Combines the proven strength, flexibility, and microbial barrier
of DERMABOND™ ADVANCED™ Topical Skin Adhesive with

the added support and security of a self-adhering mesh to
further facilitate both wound-edge approximation and an optimal
healing environment. °*

* DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ led to
better cosmesis when compared -
to skin staples."6# = PRINEO

* DERMABOND™ PRINEO™
Skin Closure System.
No postsurgical dressings may
mean easier self-care for patients.”

* If directed by the health care
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professional, patient may be able m’*“-
to briefly shower after procedure, '
if dried immediately thereafter by - ¢ E , =

gently blotting with a soft towel'®

* DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ led to
greater overall patient satisfaction
compared to skin staples.!+6**

Please refer always to the Instructions for Use / Package Insert that
come with the device for the most current and complete instructions.

*As long as the adhesive film remains intact. Clinical studies were not conducted to demonstrate microbial barrier properties.
#Internal US Double-blinded quantitative research study comparing surgeon experience with DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ System and skin staples in total knee arthroplasty.
N=83 orthopaedic surgeons. Mean score of 88 vs 40/100; 90% c.l. Fielded June/July 2017.
**Internal US Double-blinded quantitative research study comparing surgeon and patient experience with DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ System and skin staples in total knee
arthroplasty. N=83 orthopaedic surgeons; 88 patients [38 DERMABOND™ PRINEO™/50 skin staples]. Mean score of 88.2 vs 81.8/100; 90% c.l. Fielded June/July 2017.

References: 1. Blondeel PN, Richter D, Stoff A, Exner K, Jernbeck J, Ramakrishnan V. Evaluation of a new skin closure device in surgical incisions associated with breast
procedures. Annals of Plastic Surgery 2014; 73(6), 631-637. (EM_ETH.WOUN_103637). 2. Singer AJ, Chale S, Giardano P, et al. Evaluation of a novel wound closure device:

a multicenter randomized controlled trial. Acad Emerg Med. 2011;18(10):1060-1064. doi:101111/j15653-2712.2011.01177. (EM_LETH.WOUN_03637). 3. Kannon G, Garrett A. Moist
Wound Healing with Occlusive Dressings. Dermatol Surg 1995:21;,5683. (EM_ETH.WOUN_103637). 4. Richter D, Stoff A, Ramakrishnan V, Exner K, Jernbeck J, Blondeel P. A
Comparison of a New Skin Closure Device and Intradermal Sutures in the Closure of Full-Thickness Surgical Incisions. American Soc of Plastic Surgeons Journal. 2012;
130:846-847. (EM_ETH.WOUN_03637). 5. Ethicon, 1002563930 Report of Study comparing tissue holding strength of DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ Skin Closure System 22cm
(DP22) to DERMABOND™ ADVANCED™ with and without subcuticular sutures. August 2014. Data on File. (EM_LETH.WOUN_03637). 6. Ethicon, Completion Report for
Design Verification testing for DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ 22 cm skin closure system (DP22) AST2014-0060, Version 2. 04/19/2016. Windchill Document #100237669.

7. Ethicon, AST2012-0290, Study to Compare the tissue holding strength of PRINEO™ skin closure system with conventional wound closure techniques, October 2012, Data
on File. (EM_ETHWOUN_103659, EM_ETH WOUN_223348, EM_ETH WOUN_223349, EM_ETH WOUN_223350). 8. Ethicon, 06TRO71 Study Report for in vitro evaluation of
microbial barrier properties of DERMABOND™ ProTape, December 20086, Data on File (EM_LETH.WOUN_133460). 9. Ethicon, LAB-0013100_.Rev6é DERMABOND™ PRINEO™
Skin Closure System Instructions for Use. January 2020. Data on File. (EM_ETH WOUN_133460, EM_.ETH WOUN_00523). 10. Ethicon, 09TR016 Technical Report: Study
Report for In-Vitro Evaluation of the Microbial Barrier Properties of Improved PRINEO™ Skin Closure System. March 2009. Data on File. (EM_ETH WOUN_103663).

11. Sutton N, Schmitz ND, Johnston S. Economic and clinical comparison of 2-octyl cyanoacrylate_polymer mesh tape with skin staples in total knee replacement. J Wound
Care. 2018;27(Sup4):S12-S22. (EM_ETH.WOUN_218247). 12. Ethicon, AST2014-0246, Study to compare the tissue holding strength of DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ 22 cm Skin
Closure System (DP22) to conventional wound closure techniques, September 2014, Data on File. (EM_LETH.WOUN_223348, EM_ETH WOUN_223349, M_ETH.WOUN_223350).
13. Ethicon, 100216627 Report for mapping strains in DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ Skin Closure System 22 cm (DP22) Comparative Study, August 2014, Data on File.
(EM_ETH.WOUN_223344). 14. Ethicon, 30112017 DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ Claims Report, FINAL — November 2017. Data on File. (EM_ETH.WOUN_ 101495, EM_ETH WOUN_101493).
15. Ethicon, DR#25231-1 DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ - Questions asked to surgeons and results tables. July 2017. Data on File. (EM_ETH.WOUN_01495, EM_ETH WOUN_01493).
16. Ethicon, DR#25231-1 DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ - Questions asked to patients and results tables. July 2017. Data on File. (EM_LETH WOUN_01495, EM_ETH WOUN_101493).
17. De Cock E, van Nooten F, Mueller K, Tan R. Changing the surgical wound closure management pathway: time and supplies with PRINEO* vs. standard of care for
abdominoplasty surgery in Germany, Presented at the International Society for Pharmaocoeconomics and Outcomes Research 11th Annual European Congress, November
8-11, 2008; Athens, Greece. 18. Ethicon, 380457R01 DERMABOND PRINEO 22cm Instructions For Use. 156/11/2023. ADAPTIV Document #100912008.

Johnson & Johnson AG
Gubelstrasse 34
6300 Zug

Johnson&dJohnson A
M edTeC h © Johnson & Johnson AG 2025, C_.CH_SRG_WOUN_355443.EN

Water resistant®

99% effective microbial barrier
protection proven through
72 hours in vitro®

Johnson&dJohnson
MedTech

Your closure
IS their beginning

Combines the proven qualities of DERMABOND™
Adhesive with a self-adhering mesh™®’

DERMABOND™ PRINEO™

Skin Closure System was shown to
provide statistically significant greater
skin holding strength than skin staples
or subcuticular 4-0 MONOCRYL™
(poliglecaprone 25) suture.”**#

*As long as the adhesive film remains intact. Clinical studies were not conducted to demonstrate

microbial barrier properties.

**In an ex-vivo study, more load in N was required to create a 3 £ mm gap between skin edges
approximated with DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ System, than with subcuticular
4-0 MONOCRYL™ Suture or PROXIMATE Ethicon Endo-Surgery skin staples (p=0.00).
#Based on benchtop testing and clinical effect is unknown.



DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ Skin Closure System is a non-invasive
alternative for skin closure.®**

Help your patients focus on recovery

Protects incisions with:

DERMABOND™ PRINEO™
Skin Closure System provided
a flexible microbial barrier with
98.43% protection in vitro for
72 hours against organisms

commonly responsible for
SSIS.10***1I

Self-adhering DERMABOND ADVANCED™
mesh Topical Skin Adhesive

In vitro studies have shown that DERMABOND™ PRINEO™
Skin Closure System acts as a barrier to microbial
penetration®9#18
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Reduced rates of readmission

* Ina US retrospective study (2012-22015) comparing DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ Skin Closure
System and skin staples in TKA, DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ was associated with significantly
reduced readmission rates."##

* In aretrospective study comparing DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ Skin Closure System and skin
staples in TKA, DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ is associated with significantly lower probability of
discharge to a Skilled Nursing Facility or Other Non-Home Setting"

**Deep dermal stitches required. #Based on benchtop testing and clinical effect in unknown. *As long as the adhesive film remains intact. tClinical studies were not conducted
to demonstrate microbial barrier properties.  §DERMABOND™ ProTape was the ‘project name’ before it was branded DERMABOND™ PRINEO™.  ***Staphylococcus epidermidis,
Escherichia coli, Staphylococcus aureus, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, and Enterococcus faecium. 4|Pre-clinical test data are not necessarily indicative of clinical performance.
##US Premier Inpatient Database in Total Knee Arthroplasty (p<0.05). N=1942; 2012-2015. DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ vs Skin Staples 30-day, 1.8% vs. 44%, P=0.006; 60-day,
3.0% vs. 54%, P<0.001; 90-day, 54% vs. 74%, P=0.016.

Give your patients the strength they need
for optimal healing

DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ Skin Closure System was shown to provide
statistically significant greater skin holding strength than skin staples or
subcuticular 4-0 MONOCRYL™ (poliglecaprone 25) suture™*#

* Incisions closed with DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ Closure System (22 cm) were significantly
stronger when compared with the average strength of staples.”?*#

* Incisions closed with DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ Skin Closure System (22 cm) were stronger
when compared with the average strength of 4-0 suture.”?*#

Skin holding strength in Newtons.™t+#
Mean max load (N) prior to 3 mm gap (+/- 1 mm)

166.53

11240 98.69

DERMABOND™ PRINEO™  Skin staples 4-0 Subcuticular
System (22 cm) suture

DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ [Skin Closure System]
distributed tension evenly along the area of
incision.™

While sutures and staples penetrate the skin and place

tension on the wounded tissue, DERMABOND™ PRINEO™
Skin Closure System redistributes tension in a uniform way.®

“IWith DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ System], the less amount of wound contamination
problems, [the less] patients have to come back to the clinic for wound checks.”
— Dr. James E. Dowd, Orthopaedic Surgeon, Virginia Beach, VA

The quote is the opinion of Dr. Dowd, a real surgeon who used DERMABOND PRINEO System.
Dr. Dowd is a paid consultant of Ethicon. Post-surgical interview was May 8, 2017.

*Study performed ex vivo. P value = 0.00. Average maximum load at or prior to 3 + 1 mm gap between the approximated tissues. **In an ex-vivo study, more load in N was required

to create a 3 | mm gap between skin edges approximated with DERMABOND™ PRINEO™ System, than with subcuticular 4-0 MONOCRYL™ Suture or PROXIMATE Ethicon
Endo-Surgery skin staples (p=0.00). tStudy performed ex vivo. FPRINEO 22 results are from AST-2014-0246 and the other 2 results are from AST-2012-0290.

#Based on benchtop testing and clinical effect is unknown. §|Based on benchtop testing and clinical effect in unknown. Procedure for mapping strain in this protocol; used Porcine skin
pieces subjected to tensile load.





