
The use of a Dual Compression System (DCS) that combines both long and short stretch 
bandages allows the achievement of therapeutic pressure under both ambulatory and non 
ambulatory conditions. This two layer system is now part of the two layer compression 
bandage landscape in the USA, and has been increasingly adopted since its launch in 
2019.  We have surveyed the wound centers that have chosen this newer technology, and 
determined that the primary cause of adoption of this new product and the abandonment 
of the older products.  We present here the reasons why transitions took place in the “top 
twenty” centers, by volume of adoption, where the transitions took place.

Using our own internal database, we were able to determine the topmost 20 users (by 
volume) in 2023  of the Dual Compression System.  We contacted both our internal leads, 
as well as the lead clinicians in these user facilities, where without exception a system 
of clinician evaluation was used to determine whether the new product was worthy of 
adoption. We studied the location of these centers in terms of general geography.  We 
noted the previous compression product largely being used, and which was then replaced 
by the new DCS compression product.  We noted whether the adoption was reversed in any 
of these places where the new DCS system was adopted.  

Table 1 indicates the results of our survey. Figures 2, 3, and 4 provide more 
summarized details

This methodology provides a snapshot of the situation at the top twenty adopters of a new 
compression technology.  Being a snapshot of the adoption profile, the methodology has 
some limitations, however certain elements are quite apparent from our brief survey. 

•	 Improved clinical outcomes was the #1 reason for converting but 11/20 adopters of 
DCS perceived a cost savings despite DCS having a higher price point per bandage 
kit. We ascribe it due to less wastage of bandages during use due to the nature of the 
DCS.  

•	 All but 1 of the 20 new adopters continue to use the DCS (one adopter did a 
systemwide adoption of the wound care products from a different manufacturer)

•	 Regional adoption is heavy in the southeast (warmer climate)
•	 Coban2® was the most commonly replaced product
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Increasing adoption of a Dual Compression System (DCS) in the USA:  What is driving the 
change from traditional and more established compression bandages to the new technology?
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