprathel® to
the wound. The outer dressing typically consists of a separation layer (i.e., fatty gauze),
followed by an absorbent dressing and a compression layer. Only the outer dressing is
replaced during dressing changes.

This results in a reduced frequency of dressing changes and a reduced overall time
necessary for each dressing change, since the inner dressing remains attached to the wound
bed. Kukko et al. found a reduction in dressing changes to 42% compared to SSD silver
sulfa diazine (SSD) [63], while Markl et al. found a reduction from a mean of 4.0 in Mepitel
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to 0.3 in Suprathel (7.5%). The time needed for dressing changes was Ø2.25 min for
Suprathel® and Ø10.58 min for Mepitel®.

3.3.4. Effects of Suprathel® on Water Vapor Permeability and Fluid Management on
the Patient

Suprathel® reduces bleeding and is permeable for water and serum during the initial
treatment and causes less fluid secretion than other products [32]. It works well on donor
sites as it does not form a “cement-like clot” like other products (e.g., Biobrane) [64]. Hence,
donor sites are an excellent indication for Suprathel®.

As several case reports show, in products such as Biobrane® [65,66], Integra® [67],
and Opsite® [68], or even skin grafts [69], toxic shock syndrome can be a severe side effect
that is likely related to fluid retention underneath the dressing. There are no reports of
toxic shock syndrome with the use of Suprathel®. This might be due to the increased water
vapor permeability.

Suprathel® does not support hematoma formation or fluid retention at the beginning
of treatment, and therefore observation is less frequently necessary. This is in contrast to
several other materials, which have to be closely observed for these complications [70].
The water vapor permeability of Suprathel® at the beginning of the treatment is below
50% of a partial thickness burn in vitro. This reduces even further to below 25% within
20 days [71]. In vivo, it links with fibrin and cells from the wound, such as red blood cells,
thrombocytes, and leukocytes, reducing permeability within four to five days to nearly 0%.
After this time, the dressing stays dry, and further dressing changes are only necessary for
on-demand or hygienic reasons.

3.3.5. Effects of Suprathel® on the Energy Balance

Water vapor permeability is an essential component of energy balance. Loss of
water and serum over the wound causes a wet surface, resulting in cooling by evapo-
ration. This results in a drop in body temperature, and hence energy is lost in an at-
tempt to maintain body temperature. Occlusive dressings can substantially reduce energy
requirements [72,73]. The semi-occlusive properties of Suprathel® at the beginning of
treatment, turning into a nearly occlusive treatment over the early treatment course, might
reduce energy requirements and the inflammatory response and therefore improve the
metabolic situation in favor of a better wound healing situation [74,75]. Demircan demon-
strated a substantial reduction in healing time after Suprathel® treatment, possibly reducing
oxidative stress and attenuating energy loss. This attenuation of energy balance might also
lead to a reduction in areas that require skin grafts, as demonstrated by Uhlig et al. [76],
Schriek et al. [77], and Blome-Eberwein et al. [78].

3.3.6. Reduction in the Oxidative Stress and the Systemic Inflammatory Response

Gürünlüoglu et al. investigated the effect of Suprathel® on the systemic inflammatory
response. They found a positive impact on the total antioxidant and reduced total oxidant
capacity compared to hydrofiber (HF) Ag at a highly statistically significant level [28].
Wound healing was also significantly faster in the Suprathel® group. They were the first to
demonstrate the systemic effects of wound dressings on oxidative stress in humans.

The same group also investigated the impact of Suprathel® on cytokine levels. IL-
6 (Interleukin 6) and TNF-α (Tumor Necrosis Factor α) were significantly lower in the
Suprathel® group than in HF Ag, and TGF-βwas significantly higher throughout the two
weeks and reduced to nearly normal levels after the third week [25].

Gürünlüoglu et al. also demonstrated the impact of oxidative stress reduction on skin
quality using Suprathel® by measuring telomerase activity in healed skin after Suprathel®

treatment compared to HF Ag. This study demonstrated higher telomerase activity and a
higher cell count, with higher skin viscoelasticity, in the Suprathel® group, concluding a
better result in regard to skin quality after Suprathel® treatment [79].
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3.3.7. The Practical Meaning of the Reduction in Oxidative Stress

Severe thermal injury induces a pathophysiological response that affects most of the
body’s organs, including the liver, heart, lungs, and skeletal muscle, and leads to inflam-
mation and hypermetabolism as a hallmark of post-burn damage. Oxidative stress has
been implicated as a critical component in developing an inflammatory and hyperme-
tabolic response after a burn [80]. Mitochondria are a primary site of free oxygen radical
metabolism. In burn victims, it has been found that a burn-related cardiac dysfunction in-
volves mitochondria under oxidative stress [81]. Hypermetabolism and Hyperkatabolism
have been found to accompany mitochondrial stress. Burn trauma alters mitochondrial de-
fenses against free oxygen radicals, which can be positively influenced by antioxidants [81].
Suprathel® applied topically systemically reduces oxidative stress and might decrease
organ damage as a consequence [28].

The semi-occlusive properties and a lower inflammatory response by reducing oxida-
tive stress can explain the reduced need for fluid and the patient’s early stabilization with
Suprathel® treatment [30,74,82]. Free radicals cause a “shedding” of the mostly hyaluronic
acid-based glycocalyx of the capillaries and vessels, causing a higher permeability for fluids
and the formation of edema, which can be reduced by the radical scavenging abilities of
Suprathel®. Systemic stabilization under Suprathel® treatment can occur, as Rubenbauer
et al. described in a case of epidermal necrolysis treated with a silver product prior to
Suprathel®. The patient developed fluid retention with massive potassium needs and
required intubation and ventilation. After changing the treatment to Suprathel®, the pa-
tient stabilized quickly, could be extubated on day one after Suprathel® treatment, and
was shortly thereafter able to be discharged from the ICU (intensive care unit) [74]. Short
described similar cases [51].

A significant reduction in the need for fluids with Suprathel® was reported by
Hentschel et al. when comparing Suprathel® to the standard of care (SOC) [81]. The
reduced need for fluids with less edema formation might aid in reducing complications
such as compartment syndrome, organ failure, and reduced graft take.

Burn wound conversion is the progression of tissue damage over the first days after
a burn, resulting in the deepening of the burn. Clinically, areas primarily evaluated as
healing spontaneously convert to areas that need skin grafts.

In two retrospective studies, a reduction in the need for grafting in Suprathel®-treated
cases versus SOC indicated a reduction in burn wound conversion. The degree of reduc-
tion ranged from 27% (historical SOC) to 7% and 2.1% [36,77]. Prospective studies have
shown reduced systemic oxidative stress [28] and inflammatory responses [25], possibly as
critical causes for reducing burn wound conversion. Additionally, Suprathel® positively
affects telomeric kinetics, a significant event in oxidative stress regulation [79]. Apoptosis,
combined with connexin’s upregulation, seems to be part of burn wound progression [83].
Anti-apoptotic measures such as reducing connexin by addition of poly-L-lactide, as a
component of Suprathel®, reduces apoptosis and supports faster wound healing [84]. All
of these components support the positive effect of Suprathel® on burn wound conversion.

As there are many influencing components of burn wound conversion, Suprathel®

has been shown to potentially reduce some of them. It hinders desiccation, reduces free
oxygen radicals and lipid peroxidation, reduces the inflammatory response, and undergoes
sympathetic activation by pain, followed by minder perfusion. It supports cells with
energy by the lactate shuttle [85], and releases wound healing cytokines [33]. Reduced
burn wound conversion means a reduction in areas to be grafted and reduces donor areas,
meaning a faster reduction in the total wound area and positively influencing the course of
healing. As demonstrated by Blome-Eberwein et al., Suprathel® can reduce the number of
patients with partial-thickness burns to be grafted from 20% previously to 0% of all cases,
compared to historical SOC, after three weeks. Schriek et al. showed that this reduced from
30% in the historical group to 7–9% after 11 days [77,78].
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3.4. Studies and Reports on the Use of Suprathel® for Different Indications

Suprathel® is a versatile dressing in burns treatment and can be used for most indica-
tions during treatment. More than 160 reports, studies, and abstracts have been published
for various indications.

3.4.1. Donor Areas

Donor areas are often neglected in the treatment of skin defects. Particularly in
older people, non-healing donor sites can cause long-lasting morbidity and burden [86].
Suprathel® has been successfully used for donor areas, and many studies have shown
excellent results. Pain reduction, reduced workload, very low infection rates, and fast
healing times are the main advantages [32,54,71,87]. Berg presented a case with repetitive
harvesting 12 times from the scalp without causing alopecia [88]. Healing time can be
expected in the range of seven and eight days in children [42,87,88] and from nine days
(clinical experience) to 13 days in adults [29].

3.4.2. Superficial and Partial-Thickness Burns

Superficial and partial-thickness burns covered with Suprathel®, especially in more
extensive burns, provide a comfortable and nearly painless treatment, with reduced stress
for patients and reduced stress and workload for medical staff [89]. It can be combined with
the tangential excision or enzymatic debridement in partial-thickness burns, and given the
presence of a sufficient number of epidermal remnants, healing without complications can
be expected in deeper partial-thickness burns, it can reduce the need for grafting [90–93]
and can provide better cosmetic results than in mesh-grafted areas. This has been confirmed
by validated scar scales (i.e., POSAS (Patient and Observer Scar Assessment Scale) and
VSS (Vancouver Scar Scale) six months after the burn. The cosmetic result measured on
a five-point scale was significantly better after one month with Suprathel®, and patients
were more satisfied than with Mepilex® [32].

3.4.3. Partial-Thickness and Small Third-Degree Burns

In burns that are mostly partial thickness with small areas of only third-degree burns,
treatment with Suprathel® is particularly useful. The whole wound can be treated with
Suprathel®. The majority of the wound will heal spontaneously, and only the remaining
small areas that do not heal spontaneously within a defined range of time will have to
be excised and grafted. This leads to an overall better cosmetic outcome with fewer
surgical procedures [76,93,94]. This technique can also be applied in more extensive mixed
burns. In areas that will not heal spontaneously, Suprathel® will not be adherent, and the
need for grafting will be clear after 10–14 days [76]. During this time, the patient can be
stabilized and/or transported. Thus, Suprathel® is the ideal dressing for burn treatment
for mass casualties at a lower level of care or under combat conditions. After incomplete
debridement and disinfection and covering with Suprathel®, the patient can be transported,
and excision of necrotic tissue can be done in a delayed manner under controlled infection
conditions [95]. As mentioned above, the main advantages are pain reduction, attenuated
fluid balance, and protection from infection.

3.4.4. Full-Thickness Burns

After the complete excision of a burn wound, Suprathel® can be used as a temporary
dressing, reducing pain and workload with the advantage of avoiding skin staples, as only
the external dressing needs to be changed, which reduces blood and fluid loss [76,96,97].

3.4.5. Suprathel® and Cells

Suprathel® has shown excellent adhesion over and proliferation of keratinocytes and
fibroblasts [98,99]. The results of covering sprayed keratinocytes were first published in
2012 [100–102]. The healing time of Suprathel®-covered sprayed cultured and non-cultured
keratinocytes was better or equivalent to the results with other dressings published in the
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literature [101,103]. After application to deep partial-thickness burns, the mean healing
time was, on average, eight days after the clinical evaluation of the wound depth and
10 days after laser doppler imaging (LDI). In comparison, the wounds healed, on average,
three days faster than in other studies. Furthermore, Suprathel® also protected these
wounds with applied cells from infection [104,105].

3.4.6. Suprathel® and the Meek Technique

After removing a Meek nylon pleated wound coverage after 10–14 days, Suprathel®

is a good option for covering the incompletely healed wound areas. Suprathel® can be left
on the confluent Meek Islands until the wound is fully healed, allowing for more secure
epithelialization. This procedure leads to faster healing and a reduction in the rate of
wound infections [106].

3.4.7. Suprathel® after Enzymatic Debridement

Suprathel® has been suggested as a dressing after enzymatic debridement (ED) in
several consensus meetings, mainly because of the reduced need for dressing changes
and its wound-healing abilities. In the European consensus update, it was declared as
appropriate, and in the Spanish consensus [107–109], it was declared as a most appropriate
dressing material after E.D. in different publications [107–112]. Due to the increased
effusion after E.D., a prolonged after soaking period of 5–8 h is indicated [112]. In a
retrospective study assessing healing time after E.D., Suprathel® showed a shorter healing
time overall than polyurethane foam and cream application, especially in burns with a
higher Baux Index, offering all the known advantages of Suprathel® [113,114].

3.4.8. Suprathel® in Burn-Like Syndromes

Excellent results, especially in high-risk toxic epidermal necrolysis (TEN) cases, have
been described, including the youngest case ever published before 2006 [115]. The main
factors might be reducing the overall mortality due to insufficient wound care, linked with
pain reduction, reduced stress, the prevention of life-threatening infections, and the stabi-
lization of the patient [115–120]. It has been shown to be superior to an allograft. Successful
case reports have been published as well on staphylococcal scalded skin syndrome [49],
phototoxic plant burns [121–123], frostbites [124,125], cotton wool babies [126], and aplasia
cutis [127].

3.4.9. Suprathel® in Radiation Injuries

Rothenberger et al. described its successful use in exfoliative dermatitis [46]. Radiation
therapy could be continued from 40 Grey to 64 Grey while the wound was able to heal.
Immediate pain relief was a positive side effect. Similar cases are currently being peer
reviewed.

3.4.10. Suprathel® in Ulcus Cruris

Sari et al. described the positive effect of SuprathelCW in treating chronic wounds
in venous, arterial, diabetic, and mixed ulcers. The use of SuprathelCW resulted in a
reduction in size or healing of the ulcer. Pain levels were significantly reduced, the skin’s
inflammatory reaction was significantly reduced, and the wound secretion decreased [128].

3.5. Cost-Effectiveness

When describing costs, material costs and total treatment costs must be taken into
account. For Suprathel®, the lower total costs were described by Schwarze et al. [40],
Everett et al. [37], and Fischer et al. [50].

4. Limitations

In practical use, instructions have to be followed. It is necessary to overlap Suprathel®

over the wound margins and to overlap between sheets. A separation layer and some
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compression must be applied to prevent adherence to the external absorbent layers and the
dislocation of the Suprathel®.

In dressing changes, Suprathel® stays in place, as does the separation layer. Only the
absorbent layer and the compressions are changed. Not to do so, causes complications, as
described by Rashaan et al. [43]. Experience in the use of Suprathel® in full-thickness burns
and ulcers is limited and must be expanded. Costs are sometimes described as a limiting
aspect. Although the material may be more expensive than other treatment modalities,
different authors have described its cost-effectiveness when considering the total treatment
costs.

5. Conclusions

The positive cooperation of a tech company with research institutes and clinical
departments, with public funding support and a spin-off, proven to be the source of
success for developing and further improving a medical product, which was primarily not
in the company’s scope.

A fully synthetic and fully resorbable epidermal template based on lactic acid, a
physiological and essential product of the human metabolism, opened a new product
line and eliminated complicated and laborious production steps. Biocompatibility has
been achieved before in other products by the genetic modification of animal-derived
tissue [129], which remains limiting in terms of viral, bacterial, and prion safety. By using
physiological components only in Suprathel® (i.e., lactic acid), these safety limitations
could be eliminated [130].

After the initial regulatory studies, scientific curiosity expanded and later helped find
essential wound healing mechanisms relevant to the product. Physical properties such as
the adaptation of water vapor permeability over time supported by the body wound healing
interactions made a new dressing and treatment scheme possible, reducing complications
and the need for inner dressing changes, in contrast to other products [32,130]. A new
understanding of lactate and its mechanism positively impacted the local and systemic
inflammatory response and (hyper-) metabolism and cell regeneration compared to other
products [28,78]. Lactate’s effects on particular pain-related receptors could explain the
strong pain-reducing effect [131].

Author Contributions: H.L.H. and M.R. contributed substantially to conceptualization, data acquisi-
tion, and paper writing. D.P. and S.P.N. contributed essentially to structuring and writing the paper.
L.P.K. contributed to the contents and the structure of the article. All authors have read and agreed to
the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: Polymedics GmbH Germany paid the publishing fee. No further external funding was
received.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Ethical review and approval were waived for this study, due
to the nature of a literature review.

Informed Consent Statement: Patient consent was waived due to giving no information on individ-
ual patients.

Data Availability Statement: No new data were created or analyzed in this study. Data sharing is
not applicable to this article.

Acknowledgments: The article was text edited by MDPI editing service.

Conflicts of Interest: Herbert L. Haller and Matthias Rapp are consultants for training and teaching
for Polymedics Innovations GmbH. The other authors declare no conflict of interest. Polymedics
GmbH had no role in the design of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in
the writing of the manuscript, or in the decision to publish the results.



Medicina 2021, 57, 143 11 of 16

References
1. Uhlig, C.; Uhlik, C. Suprathel: The Facts Suprathel. 2004. Available online: https://www.yumpu.com/de/document/view/2123

8041/suprathel-fakten-stapleline (accessed on 22 December 2020).
2. Hierlemann, H.; Uhlig, C.; Rapp, M. Entwicklung eines resorbierbaren Epithelersatzes für die Verbrennungsmedizin. Z. Für

Wundheilung 2002, 4, 150–151.
3. Rendl, M.; Mayer, C.; Weninger, W.; Tschachler, E. Topically applied lactic acid increases spontaneous secretion of vascular

endothelial growth factor by human reconstructed epidermis. Br. J. Dermatol. 2001, 145, 3–9. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Hunt, T.K.; Aslam, R.; Hussain, Z.; Beckert, S. Lactate, with oxygen, incites angiogenesis. Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 2008, 614, 73–80.
5. Herz, H.; Blake, D.R.; Grootveld, M. Multicomponent investigations of the hydrogen peroxide- and hydroxyl radical-scavenging

antioxidant capacities of biofluids: The roles of endogenous pyruvate and lactate. Free Radic. Res. 1997, 26, 19–35. [CrossRef]
6. Yanagida, S.; Luo, C.S.; Doyle, M.; Pohost, G.M.; Pike, M.M. Nuclear magnetic resonance studies of cationic and energetic

alterations with oxidant stress in the perfused heart. Modulation with pyruvate and lactate. Circ. Res. 1995, 77, 773–783.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Philp, A.; Macdonald, A.L.; Watt, P.W. Lactate—A signal coordinating cell and systemic function. J. Exp. Biol. 2005, 208, 4561–4575.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Robergs, R.A.; Ghiasvand, F.; Parke, D.; Parker, D. Biochemistry of exercise-induced metabolic acidosis. Am. J. Physiol. Regul.
Integr. Comp. Physiol. 2004, 287, 2005–2007. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Lampe, K.J.; Namba, R.M.; Silverman, T.R.; Bjugstad, K.B.; Mahoney, M.J. Impact of lactic acid on cell proliferation and free
radical-induced cell death in monolayer cultures of neural precursor cells. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 2009, 103, 1214–1223. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

10. Gladden, L.B.; Gladden, L.B. Lactate metabolism: A new paradigm for the third millennium. J. Physiol. 2004, 558, 5–30. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

11. Gladden, L.B. Current Trends in Lactate Metabolism: Introduction. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2008, 40, 475–476. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
12. Taylor, M.S.; Daniels, A.U.; Andriano, K.P.; Heller, J. Six bioabsorbable polymers: In vitro acute toxicity of accumulated

degradation products. J. Appl. Biomater. 1994, 5, 151–157. [CrossRef]
13. Schakenraad, J.M.; Dijkstra, P.J. Biocompatibility of poly (DL-lactic acid/glycine) copolymers. Clin. Mater. 1991, 7, 253–269.

[CrossRef]
14. Wake, M.C.; Patrick, C.W.; Mikos, A.G. Pore morphology effects on the fibrovascular tissue growth in porous polymer substrates.

Cell Transplant. 1994, 3, 339–343. [CrossRef]
15. Malda, J.; Woodfield, T.B.F.; Van Der Vloodt, F.; Kooy, F.K.; Martens, D.E.; Tramper, J.; Van Blitterswijk, C.A.; Riesle, J. The

effect of PEGT/PBT scaffold architecture on oxygen gradients in tissue engineered cartilaginous constructs. Biomaterials 2004, 25,
5773–5780. [CrossRef]

16. Yannas, I.V.; Burke, J.F. Design of an artificial skin. I. Basic design principles. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 1980, 14, 65–81. [CrossRef]
17. Chiu, Y.C.; Cheng, M.H.; Engel, H.; Kao, S.W.; Larson, J.C.; Gupta, S.; Brey, E.M. The role of pore size on vascularization and

tissue remodeling in PEG hydrogels. Biomaterials 2011, 32, 6045–6051. [CrossRef]
18. Rapp, M.; Uhlig, C.; Hierlemann, H.; Planck, H.; Dittel, K.-K. A New Permanent Wound Dressing in the Treatment of Superficial

Burns and Donor Sites. In Proceedings of the Skin Substitutes: Quality and Standards; European Burns Association—State of the Art
Symposium, Ed.; European Burns Association: Brünn, Czech Republic, 2000; pp. 37–38.

19. Haller, H.; Held-Föhn, E. Investigation of Germ Patency of a Polylactic Acid-based Membrane for the Treatment of Burns,
Abstract. J. Burn Care Res. 2020, 41, S173. [CrossRef]

20. Pinney, E.; Liu, K.; Sheeman, B.; Mansbridge, J. Human three-dimensional fibroblast cultures express angiogenic activity. J. Cell.
Physiol. 2000, 183, 74–82. [CrossRef]

21. Stern, R.; Shuster, S.; Neudecker, B.A.; Formby, B. Lactate stimulates fibroblast expression of hyaluronan and CD44: The Warburg
effect revisited. Exp. Cell Res. 2002, 276, 24–31. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Green, H.; Goldberg, B. Collagen and cell protein synthesis by an established mammalian fibroblast line. Nature 1964, 204,
347–349. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Kottmann, R.M.; Kulkarni, A.A.; Smolnycki, K.A.; Lyda, E.; Dahanayake, T.; Salibi, R.; Honnons, S.; Jones, C.; Isern, N.G.; Hu,
J.Z.; et al. Lactic acid is elevated in idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis and induces myofibroblast differentiation via pH-dependent
activation of transforming growth factor-β. Am. J. Respir. Crit. Care Med. 2012, 186, 740–751. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Kwan, P.O.; Ding, J.; Tredget, E.E. Serum Decorin, IL-1beta, and TGF-beta Predict Hypertrophic Scarring Postburn. J. Burn Care
Res. 2015, 37, 1–11.

25. Demircan, M.; Gurunluoglu, K. 354 The IL-6, TNF-alpha, and TGF-ß Levels in Serum and Tissue in Children with Treated by
Different Burn Dressings. J. Burn Care Res. Abstr. 2019, 40, S154. [CrossRef]

26. Rousselle, P.; Braye, F.; Dayan, G. Re-epithelialization of adult skin wounds: Cellular mechanisms and therapeutic strategies. Adv.
Drug Deliv. Rev. 2019, 146, 344–365. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Zhang, Z.; Garron, T.M.; Li, X.J.; Liu, Y.; Zhang, X.; Li, Y.Y.; Xu, W.S. Recombinant human decorin inhibits TGF-β1-induced
contraction of collagen lattice by hypertrophic scar fibroblasts. Burns 2009, 35, 527–537. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://www.yumpu.com/de/document/view/21238041/suprathel-fakten-stapleline
https://www.yumpu.com/de/document/view/21238041/suprathel-fakten-stapleline
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2133.2001.04274.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11453900
http://doi.org/10.3109/10715769709097781
http://doi.org/10.1161/01.RES.77.4.773
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7554125
http://doi.org/10.1242/jeb.01961
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16326938
http://doi.org/10.1152/ajpregu.00114.2004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15308499
http://doi.org/10.1002/bit.22352
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19408314
http://doi.org/10.1113/jphysiol.2003.058701
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15131240
http://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0b013e31816154c9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18379209
http://doi.org/10.1002/jab.770050208
http://doi.org/10.1016/0267-6605(91)90067-P
http://doi.org/10.1177/096368979400300411
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2004.01.028
http://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.820140108
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2011.04.066
http://doi.org/10.1093/jbcr/iraa024.273
http://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4652(200004)183:1&lt;74::AID-JCP9&gt;3.0.CO;2-G
http://doi.org/10.1006/excr.2002.5508
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11978005
http://doi.org/10.1038/204347a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14228868
http://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201201-0084OC
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22923663
http://doi.org/10.1093/jbcr/irz013.264
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2018.06.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29981800
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.burns.2008.08.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19167828


Medicina 2021, 57, 143 12 of 16
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