
Why AQUACEL® Extra™ dressings?
Because some wounds demand extra.

STRENGTH ABSORBENCY CONFIDENCE

POWERED BY



You face challenges every day.
• Retaining and controlling exudate levels to help prevent maceration1

• Removing harmful bacteria and enzymes to reduce delayed healing1

• Minimizing pain during dressing changes or when dressing is in situ1

• Containing costs while providing effective care1

Experience the benefits of  
Hydrofiber® Technology found in the
AQUACEL® family of dressings.

Locks in*
wound exudate

and bacteria2-5 to help
minimize cross infection and
reduce lateral spread of fluid
to help prevent maceration.6,7

Micro-contours*
to the wound bed,8

maintaining an optimal
moisture balance9 and

eliminating dead space where
bacteria can grow.8,10

Responds*
to wound fluid levels

by forming a cohesive
gel, while helping to minimize

pain associated with
dressing changes.11,12

* As demonstrated in vitro.
All images are artist’s impressions.

From the family you trust.
The AQUACEL® family of dressings has a clinical heritage of efficacy since 1995.
• 100+ published clinical and scientific papers – including 23 randomized controlled trials
• Demonstrated evidence of progressing wounds toward healing13-27

• Shown to be a cost-reducing adjunct to a protocol of care23-34



Now, there’s more to love about
AQUACEL® Dressings.
AQUACEL® Extra™ dressings take Hydrofiber® Technology to the next level.35,37

More Hydrofiber®

Technology for extra
absorbency, for better
exudate management and
dressing efficiencies.35,37

Stitch-bonded for
extra strength to
facilitate easier, less
painful removal.

Can be cut in
any direction.

39%
more
absorbency*36

9x 
stronger
than standard
AQUACEL®

dressings*36



        LOW EXUDATE           MODERATE EXUDATE              HEAVY EXUDATE

AQUACEL® Extra™ dressings
manage a wide range of wounds.

Find your answer.
Order AQUACEL® Extra™ dressings today.

Dressing Size Dressings per box Product Code
AQUACEL® EXTRATM

5 cm x 5 cm (2 in. x 2 in.) 10 420671

10 cm x 10 cm (4 in. x 4 in.) 10 420672
15 cm x 15 cm (6 in. x 6 in.) 5 420673
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AQUACEL® Extra™ dressing

For more information, please call our Customer Relations Center  
(Registered Nurses on staff) at 1-800-465-6302, Monday through Friday,  
8:00 AM to 6:00 PM (EST), or visit www.convatec.ca


