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a b s t r a c t

Acid attacks, or vitriolage, are defined as violent assaults involving the deliberate throwing of

an acid or similarly corrosive substance with the intention to “maim, disfigure, torture or kill”

[1]. The Acid Survivors Trust International suggest a prevalence of 1500 attacks reported

worldwide per annum, although this is likely to be an underestimate by 40% [2]. The UK is

thought to have one of the highest of rates of recorded corrosive attacks, with an increase

from 228 attacks in 2012 to 601 in 2016. Most were reported by the London Metropolitan police

force followed by Northumbria, Cambridgeshire, Hertfordshire, Greater Manchester and

Humberside [[2]]. The chemical agents involved include acids, alkalis, oxidising and reducing

agents, alkylating and chelating agents and solvents. They cause injury by producing a

chemical interaction which can lead to extensive tissue destruction and extreme pain.

Herein, we present a review on the changing epidemiology of corrosive attacks in the UK and

currently employed management strategies.
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1. Socio-cultural and historical perspective of
vitriolage

Acid attacks are not a new phenomenon in the United Kingdom,
with attacks reported as early as the 1880s. Media at that time
stereotyped these as a women’s crime whereby female
perpetrators, motivated by jealousy and vengeance, threw oil
of vitriol (sulphuric acid) over perceived rivals or cuckolding
lovers [1]. In reality, evidence suggests attacks were undertaken
by both men and women most often to resolve disputes. These
attacks seem to have almost exclusively involved throwing the
substance at the face and neck, although it has been
commented that the fashion for hats in this era protected
victims and lessened the severity of the injury [3].

Outside the UK, the prevalence of acid attacks has always
been high in developing countries noted to have a patriarchal
society, wherein victims are predominantly women attacked
due to a perceived insult to a man’s power or status [4]. These
societies have been suggested to often be of low socio-
economic status without access to higher education, with
lax substance management laws and potentially corrupt or
unsupportive law enforcement agencies [2]. In the UK, the
Poisons Act 1972 regulates the sale and possession of
dangerous or corrosive substances so that some can only be
purchased by procuring a home office licence. Some sub-
stances however, are only classed as reportable meaning that
they can be purchased freely with the onus on the seller to
report suspicious sales [6]. Amendments to the Act were made
in 2018 to introduce increased control of substances; creation
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of a new offence of “carrying a corrosive substance in public” is
hoped to halt the escalating incidence of these attacks [7].

2. Why do people use corrosives to cause
injury?

Research into the motivation behind such attacks is sparse;
victims have been noted to be reluctant to disclose details
perhaps due to fear of repercussions or shame [8]. However,
many of the recent UK corrosive attacks are largely attributed
to gang activity [9] and so the psychological profiling of those
attracted to gangs may be helpful in understanding the
motivations behind such attacks. Gangs tend to be city-based
[10,11]; members are more likely to be involved in criminal
activity and violent offences, value social status and material
wealth, and are more likely to defer responsibility for their
actions to their victims [2]. Gang members are also more likely
to be male, engage in sensation-seeking behaviour, feel
alienated from family or community, have experienced abuse
or neglect, and have low educational attainment [12�14].
Given these factors, we can understand why acid may be
chosen as a tool by these groups. A meta-analysis of studies
into acid attacks suggest they are rarely fatal; the attackers’
intention therefore is more likely to be to visibly shame or
humiliate their victim [1], highlighted in that attacks are
typically aimed at the face, with variable splashes onto the
neck and upper trunk [4]. A person’s face is the fundamental
basis for human recognition and so the act of disfiguring
someone’s face may be considered to be erasing or disfiguring
their identity [15]. This may be particularly relevant in cultures
where appearance is a significant factor in marriage potential
or social status [5] and may be seen as exerting control or
power over another. Given the emphasis placed on social
status in gang culture [11], this may be a pertinent factor.
Furthermore, in-group glorification and previous experiences
of violence by gang members may serve to dehumanise the
victim and create a sense of moral disengagement, leading the
individual to justify their behaviour [16,17].

Throwing acid and other corrosive substances may be seen
as preferable to physical assault or stabbing as it involves
considerably less physical strength on the part of the
perpetrator and does not require close contact with the victim
meaning it can be thrown from a moving vehicle or through a
window. While this can allow a potentially quicker escape
from the scene, it also means that the perpetrator does not
have to observe the consequences of their actions which may
heighten moral disengagement and reduce the perpetrator’s
sense of moral responsibility [18], particularly if the physical
harm was secondary to robbery or other activity. In addition,
acid may also be viewed as easier and cheaper to obtain than
firearms [19], making it appealing and more accessible to
younger, less affluent individuals such as those who may be
involved in gangs.

3. Current decontamination strategies

The main determinants of the degree of injury are concentra-
tion of the agent, site and duration of exposure. Without

prompt intervention, victims may have irreversible visual
impairment and disfigurement [20]. Whilst spare in its
documentation in the literature, acid appears to be the most
commonly used agent in the UK, followed by alkalis including
bleach [4]. Conversely, alkali appears to be the agent of choice
to assault in the United States [21].

Traditionally, treatment for chemical burns of the skin and
eyes involves removing the compound from body contact (e.g.
brushing from the skin [22] or removing clothing) followed by
copious flowing water irrigation to dilute the chemical [23�25].
This strategy is taught worldwide, is promoted in a number of
life support courses and is endorsed by the British Burn
Association in their recent ‘Report, Remove, Rinse’ advertising
campaign. Whilst sound in its objectives, this management
strategy is already dated [26,27] following the availability of
specific decontamination solutions.

pH monitoring of the burn site is the only measure of
adequate decontamination [26] and irrigation may be per-
formed for up to 2 h [23] to return skin pH to between 5.5 and 9
(safe limits), thereby risking profound hypothermia from the
cold lavage fluid [23]. Research has illustrated that up to certain
chemicals require seventeen-times more water than more
conventional neutralising solutions to normalise pH [28].
Furthermore, as water is hypotonic, it may propagate further
penetration of chemicals into tissues [27,29,30]. Irrigation with
isotonic or hypertonic crystalloid solutions and not hypotonic
water is preferred, the hypothesis being to draw out the
damaging agent (osmosis) rather than causing absorption of
hypotonic water, increasing intracellular distance and per-
petuating the environment for the injurious chemical
[27,29,30]. A number of commercial products are now
marketed specifically for the prehospital decontamination
of chemical burns with an increasingly supportive evidence
base, including Diphoterine1 and Hexafluorine1.

4. Diphoterine1 and Hexafluorine1

Diphoterine1 is a commercially available amphoteric, hyper-
tonic, chelating solution used to decontaminate and irrigate
chemical splashes [31,32], with a higher buffering capacity to
free ions than saline or Hartmann’s solution. It is available in
several sizes, dependent on the volume of chemical splash: 50/
500 mL eyewash, 100/200 mL spray canister and 5 L canister.
Initially developed as a readily accessible eyewash for those
based in an industrial environment, it has been shown to be
effective at neutralizing acid and base splashes to the eyes and
skin and is water soluble [31,32]. It has low toxicity and does
not irritate the skin or eyes [31�36], with comparable safety to
saline irrigation [35,36].

The evidence supporting the use of Diphoterine1 in clinical
practice is variable in its quality [37�40]; however, the results
from in vitro, in vivo animal and in vivo human studies are
compelling. Alkali injuries to the eye are potentially cata-
strophic, as liquefactive necrosis rapidly allows penetration of
the chemical through the cornea and into the anterior
chamber of the eye. Irrigation of the eye with Diphoterine
following ammonia treatment dramatically neutralizes the
base, preserving cytological architecture, reducing stromal
oedema [41] and normalising anterior chamber pH with as
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little as 5 min of irrigation compared to saline treated controls
[42,43]. Diphoterine1 also modulates inflammation and pain
[36] through effects on neurotransmitters [44]. Circulating
levels of substance P, which plays regulatory roles in
inflammation and pain modulation, were lower when skin
burns were treated with Diphoterine1, while beta-endorphin
levels increased following Diphoterine1 irrigation of cutane-
ous chemical burns [44]. Taken together, this suggests that
inflammation is abated and that pain is improved following
Diphoterine1 treatment [36].

This agent is not brand new; the first case report of
Diphoterine1 use in the management of skin and eye corrosive
burns was reported during the 1990s [45]. Most experience has
been gained from the industrial sector, but the increasing
prevalence of chemical attacks both in the UK and abroad has
prompted the use of chelating solutions in treating these
injuries. As seen in in vitro and in vivo animal studies,
Diphoterine1 treatment shortens corneal re-epithelialisation
time following alkali injury compared to saline [46]. Cutaneous
decontamination of acids and alkali spills see significantly
better outcomes in those treated with the solution than those
treated with water, with a significant reduction in the number
exhibiting blistering and other clinical stigmata of a chemical
burn [31], ultimately resulting in less time off work and less
treatment costs [47]. Even delayed application of Diphoterine1

significantly altered cutaneous wound pH compared to saline
but did not alter the need for surgery or time to healing [48].

At present, there are no documented cases in the literature
of hydrofluoric acid (HF) being used to assault. It is, however
available for industrial use, as well as in commercially
available products including rust remover and alloy wheel
cleaner. For this reason, we feel that an awareness of
Hexafluorine1, an amphoteric solution specifically developed
for the decontamination of HF [49] is important amongst the
pre-hospital, emergency and plastic surgery community. As
well as the irrigation effect, the hypertonic Hexafluorine1

limits tissue penetration [50], and neutralises/chelates the free
hydrogen and fluoride ions responsible for tissue damage. A
number of case studies have commented on the role of HF
decontamination using this amphoteric wash in clinical
practice and industry. These demonstrate good results when
applied acutely to skin [30,51] and eye [30] burns, but also show
success with delayed application to large volume HF burns [52].

5. The psychological sequelae of acid attacks

A search of the literature failed to identify any research
exploring the psychological consequences of acid attacks in a
UK population, although an open letter from a survivor of an
acid attack highlights the complexities of living with such as
injury [53]. Research in other countries has identified difficul-
ties with anxiety and depression [54], social exclusion and
isolation [55]. To understand the psychological sequelae in the
UK, it may be helpful to look at the wider literature into the
impact of facial burns or trauma alongside other forms of
physical assault in Western cultures. Research exploring
psychological consequences of burn injuries or facial trauma
has identified increased prevalence of mental health issues
such post-traumatic stress disorder, poor body image,

alcoholism, depression, poor life satisfaction, sleep distur-
bance, stigmatization and social exclusion in the injured
person [56�59], with high levels of distress also reported by
their family members [60]. These factors have in turn been
suggested to increase the likelihood of post-trauma criminali-
ty, unemployment and marital difficulties [60]. Victims of
physical assault are also at increased risk psychological
distress and mental health conditions, with research indicat-
ing greater substance misuse, anxiety and mood disorders,
post-traumatic stress disorder, impaired quality of life and
more suicide attempts [61,62], particularly in those subjected
to gender-based violence [61].

6. Psychological support

Given the sparse literature base concerning the psychological
impact and management of victims of acid attacks in the UK,
guidance and evidence relating to the support of burn-injured
patients must be drawn upon. Effective psychological support
should begin early during admission, and the National Burn
Care Standards stress that patients with a burn injury should
be assessed for psychological distress on admission by an
appropriately trained clinical psychologist or psychiatrist and
supported as required during their inpatient stay and follow-
ing discharge. The National Burn Care Standards also advise
additional sources of support, such as support groups and
structured reintegration into education or employment as
required.

6.1. Post-traumatic stress disorder

For patients where acute traumatic stress or post-traumatic
stress disorder symptomatology is the main presenting
problem, NICE guidance [63] recommends that trauma-
focused cognitive behavioural therapy (CBT) or Eye Movement
Desensitisation and Reprocessing (EMDR) therapy be offered to
those presenting with symptoms within three months of the
event. Trauma focused CBT aims to facilitate the processing of
trauma memories through reliving and retelling memories of
the event. EMDR also seeks to facilitate the processing of
trauma memories, but by triggering eye movements associat-
ed with memory processing neural mechanisms with the aim
of restarting the brain’s natural memory processing ability.

6.2. Grief and adjustment

Grief reactions are common in the presence of perceived loss,
and in most cases, resolve with time. However sometimes grief
processing can be delayed, particularly where the loss is
complicated by emotions such as shame, or if the person finds
it difficult to access and process the loss. This may be the case
for individuals without a secure support network or who
experience emotional dysregulation due to mental health
issues or emotional processing issues. In these circumstances,
therapy may be appropriate to facilitate the grieving process
and seeks to help the person complete four key tasks: 1) accept
the reality of the loss, 2) process the pain of the loss, 3) adjust to
life without the loss, and 4) find an enduring connection with
the loss in the context of continuing with life [64].
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6.3. Visible difference

Where the primary concern involves the person’s dissatisfac-
tion with their changed appearance due to scarring, therapy
may in the first instance focus on processing the grief and
emotional reactions associated with the appearance change.
Therapeutic approaches relevant to visible difference may also
involve social communication skills training, building self-
confidence, or addressing unhelpful thought processes in
relation to the appearance change. Therapeutic models used
to support appearance related concerns including CBT
(addressing unhelpful thoughts and beliefs about appearance),
social skills training, and Acceptance and Commitment
therapy (learning how to live with a changed appearance in
the pursuit of other values) [65,66].

6.4. Pain

Some individuals experience persistent pain or sensation
change as a result of their injury. In this instance the goals of
therapy may be to develop psychologically derived pain
management strategies or, when all other options are
exhausted and pain persists, to help the person learn to
tolerate their pain in the pursuit of achieving an acceptable
quality of life. Traditional pain management strategies include
distraction (employing alternative activity to minimise atten-
tion on pain stimuli), guided imagery (developing visual

concepts in the mind’s eye to reduce pain, i.e. imagining cool
water pouring on burning pain), CBT (changing unhelpful
thoughts about the pain) and relaxation (physically relaxing
muscle groups to reduce pain stimuli and pain-related
anxiety). While these techniques often do not completely
remove pain, they can have the added benefit of causing the
individual to perceive greater control of their pain thereby
reducing any distress it causes. Alternatively, acceptance-
based approaches aim to help the person explore the cost of
pursuing pain management strategies and develop willing-
ness to tolerate the pain so that they can live in accordance
with their values.

7. Conclusion

Chemical decontamination of corrosive injury with chelating
agents such as Diphoterine1 and Hexafluorine1 needs to have
a more widespread role in the pre-hospital and hospital
environments, together with increased education about their
existence and availability. Non-availability of these agents or
delay in their use can be temporised by more standard
guidelines and teaching as regards to dilution/irrigation but we
should acknowledge that isotonic crystalloid may be better
than water. Therefore, we advocate the decontamination
strategy outlined in Fig. 1, which aims to guide decision
making for those treating chemically injured patients.

Fig. 1 – An algorithm for emergency decontamination of chemical injuries to the skin and eye.
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Furthermore, there is a clear absence of research into the
psychological consequences and management of those sub-
jectedtoacidattackviolence,perhapsdue totherelativelysmall
number of patients presenting with these injuries, reluctance to
participate in research, or the fact that the increase in
prevalence was unanticipated and research projects take time
to initiate and complete. Future research should continue to
explore the psychological consequence of acid attacks and
associated surgical reconstruction, as well as the efficacy of
differing therapeutic models with this population.

Funding

This research did not receive any specific grant from funding
agencies in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

Declarations of interest

None.

Conflicts of interest

We, the authors, have no conflicts of interest to declare.

R E F E R E N C E S

[1] Cambodian Acid Survivors Charity. Breaking the silence:
addressing acid attacks in Cambodia. 2018. . [Accessed 26th
October 2018] www.cchrcambodia.org.

[2] Acid Survivors Trust international. A worldwide problem.
2018. . [Accessed 26th October 2018] www.acidviolence.org/a-
worldwideproblem.html.

[3] Watson C. Acid attacks in nineteenth century Britain. 2017. .
[Accessed 26th October 2018] https://legalhistorymiscellany.
com.

[4] Tan A, Bharj AK, Nizamoglu M, Barnes D, Dziewulski P.
Assaults from corrosive substances and medico legal
considerations in a large regional burn centre in the United
Kingdom: calls for increased vigilance and enforced
legislation. Scars Burn Heal. 20151: 2059513115612945.

[5] Avon Global Center for Women and Justice at Cornell LawSchool.
Combating acid violence in Bangladesh, India and Cambodia.
2018. . [Accessed 21st December 2018] www.ohchr.org.

[6] Lipscombe SHG. Home office briefing paper: acid attacks, CBP
8041. 2018. . [Accessed 26th October 2018] http://
researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk.

[7] The Home Office. The Poisons Act (explosives recursors)
(amendment) regulations 2018. 2018. . [Accessed 21st
December 2018] http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2018/451/
made.

[8] Daily Telegraph Reporters. True scale of acid attacks hidden as
victims too scared to come forward, police say. 2017. .
[Accessed 29th November 2018] www.telegraph.co.uk.

[9] Evans R. Acid attacks on men related to gang violence, say
experts. 2013. . [Accessed 21st December 2018] https://www.
bbc.co.uk/news/uk-24835910.

[10] National Crime Agency. National strategic assessment of
serious and organised crime. 2018. . [Accessed 29th November
2018] www.nationalcrimeagency.gov.uk.

[11] Alleyne E, Wood JL. Gang involvement: psychological and
behavioral characteristics of gang members, peripheral youth,
and nongang youth. Aggress Behav 2010;36:423�36.

[12] Katz EC, King SD, Schwartz RP, Weintraub E, Barksdale W,
Robinson R, et al. Cognitive ability as a factor in engagement
in drug abuse treatment. Am J Drug Alcohol Abuse
2005;31:359�69.

[13] Muller RT. Poverty, broken homes, violence: the making of a
gang member. 2013. . [Accessed 21st December 2018] https://
www.psychologytoday.com.

[14] Thompson K. Youth maltreatment and gang involvement. J
Interpers Violence 1998;13:328�45.

[15] De Sousa A. Psychological issues in acquired facial trauma.
Indian J Plast Surg 2010;43:200�5.

[16] Shu LL, Gino F, Bazerman MH. Dishonest deed, clear
conscience: when cheating leads to moral disengagement and
motivated forgetting. Pers Soc Psychol Bull 2011;37:330�49.

[17] Leidner B, Castano E, Zaiser E, Giner-Sorolla R. Ingroup
glorification, moral disengagement, and justice in the context
of collective violence. Pers Soc Psychol Bull 2010;36:1115�29.

[18] Bandura A. Moral disengagement in the perpetration of
inhumanities. Pers Soc Psychol Rev 1999;3:193�209.

[19] Winchester L. We investigate how easy it is to buy acid - and
the result is terrifying. 2015. . [Accessed 28th December 2018]
https://www.express.co.uk.

[20] Eslani M, Baradaran-Rafii A, Movahedan A, Djalilian AR. The
ocular surface chemical burns. J Ophthalmol
2014;2014:196827.

[21] Hall AH, Mathieu L, Maibach HI. Acute chemical skin injuries
in the United States: a review. Crit Rev Toxicol 2018;1�15.

[22] Aykan A, Avsar S, Aysal BK, Bayram Y. An easy way to remove
solid chemical substances from skin. Burns 2016;42:1358�9.

[23] Herndon D. Total burn care. fourth edn New York: Elsevier
Saunders; 2012.

[24] Brent J. Water-based solutions are the best decontaminating
fluids for dermal corrosive exposures: a mini review. Clin
Toxicol (Phila) 2013;51:731�6.

[25] Spoler F, Forst M, Kurz H, Frentz M, Schrage NF. Dynamic
analysis of chemical eye burns using high-resolution optical
coherence tomography. J Biomed Opt 200712: 041203.

[26] Chan HP, Zhai H, Hui X, Maibach HI. Skin
decontamination: principles and perspectives. Toxicol
Ind Health 2013;29:955�68.

[27] Mathieu L, Burgher F, Fosse C, Blomet J. Water-based solutions
are the best decontaminating fluids for dermal corrosive
exposures: a mini review-letter to the editor. Clin Toxicol
(Phila) 2014;52:149.

[28] Fosse C, Mathieu L, Hall AH, Bocchietto E, Burgher F, Fischbach
M, et al. Decontamination of tetramethylammonium
hydroxide (TMAH) splashes: promising results with
Diphoterine in vitro. Cutan Ocul Toxicol 2010;29:110�5.

[29] Atley K, Ridyard E. Treatment of hydrofluoric acid exposure to
the eye. Int J Ophthalmol 2015;8:157�61.

[30] Soderberg K, Kuusinen P, Mathieu L, Hall AH. An improved
method for emergent decontamination of ocular and dermal
hydrofluoric acid splashes. Vet Hum Toxicol 2004;46:216�8.

[31] Donoghue AM. Diphoterine for alkali chemical splashes to the
skin at alumina refineries. Int J Dermatol 2010;49:894�900.

[32] Hall AH, Blomet J, Mathieu L. Diphoterine for emergent eye/
skin chemical splash decontamination: a review. Vet Hum
Toxicol 2002;44:228�31.

[33] Mathieu L, Burgher F, Hall AH. Diphoterine chemical splash
decontamination solution: skin sensitization study in the
guinea pig. Cutan Ocul Toxicol 2007;26:181�7.

[34] Hall AH, Cavallini M, Mathieu L, Maibach HI. Safety of
dermal diphoterine application: an active
decontamination solution for chemical splash injuries.
Cutan Ocul Toxicol 2009;28:149�56.

b u r n s x x x ( 2 0 1 9 ) x x x �x x x 5

JBUR 5860 No. of Pages 6

Please cite this article in press as: C.J. Lewis, et al., Corrosive attacks in the UK � Psychosocial perspectives and decontamination
strategies, Burns (2019), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.burns.2019.06.003

arxiv:/www.cchrcambodia.org
arxiv:/www.acidviolence.org/a-worldwideproblem.html
arxiv:/www.acidviolence.org/a-worldwideproblem.html
https://legalhistorymiscellany.com
https://legalhistorymiscellany.com
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0020
arxiv:/www.ohchr.org
http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk
http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2018/451/made
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2018/451/made
arxiv:/www.telegraph.co.uk
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-24835910
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-24835910
arxiv:/www.nationalcrimeagency.gov.uk
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0060
https://www.psychologytoday.com
https://www.psychologytoday.com
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0090
https://www.express.co.uk
https://www.express.co.uk
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0170
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.burns.2019.06.003


[35] Langefeld S, Press UP, Frentz M, Kompa S, Schrage N. Use
of lavage fluid containing diphoterine for irrigation of
eyes in first aid emergency treatment. Ophthalmologe
2003;100:727�31.

[36] Lynn DD, Zukin LM, Dellavalle R. The safety and efficacy of
Diphoterine1 for ocular and cutaneous burns in humans.
Cutan Ocul Toxicol 2016;1�17.

[37] Lewis CJ, Al-Mousawi A, Jha A, Allison KP. Is it time for a change
in the approach to chemical burns? The role of Diphoterine1

in the management of cutaneous and ocular chemical injuries.
J Plast Reconstr Aesthet Surg 2017;70:563�7.

[38] Lewis CJ, Allison KP. Response to ‘chemical burns:
Diphoterine untangled’ by KS Alexander [Burns 2017].
Burns 2018;44:1011�2.

[39] Alexander KS, Wasiak J, Cleland H. Response to ‘response to
‘chemical burns: Diphoterine untangled’ by KS Alexander
[Burns 2017]’. Burns 2018;44:1012�3.

[40] Alexander KS, Wasiak J, Cleland H. Chemical burns:
Diphoterine untangled. Burns 2018;44:752�66.

[41] Gerard M, Josset P, Louis V, Menerath JM, Blomet J, Merle H. Is
there a delay in bathing the external eye in the treatment of
ammonia eye burns? Comparison of two ophthalmic
solutions: physiological serum and Diphoterine. J Fr
Ophtalmol 2000;23:449�58.

[42] Schrage NF, Kompa S, Haller W, Langefeld S. Use of an
amphoteric lavage solution for emergency treatment of eye
burns. First animal type experimental clinical considerations.
Burns 2002;28:782�6.

[43] Rihawi S, Frentz M, Schrage NF. Emergency treatment of eye
burns: which rinsing solution should we choose? Graefes Arch
Clin Exp Ophthalmol 2006;244:845�54.

[44] Cavallini M, Casati A. A prospective, randomized, blind
comparison between saline, calcium gluconate and
Diphoterine for washing skin acid injuries in rats: effects on
substance P and beta-endorphin release. Eur J Anaesthesiol
2004;21:389�92.

[45] Nehles J, Hall AH, Blomet J, Mathieu L. Diphoterine for
emergent decontamination of skin/eye chemical splashes: 24
cases. Cutan Ocul Toxicol 2006;25:249�58.

[46] Merle H, Donnio A, Ayeboua L, Michel F, Thomas F, Ketterle J,
et al. Alkali ocular burns in Martinique (French West Indies)
evaluation of the use of an amphoteric solution as the rinsing
product. Burns 2005;31:205�11.

[47] Kulkarni P. The effects of the use of Diphoterine1 solution on
chemical burns in the Tarapur industrial complex, India. Burn
Open 2018;2:104�7.

[48] Zack-Williams SD, Ahmad Z, Moiemen NS. The clinical
efficacy of Diphoterine1 in the management of cutaneous
chemical burns: a 2-year evaluation study. Ann Burns Fire
Disasters 2015;28:9�12.

[49] Mathieu L, Nehles J, Blomet J, Hall AH. Efficacy of hexafluorine
for emergent decontamination of hydrofluoric acid eye and
skin splashes. Vet Hum Toxicol 2001;43:263�5.

[50] Gerard M, Louis V, Merle H, Josset P, Menerath JM, Blomet J.
Experimental study about intra-ocular penetration of
ammonia. J Fr Ophtalmol 1999;22:1047�53.

[51] Siewe CLML, Blomet J, Hall A. Hexafluorine decontamination
of 70% hydrofluoric acid (HF) vapor facial exposure: case
report. J Chem Health Saf 2012;19:7�11.

[52] Yoshimura CA, Mathieu L, Hall AH, Monteiro MG, de Almeida
DM. Seventy per cent hydrofluoric acid burns: delayed
decontamination with Hexafluorine1 and treatment with
calcium gluconate. J Burn Care Res 2011;32:e149�54.

[53] Piper KE. A survivor’s perspective of acid attacks in the UK: an
open letter from Katie Piper. Scars Burn Heal. 20173:
2059513117723768.

[54] Mannan A, Ghani S, Clarke A, White P, Salmanta S, Butler PE.
Psychosocial outcomes derived from an acid burned
population in Bangladesh, and comparison with Western
norms. Burns 2006;32:235�41.

[55] Sabzi Khoshnami M, Mohammadi E, Addelyan Rasi H,
Khankeh HR, Arshi M. Conceptual model of acid attacks based
on survivor’s experiences: lessons from a qualitative
exploration. Burns 2017;43:608�18.

[56] Levine E, Degutis L, Pruzinsky T, Shin J, Persing JA. Quality of
life and facial trauma: psychological and body image effects.
Ann Plast Surg 2005;54:502�10.

[57] Bisson JI, Shepherd JP, Dhutia M. Psychological sequelae of
facial trauma. J Trauma 1997;43:496�500.

[58] Logsetty S, Shamlou A, Gawaziuk JP, March J, Doupe M,
Chateau D, et al. Mental health outcomes of burn: a
longitudinal population-based study of adults hospitalized for
burns. Burns 2016;42:738�44.

[59] Lawrence JW, Qadri A, Cadogan J, Harcourt D. A survey of burn
professionals regarding the mental health services available
to burn survivors in the United States and United Kingdom.
Burns 2016;42:745�53.

[60] Johnson RA, Taggart SB, Gullick JG. Emerging from the
trauma bubble: Redefining ‘normal’ after burn injury.
Burns 2016;42:1223�32.

[61] Rees S, Silove D, Chey T, Ivancic L, Steel Z, Creamer M, et al.
Lifetime prevalence of gender-based violence in women and
the relationship with mental disorders and psychosocial
function. JAMA 2011;306:513�21.

[62] Kilpatrick DG, Acierno R. Mental health needs of crime victims:
epidemiology and outcomes. J Trauma Stress 2003;16:119�32.

[63] National Institute of Clinical Excellence. Post-traumatic stress
disorder. 2018. . [Accessed 21st December 2018] https://www.
nice.org.uk.

[64] Worden JW. Grief counselling and grief therapy: a handbook
for the mental health practitioner. 5th ed. Springer; 2008.

[65] Norman A, Moss TP. Psychosocial interventions for adults with
visible differences: a systematic review. Peer J 2015;3:e870.

[66] Linde J, Ruck C, Bjureberg J, Ivanov VZ, Djurfeldt DR, Ramnero J.
Acceptance-based exposure therapy for body dysmorphic
disorder: a pilot study. Behav Ther 2015;46:423�31.

6 b u r n s x x x ( 2 0 1 9 ) x x x �x x x

JBUR 5860 No. of Pages 6

Please cite this article in press as: C.J. Lewis, et al., Corrosive attacks in the UK � Psychosocial perspectives and decontamination
strategies, Burns (2019), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.burns.2019.06.003

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0310
https://www.nice.org.uk
https://www.nice.org.uk
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0305-4179(19)30088-9/sbref0330
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.burns.2019.06.003

	Corrosive attacks in the UK – Psychosocial perspectives and decontamination strategies
	1 Socio-cultural and historical perspective of vitriolage
	2 Why do people use corrosives to cause injury?
	3 Current decontamination strategies
	4 Diphoterine® and Hexafluorine®
	5 The psychological sequelae of acid attacks
	6 Psychological support
	6.1 Post-traumatic stress disorder
	6.2 Grief and adjustment
	6.3 Visible difference
	6.4 Pain

	7 Conclusion
	Funding
	Declarations of interest
	Conflicts of interest
	References


