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Demography
Venue of study: Neuchatel Switzerland period: Summer
Eight-weeks study
29 healthy women, Caucasian skin type
Skin phototype Il (Fitzpatrick)
Ages 30-64
Mean age 52.1 £+ 8.6y
Study is monocentric (no placebo)
Volenteers nor research conducting staff personnel are
aware of the product nor its name throughout the study.

Age Group Age Group Age Group Age Group Age Group Age Group Age Group
30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 50-54 55-60 61-64
Sch 30 (27%) Alz 41 (1%) Egg 47 (8%) Aud 53 (2%) Bau 60 (3%) Bau 60 (3*)
Hug 42 (13*) | FHa 45 (9%) Bro 53 (6*) Cec 60 (7%) Bec 64 (4%)
Jun 42 (14*) [Lamb 48 (18*)[ Ghy 50 (11*) |Lama 56 (17*)] Bol 63 (5%)
Kut 43 (16*) | Lup 48 (19*) | Kob 52 (15*) | Riz56 (26*) | Gal 62 (10%)
Ton 45 (28*) | Pul 48 (24*) | Mer 53 (21%) Gir 62 (12%)
Rie 49 (25%) Mei 64 (20%)
Noi 62 (22%*)
Wed 62 (29%)

* Code numbers of each different women.




Measurement
And treatment schedules

Study phase Screening

Volunteer’s recruitment, information and informed
consent

Inclusion and exclusion criteria, concomitant
medication

Instructions, product handing over, visual evaluation
and bioengineering measurements, first test product
application

Visual evaluation and bioengineering measure-ments,
compliance check

Hand-over of questionnaire

Visual evaluation and bioengineering measure-ments,
compliance check, check of remaining, unused
softgels, back hand-over of questionnaire

Administrative work

Study termination




Protocol:

« Room temperature = (22.5%1.5) °C

* Relative air humidity = (50 = 10) %

Measuring conditions (mean values =SD)

Day 1

Day 29

Day 57

Temp
(C)

Temp
(C)

Temp (C)

Measured values
(Means £SD)

22.4
+0.8

52.6
2.9

21.3
+0.6

52.8
+4.3

21.8
+1.0

Legend: Temp: temperature; RH: relative humidity; SD: Std. deviation

The measuring room conditions were ensured at each visit,
thus conforming to the protocol.




Test Parameters

Test Parameters No. Clinical Skin measurement devices :

. Moisture — Corneometer® CM 825
(Courage & Khazaka, skin moisturisation)

. Transepidermal water loss — Sebumeter® SM 810
(Courage & Khazaka, sebum)

. Firmness — Reviscometer® RVM 600
(Courage & Khazaka, elasticity/firmness)

. Epidermis+dermis density — Dermalab® TEWL
(Cortex Technology, TEWL)

. Sebum — DermaScan® C
(Cortex Technology, dermis density)
. Skin microrelief (roughness) _Visioscan® VC 98
(Courage & Khazaka, skin microrelief evaluation)

. Wrinkle depth (microtopography) — Talysurf® CLI 1000

(Taylor Hobson, wrinkle microtopography)




Measurement areas and sequences

Left volar forearm Right volar forearm

Erythema index
- Skin microrelief
evaluation
- Ultrasound
measurements

moisturization




Measurement areas
and sequences (continued)

Moisture — |left forearm (5x)
—right forearm (5x)

: g

Sebum — |left nose side (1x)
—right nose side (1x)

: 3

Skin microrelief - left forearm (3x)
(roughness) —right forearm (3x)

: 3

Firmness — |left forearm (3x)
(forearms) —right forearm (3x)

: 3




Measurement areas
and sequences (continued)

— |left forearm (1x)
—right forearm (1x)

: 3

Firmness — left temple (crow’s foot, 3x)
(face) —right temple (crow’s foot, 3x)

: 3

Epidermis+dermis — left cheek (1x)
density (face) —right cheek (1x)

l for 8 randomly selected volunteers only

Wrinkle depth — left crow’s feet (1x)
(microtopography, face)




Selected
measurement devices

Combi-3
(Courage & Khazaka)

 Moisture
e Sebum

DermaScan C
(Cortex Technology)

« Dermis density




Selected measurement
devices (continued)

Visioscan Dermalab TEWL
(Courage & Khazaka) (Cortex Technology)

« Skin microrelief * Transepidermal
water loss




Moisture, forearms -
CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

Skin hydration: Mean values

(=SD; Corneometer units)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

Day 0

Day 28

Day 56

Day 28 vs.
Day 0

Day 56 vs.
Day O

Treated forearm

37.7
+7.9

47.3
+8.4

49.5
+10.8

p <0.0001 ***
extr.
significant

p < 0.0001 ***
extr.
significant

Untreated forearm

38.1
+7.6

39.9
+9.5

39.2
+8.6

p =0.09 (ns)
unsignificant

p =0.27 (ns)
unsignificant

Mean difference

(treated vs. untreated,
Corneometer units)

-0.4

7.4

10.3

Ratio to DO (treated)
(%)




Skin moisture (forearms)

s

5 *k%k

39.9 (ns)

| 32;[2 (ns)

Treated forearm

B Untreated forearm

Skin moisture (tr.-untr. forearm)

Test Parameters No: 1 (continued)
(on moisture, forearms)

RESULTS

Skin moisture before

(DO) and during twice daily
treatment with the test product
(Corneometer units; Means + SD)

%-Changes in skin moisture
treated — untreated (out of means)




Test Parameters No: 1
(on moisture, forearms)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

The test product significantly increases skin
moisture by 21% (at 28 days).

The test product significantly increases skin

moisture by 28% (at 56 days).

Results are statistically extremely significant
on the treated forearm and unsignificant
on the untreated forearm.

The test product has therefore a very good
moisturising effect.




Test Parameters No: 2 (Continued)
(on Transepidermal Water \Loss TEWL, forearms)

RESULTS

Evolution of TEWL:

Mean values (* SD; g/m? x h)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

Day O

Day 28

Day 56

Day 28 vs.
Day O

Day 56 vs.
Day O

Treated forearm

p =0.14 (ns)

unsignificant

p = 0.50 (ns)

unsignificant

Untreated forearm

p =0.17 (ns)

unsignificant

p =0.25 (ns)

unsignificant

Mean difference (tr. vs. untr., Cutometer units)

Ratio to DO (treated, %)




TEWL (forearms)

Treated forearm
B Untreated forearm

TEWL (tr.-untr. forearm)

Test Parameters No: 2
(Continued)

(on Transepidermal Water
Loss TEWL, forearms)

RESULTS

Transepidermal water loss
before (DO) and during twice
daily treatment with the test
product (g/m? x h; Means + SD)

%-Changes in transepidermal
water loss treated — untreated
(out of means)




Test Parameters No: 2
(on Transepidermal Water Loss TEWL, forearms)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

 The TEWL results show that the test
product has no negative side effects
on the skin (no skin damage).

« However, this product strengthens the
skin barrier properties and makes the
skin more resistent towards TEWL. This
point has to be considered as indicative
only, as the overall TEWL changes are
statistically unsignificant.




Test Parameters No: 3 (on firmness, forearms)

RESULTS

Evolution of firmness (Treated forearm; Mean values; Reviscometer units)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

0°

20°

40°

60°

80°

100°

120°

140°

Day 28 vs.
Day 0

Day 56 vs.
Day 0

Day 0

241.6

235.1

222.2

2125

202.8

199.6

207.1

Values at
180°

Values at
180°

Day 28

268.9

262.2

247.7

228.8

215.1

200.2

190.0

p = 0.432 (ns)

p =0.038 *

Day 56

263.3

249.5

234.5

222.7

203.0

173.8

157.7

unsignificant

significant

(Day 0 - Day 28)
/Day O

-14.0%

-11.3%

-11.5%

-11.5%

(Day 0 - Day 56)
/Day O

Evolution of firmness (Untreated forearm; Mean values; Reviscometer units)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

0°

20°

40°

60°

80°

100°

120°

140°

Day 28 vs.
Day 0

Day 56 vs.
Day 0

Day 0

236.1

229.6

221.6

201.4

191.4

196.4

203.2

Values at
180°

Values at
180°

Day 28

270.5

268.3

255.7

241.2

230.6

209.5

198.3

p =0.420 ns

p =0.438 ns

Day 56

278.9

270.2

256.2

242.5

212.3

197.9

190.6

unsignificant

unsignificant

(Day 0 — Day 28)
/Day 0

-11.4%

-14.6%

-16.8%

-15.4%

-19.7%

-20.5%

(Day 0 - Day 56)
/Day 0




Treated forearm

Oo

20° 40°

60° 80° 100° 120° 140° 160° 180°

Untreated forearm

Oo

20° 40°

60° 80° 100° 120° 140° 160° 180°

Test Parameters No: 3
(Continued)
(on firmness, forearms)

RESULTS

RRTM changes (D0) and during twice
daily treatment with the test product
(RRTM units; Treated forearm; Means)

RRTM changes (DO) and during twice
daily treatment with the test product
(RRTM units; Untreated forearm; Means)




Test Parameters No: 3
(Continued)
(on firmness, forearms)

BRESLILTS

Overall %-changes in RRTM
(forearms, based on mean values)

%-Changes in RRTM at 180°
(forearms, based on mean values)
= percentages of firmness increase

Treated forearm - untreated forearm

g

Treated forearm - untreated forearm (180°)




Test Parameters No: 3
(on firmness, forearms)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

* The RRTM results on the forearms
obviously show that the treatment has
a very good firming effect, which was
measured on the treated forearm.

« Maximum percentage of improvement at
180°: + 22% after 8 weeks.

« Results are statistically significant on
the treated forearm at 8 weeks and
unsignificant on the untreated forearm.




Test Parameters No: 3 (on firmness, neck)

RESULTS

Evolution of firmness (Neck; Mean values; Reviscometer units)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

Day 28 vs. Day
0

Day 56 vs. Day
0

Values at 180°

Values at 180°

p = 0.048 *

p =0.005 *

significant

very
significant

(Day 0 —Day 28)
/Day 0

-15.9%

-12.0%

25.3%

17.8%

10.7%

(Day 0-Day 56)
/Day O




Test Parameters No: 3
(Continued)
(on firmness, neck)

RESULTS

Overall %-changes in RRTM
(neck, based on mean values)

%-Changes in RRTM at 180°
(neck, based on mean values)
= percentages of firmness increase

Neck (180°)

+19.6%

+10.7%

— -




Test Parameters No: 3 (on firmness, neck)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

!

\ \&

N é  Here also, the RRTM results on the

3
neck show a steady increase of firmness
during the treatment, thus showing a
good firming effect on the necKk.

« Maximum percentage of improvement at
180°: + 20% after 8 weeks.

* Results are statistically significant
4 weeks and very significant at 8 weeks.




Test Parameters No: 3 (on firmness, temples)

RESULTS

Evolution of firmness (Left+right temple; Means; Reviscometer units)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

0° 20° 40° 60° 80° 100° 120°

Day 28 vs. Day
0

Day 56 vs. Day
0

Day 0

203.2 190.0 181.4 179.4 171.7 167.5

Values at 180°

Values at 180°

Day 28

250.0 222.8 172.6 130.6 112.6 100.4

p = 0.001 **

p < 0.0001 ***

Day 56

227.1 206.0 156.6 113.3 94.3 76.1

very
significant

extr.
significant

(Day 0-Day 28)
/Day 0

-31.6% -23.0% -17.3% 27.2% 34.4% 40.1%

36.7%

41.0%

33.1%

(Day 0-Day 56)
/Day 0

-20.2% -11.7% 13.6% 36.9% 45.1% 54.5%

60.9%

60.7%

57.9%




Left + right temple (means) Test P(%:rgrmﬁteerds) No: 3
(on firmness, temples)

RESULTS

. . . . . . . ; ; Overall %-changes in RRTM
0° 20° 40° 60° 80° 100° 120° 140° 160° 180° (temples, based on mean values)

Left + right temple (180°)

+57.9%

%-Changes in RRTM at 180°
(temples, based on mean values)
= percentages of firmness increase




Test Parameters No: 3 (on firmness, temples)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

* RRTM results on the temples show the
most important increase of firmness
of the 3 measured areas, thus showing
a very good firming effect on the temples.

« Maximum percentage of improvement
at 180°: + 58% after 8 weeks.

« Results are statistically very
significant at 4 weeks and extremely

significant at 8 weeks.




_ Test Parameters No: 3 _
(on firmness, foreams, neck & temples: summarized data)

FINAL CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

Forearms /neck /temples (180°)

Forearms Neck Temples

Comparative %-changes in RRTM at « Out of these results it appears
180° on the forearms, neck and temples that the test product delivers its

B values) . strongest effect on the facial skin.
= comparative percentages of firmness

increase at 4 and 8 weeks




Test Parameters No: 4
(on epidermis+dermis density, cheeks)

RESULTS

Epidermis+dermis density:

Mean values (¥ SD; LEPs units)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

Day 0

Day 28

Day 56

Day 28
vs. Day 0

Day 56
vs. Day O

16430.7

(right + left cheek) *+3884.4

15638.6

* 3462.8

15036.8

+380.8

p = 0.07 (ns)

unsignificant

p = 0.009 **

very significant

Difference versus Day 0 (DermaScan LEPS units) -

-792.1

-1393.9

Difference versus Day 0 (% LEPSs units)

-4.8%

-8.5%

Difference versus Day 0 (% density)

4.8%

8.5%




Evolution of low echogenic pixels Test Parameters No: 4
(epidermis + dermis density, averaged r+l cheeks) (Continued)

(on epidermis+dermis
density, cheeks)

RESULTS

Low echogenic pixels (LEPS)
before (D0O) and during twice
daily treatment with the test
product (DermaScan pixel
units; Means * SD)

Percentage evolution of epidermis + dermis
density (r+l cheeks)

%-Changes in the LEPs of the skin
ultrasound imaging during twice
daily treatment with the test
product (Means) = percentages of
epidermis+dermis density increase




Test Parameters No: 4 (Continued)
(on epidermis+dermis density, cheeks)

RESULTS

Day 28 / Right cheek Day 56/

- < X Q

Vol. #8/205155/ Egg Ge

Vol. #11/205397/ Ghy Ma
Day 0/ Right cheek

ed




Test Parameters No: 4
(on epidermis+dermis density, cheeks)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

* The treatment produces an
Increase of dermis density
on the cheeks after 4 weeks

(+4.8%) and after 8 weeks (+8.5%).

* Results are statistically
unsignificant at 4 weeks and
very significant at 8 weeks.




15 volunteers with ref. sebum casual level >= 150 pg/cm?

Test Parameters No: 5
(on sebum, nose side, oily skin subgroup)

RESULTS

Oily skin subgroup:

Oily skin subgroup (15 volunteers,

ref. val. >= 150 pg/cm?)

Evolution of sebum casual level:

Mean values (£ SD; pug/cm?)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

Day 0

Day 28

Day 56

Day 28 vs.
Day 0

Day 56 vs.
Day 0

Left + right nose side

205.8

441

157.8

788

130.8

+60.8

p=0.03*

significant

p = 0.001 *

very significant

Ratio to Day 0 (%)

-23.3%

-36.4%




Test Parameters No: 5
(Continued)
(on sebum, nose side, oily
skin subgroup)

RESULTS

Oily skin subgroup

Sebum casual level before (DO) and
during twice daily treatment with the
test product (ug/cm?; Means £ SD)

Oily skin subgroup

%-Changes in the sebum casual level
during twice daily treatment with the
test product (Means)

= percentages of sebum casual
level decrease

Sebum casual levels (r+l nose sides),
oily skin subgroup

Sebum casual levels (r+l nose sides),
oily skin subgroup




Test Parameters No: 5
(on sebum, nose side, oily skin subgroup)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

 An important average decrease of
sebum casual levels was measured
on the nose side of the oily skin subgroup
of participants.

« A seboregulation process is clear:
after 8 weeks of treatment the sebum
level is normalized. The test product
normalizes oily skins within 8 weeks.

* Results are statistically significant at
4 weeks and very significant at 8 weeks.




Test Parameters No: 5
(on sebum, nose side, low-sebum skin subgroup)

RESULTS

Low-sebum skin subgroup:

8 volunteers with ref. sebum casual level < 100 pg/cm?

Low-sebum skin subgroup

(8 vol., ref. val. < 100 pg/cm?)

Evolution of sebum casual level:

Mean values (* SD; pg/cm?)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

Day O

Day 28

Day 56

Day 28 vs.
Day 0

Day 56 vs.
Day O

Left + right nose side

38.0

257

52.9

*+56.9

54.9

45.7

p =0.27 (ns)

unsignificant

p =0.08 *

significant

Ratio to Day 0 (%)

39.3%

44.4%




Sebum casual levels (r+l nose sides),
low sebum subgroup

Sebum casual levels (r+l nose sides),
low sebum subgroup

Test Parameters No:5
(Continued)

(on sebum, nose side,
low-sebum skin subgroup)

RESULTS

Low-sebum subgroup

Sebum casual level before (D0O) and
during twice daily treatment with the
test product (ug/cm?; Means + SD)!

Low-sebum subgroup

%-Changes in the sebum casual level
during twice daily treatment with the
test product (Means)

= percentages of sebum casual
level increase




Test Parameters No: 5
(on sebum, nose side, low-sebum skin subgroup)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

* |[n the low-sebum skin subgroup,
an interesting increase of sebum
casual levels was measured,
towards normalization values.

 Results are statistically
unsignificant at 4 weeks and
significant at 8 weeks.




~ Test Parameters No: 6
(on skin microrelief (roughness), forearms)

RESULTS

Biggest roughness R2:

Mean values (* SD; Visioscan units)

Permutation

statistics

Permutation

statistics

Day O

Day 28

Day 56

Day 28 vs.
Day O

Day 56 vs.
Day O

Treated forearm

0.468

1 0.093

0.381

*0.053

0.377

% 0.065

p < 0.0001 ***

very significant

p = 0.0001 ***

very significant

Untreated forearm

0.467

441

0.406

+78.8

0.387

+60.8

p = 0.0003 ***

very significant

p = 0.0001 ***

very significant

Mean difference
(treated vs. untreated, Visioscan units)

0.002

-0.026

-0.010

Ratio to Day 0 (%)




Biggest roughness R2 (forearms)

Treated forearm
B Untreated forearm

Biggest roughness R2 (tr.-untr. forearm)

Test Parameters No: 6
(Continued)

(on skin microrelief
(roughness), forearms)

RESULTS

Superficial skin roughness
(Parameter R2/biggest roughness)
before (DO) and during twice daily
treatment with the test product
(Visioscan units; Means + SD)

%-Changes in the superficial roughness
of the skin (Parameter R2/biggest
roughness) during twice daily treatment
with the test product (Means)

= percentages of skin roughness
decrease




Test Parameters No: 6 (Continued)
(on skin microrelief (roughness), forearms)

RESULTS

Day O/Left side (treated)




Test Parameters No: 6
(on skin microrelief (roughness), forearms)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

* On the treated forearm a continuous
process of roughness reduction takes
place at 4 and 8 weeks (difference
treated—untreated = -5.5% and -2.1%,
respectively). The intensity reduction at
D56 is probably due to worse external
conditions (dryer weather, winter).

* Results were statistically very
significant for both treated and
untreated forearms.




Test Parameters No: 7
(on wrinkle depth (microtopography, left crow’s feet)

RESULTS

* For 8 randomly selected
volunteers, silicone replicas
were taken on the crow’s feet
(left face side) at DO, D28

(4 weeks) and D56 (8 weeks).

« The profile of the mould was

measured by laser profilometry
Photography of a silicone print
(example, Intercosmetica® 2005)

 The average wrinkle depth
was calculated.




Test Parameters No: 7 (Continued)
(on wrinkle depth (microtopography, left crow’s feet)

RESULTS

* 5 volunteers out of 8 presented wrinkle depth reductions.

Wrinkle depth results (Left eyeside; Crow's feet; mm; 8 subjects)

Vol.#and ID Age (years) Day O Day 28 Day 56
205109 Bau CI 60 0.305 0.279 0.247
205357 | Bol An 63 0.083 0.070 0.070
205521 | FraNa 45 0.823 0.956 0.820
205301 | JunVi 42 0.190 0.202 0.153
205452 | Lup Mo 48 0.301 0.272 0.256
204012 PlaJa 52 0.303 0.265 0.200
204051 | Pul Na 48 0.397 0.422 0.488
205270 | Ton Pa 45 0.605 0.608 0.515

Average wrinkle depth results .
Mean values (£SD; Left eyeside;

Crow's feet; mm; 8 subjects)
Day O Day 28 Day 56
0.435 0.459 0.423

+0.209 +0.263 +0.248

Left eyeside




Test Parameters No: 7 (Continued)
(on wrinkle depth (microtopography, left crow’s feet)

RESULTS

B
-8.5%

-15.6% 5 69

-19.0%

-40%

%-Changes in the wrinkle depth (crow’s feet area, mm) of the skin during twice
daily treatment with the test product
= percentages of wrinkle depth reduction




Test Parameters No: 7
(on wrinkle depth (microtopography, left crow’s feet)

CONCLUSION ON RESULTS

« Among the 5 positive

volunteers, reduction
amplitudes were distributed
between 8.5% and 34%.




Test Parameters No: 7 (on sensory evaluation)

RESULTS

A general improvement in the skin of the face was quoted by 24 out of 29 volunteers (83%).
23 volunteers (79%) noted an increase in skin smoothness.
25 volunteers (86%) noted an increase in skin firmness.

The test product was rated as a good to very good product by 86% of the volunteers.

Selected sensory evaluation results

@ Test product is good to very
good

B A general improvement of facial
skin occurred

O Skin smoothness increased

O Skin firmness increased




CONCLUSION ON
RESULTS

In conclusion:

« An important process of skin replenishment took place during the treatment,
on two skin levels

(1) On top of the skin: reduction of crow's feet wrinkles (up to 34%)
and microwrinkles (smoothening effect).
Additionally, with a 8-week moisturization by 30%, the test product is
a very good moisturiser.

(2) Below the skin, in the papillar and reticular dermis,
dermis density was increased.

« The test product also provides areal seborequlating effect, which was especially
observed in oily skin subjects.

« The test product is safe and non_irritating. No TEWL increase was observed.




CONCLUSIONS (Continued)

 The overwhelming majority of volunteers
(83%) noted a general improvement
of the facial skin.

) © 86% of the volunteers rated the test

product as good or very good.
No participant rated it as bad or very bad.




COMPARATIVE IN VIVO REVISCOMETER-RRTM AND
ULTRASONOGRAPHY TECHNIQUES TO ASSESS

THE ANTI-AGEING EFFICACY OF THE NOVEL MFIII®
OF SWITZERLAND BLUECELL EXTRACT SERUM GEL

Alain Béguin
Cosmetic Skin Testing Department, Intercosmetica Neuchitel SA, 2008 Neuchitel, Switzeriand
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Sorum Dl twice dally on Sve whole face an an ot volar foesars. RAT messwremenm
usng the Revacomator® VM 008 (Courage & Kharaka, Germany|. wore made o twe
shin areas, Se volor forearms (VF) ard the tempies. in each of them 1 RRT solues were
recorded with angls ncraments of 20°, thus oovanng ax angular fald of 100%; the 0*
reforenca angle was 20t in 1he verscel anis fram f20t 10 head. Sighfregency utras)

nag aply messw ety on th lult chusk wate made ssing 4 20-MM; DurmaSean® O
devica (Cones Tochnokgy. Deamank), &2t oo 8-mede VF dfMarences shier-boloes and
trested-urtramed indic sted contnucus ang stassdcaly signficam decrupses of RRT
Afvar 2 months of treatment the strongost RAT redaction was chsorved st 190% -21.9%,

mad e lowest ane 3t I* -7 5%, bath assessing shout 4 Seming effect; wntreated fo

rearms gave non-sgaiicant resslts. Tomples after 2 monthd rasults were 52.9% ART
o 180° and «20.2% RRT a0 0%, the moat ungortant fiming efect was seen ¢ e tam

s, Ultasanograpity. oo the chest & stutad cally sgnificast sverngs incivase of £5%
Oarme denyity wat oliininad alier 2 @oaths of Yedtmet

[ Jotscussion

Duting the 2month toatment goned signficent sd constant mcrossos m Srmmoss
werr measired on De treated V¥ and e temples. A parscularky stroog snisstrepy
n the dats was shserved for the temples [Fig 23 as comparned % ¥¥ (Fig. 1a-1¢). On the
wogles, expociefly betwoen 180* and 10", imgonant RAT decreases batwoons 0%
and 0% weare observed sy | musth, and deciusses detwean 55% and T0% were
phitmnad afiar 2 moathy (Tabie 1) Comparstively, resuis odtaned detwean 0° and
ween rot sgniisent (g L Hi) The inportast Semmeax shvorved in high mghes i
tormelstod with the mmgroves dessity messwred on e face. On VI 3 fiming aifest
was alss ewdenced, tut it sppaars Bat the sion sebistructine of the V¥ ares was less
sulfect 10 2 feming offect than temples [mae 24%, Table 1) Mence, important dife
1eacen in aaiaoarogy and ferning svolation hetvwsen VF sod faciel shie lteengien) must
bu outiinod, Obviouely, Sowevar, il sppears thal the sctive ngrediarss of the MF MW" of
Swrerland Buscell Sarum Gel help saccasshily lightsing aganst sgung sgs such
0% laxity and loss of dermum dansity, especialy vn the face
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| ICONCLUSIONS

Thiz study showed that sn important and contirums shin Semng o8zt was delivered
by D test product duting 2 manthe. ned wat evidonced on 1 tenples by RRT messu
renents. A strong ansstiopy wes cutined thera. Ulrssenography meassremant,
showirg deemus densety increases, oanfrmed hese resuts RRT measaremests o
VF shawed that temness incrasses represent max /3 of he vakees shasrved o the
terrglas, and Sat anaov gy wia reuch foss iepastarm As & mamier of foct VF sn can
b comvdecsd ws ruprasantative of feciel shin fur surfuce parsmeters (og oMy
or TEWLY infernal skn paramuniars 0§ Demnens or viscoalsticity) revesl arportent
Slffprencas vweth facial skin. thes shewang that VF sew not setitely rupresentative of
facil shin, = sack casos
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For more Information of Clinical Study, contact info@mf3.ch
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*APGI is a member of the FIP (Fédération
Internationale Pharmaceutique) and of
the EUFEPS (European Federation of

Pharmaceutical Sciences)



Thank You

Brought to you exclusively by:

Laboratoires Dom AVMM Suisse
Leutschenbachstrasse 95,

8050 Zurich, Switzerland.

Fax: +41 44 274 2424

www.mf3swiss.com




