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AceticA Basic Results Summary  
ISRCTN11636684  https://doi.org/10.1186/ISRCTN11636684 

 

Participant Flow 

 

Figure 1. CONSORT diagram 

https://doi.org/10.1186/ISRCTN11636684
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Baseline Characteristics 

Table 1:  Summary baseline characteristics for all evaluable patients, presented both stratified 
according to allocated treatment and pooled over the evaluable population. 
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Outcome Measures 

Primary outcome measure 
To assess efficacy by measuring the bacterial load from microbiology wound swabs taken daily from 
recruitment for 3 consecutive days. 

 

Table 2: Summary of bacterial load (org/mL) by treatment allocation and sample time point for all 
burns wounds within evaluable patient population. 
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Figure 2. Repeated measures plot of Bacterial Load (org/mL) over assessment days for evaluable 
patients in the AceticA Trial. Individual wound within patient lines are shown in the background and 
loess smoothed trend lines added to aid interpretation of treatment allocation trends. The colour of 
the line indicates the treatment allocation. 
 

Secondary outcome measures 
 
1. The antimicrobial activity of acetic acid will be measured by extracting fluid from removed burns 

dressings and assessing the minimum inhibitory concentrations (MIC) to establish if active acetic 

acid is still present. 

Antimicrobial activity of acetic acid was measured by extracting fluid removed from burns dressings. 

The MIC was estimated by successively halving the concentration of retrieved acid and testing 

whether microbial growth occurs. Each dressing assessment yielded the number of dilutions that 

occurred before inhibitory behaviour was lost.  
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Results of MIC ascertainment was only provided on three occasions, all of which were returned as 

either insufficient retrieved acid, or that the sample was not received. Therefore, there are no results 

to summarise.  

2. Tolerance will be assessed by measuring a patient’s pain scores with a Visual Analogue Scale 

(VAS) if the patient has capacity to provide scores. 

Table 3: Summary of tolerance scored by treatment allocation and sample timepoint for burns wounds 

within patients in the evaluable population. 
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Table 3 continued: 
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Table 3 continued: 
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Table 3 continued: 
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Figure 3. Repeated measures plot of pain scores over assessment days for evaluable patients.  
Individual wound within patient lines are shown in the background and loess smoothed trend lines 
added to aid interpretion of treatment allocation trends.  
 
3. Time to 95% wound healing of the treated area of interest.  
Table 4: Summary of 95% healing status of individual burns by the end of the AceticA trial, by 

treatment allocation. 

 

Table 5: Summary of number of patients with all trial treated burns 95% healed by the end of the 

AceticA trial, by treatment allocation. 

 

 

4. Perceived treatment allocation, assessed by asking patients after treatment completion which 

treatment they believed they received if they have capacity to do so. 

Table 6: Summary of the number of evaluable patients who completed the AceticA trial by treatment 

allocation. 

 
 
Table 7: Summary of patient perceived treatment allocation of evaluable patients who completed 
the AceticA trial by treatment allocation. 
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Adverse Events 

Table 8: Summary of the incidence and number of patients affected, by allocated treatment. 
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Figure 4: Swimmer plot of the total number of adverse events by CTCAE grade and allocated 
treatment.  
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Table 9. Line listing of all AEs reported during the AceticA trial. 

 

 

Serious Adverse Events  

There was one reported SAE during the AceticA trial. 

Table 10. Line listing of the reported SAE 

 

Conclusions 

Acetic Acid was safe, well-tolerated and both concentrations led to a reduction in bacterial load. Use 
of 2.0% AA wound dressing showed a significant and sustained reduction in bacterial load when 
directly compared to 0.5% AA, warranting its use in future studies 
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