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SUB-EPIDERMAL MOISTURE
LEVEL OF EVIDENCE AND USAGE OUTCOMES
SYNTHESIS TABLES



SUB-EPIDERMAL MOISTURE (SEM) SCANNER
LEVEL OF EVIDENCE SYNTHESIS TABLE (2009-9/203)

PICOT QUESTION: IN PATIENTS HOW DOES THE USE OF A SUB-EPIDERMAL MOISTURE SCANNER COMPARED TO VISUAL SKIN
ASSESSMENT AFFECT PRESSURE INJURY DEVELOPMENT AND TREATMENT?
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EBP RECOMMENDATION: USE SUB-EPIDERMAL MOISTURE (SEM) SCANNER TO REDUCE PI INCIDENCE
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EBP RECOMMENDATION: USE SUB-EPIDERMAL MOISTURE (SEM) SCANNER TO REDUCE PI INCIDENCE

*increased turning, specialty mattress, heel support introduced, prophylactic dressing or barrier cream introduced
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