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90 d Ji, ¥HITHAL Omax 51697 30 dJEILER, ZERHA
BRI #R X (P<0.0D), T AL HTS 1 Omax
ER¥gEE . dR IR 2.
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0.05). TI¥AYT 30 d Ji vAy7 4L ) 4% bR i 5 /D 56t
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%1 FHLEAFTRIE IPSS #1 QOL LLE (x*s)
Table 1 Comparison of IPSS and QOL in two groups before and after treatment (x+ s)

- PSS QOL
) BIE ————— - - - —— - - -

TRYT Y97 30d 7 60d YRIT 90d YRIT T VA7 30d 1HIT 60d VA7 90d
SRR 117 20.81+£4.03 19.88+5.33  17.43+4.92 17254578 3.83+1.01 3.7241.13 3.94+0.99 3.42+1.11

YBIF 121 21.674£5.13 14.73£5.03™ 12.2944.87"° 10.01+£4.317* 3.784+1.21 3.17+1.19" 2.87+1.15" 2.53+1.07°*

ERITATEAS: TP<<0.05; SGXIRALLES: “P<0.05: 397 30d Hk: 4P<0.05
*P<0.05 vs before treatment; £p<0.05 vs control group; AP<0.05 vs treatment for 30 d

% 2 W‘jgﬂiéﬁﬁﬁra‘ Qmax H.’.Efz (; + S)

Table 2 Comparison of Q,,,, in two groups before and after treatment (x + s5)

Qmax/(mL' 57 1)

iR 17k

BT R Y897 30d BT 60 d 1BY7 90 d
Hof 117 12.19+4.88 12.91+4.81 12.21+5.11 11.074+6.27
BT 121 12.02+4.56 15.43+6.78"" 17.684+5.12"444 19.974£7.23"44

SRITHTIARR: P<0.05; SXIBALLE: “P<0.05: Sis30d L “P<0.01
"P<0.05 vs before treatment; “P<0.05 vs control group; 44p<0.01 vs treatment for 30 d
®3 FHHEATIRMKREELE (x+5)

Table 3 Comparison of residual urine volume in two groups before and after treatment (x£s)

" BAYRTE 43 PR B /mL
24 5 B P > > "
VAT I ¥BIT 30d 1597 60 d B9 90 d
pagie 117 16.73+23.16 15.81+23.21 15.17+22.93 14.284+22.77
BT 121 16.234+22.99 10.27+18.76™" 7.824+17.97""4 7.394+17.76"*

T T TP<0.05; XA “P<0.05; 57 30d Lk “P<0.05
"P<0.05 vs group before treatment; “P<0.05 vs control group; Ap<0.05 vs group for 30 d treatment
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Table 4 Comparison of prostate volume changes in two groups before and after treatment (} ts)

. N HIZ AR/ mL
éﬁj]lj ﬁ”;& \ N 5, N NVAY
YRIT R VAIT 30d YRIT 60d ¥HI7 90 d
ol 1 117 56.834+25.01 56.57423.01 56.71+24.17 55.91422.97
BT 121 62.331+31.86 62.984+28.34 62.031+29.23 61.174+28.01
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