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Comparison on clinical efficacy between Zolmitriptan Tablets and Lomerizine
Hydrochloride Capsules in treatment of migraine

LIU Zhao-xia, ZOU Rong, QU Xiao-ning, ZHANG Zhen
Department of Neurology, Yantai Affiliated Hospital of Binzhou Medical University, Yantai 264100, China

Abstract: Objective To compare the clinical effect of Zolmitriptan Tablets and Lomerizine Hydrochloride Capsules in treatment of
migraine. Methods Patients (110 cases) with migraine in Department of Neurology outpatient service of Yantai Affiliated Hospital
of Binzhou Medical University from January 2013 to October 2014 were randomly divided into control and treatment groups, and
each group had 55 cases. The patients in the control group were po administered with Lomerizine Hydrochloride Capsules after
breakfast and dinner, 5 mg/time, twice daily. The patients in the treatment group were po administered with Zolmitriptan Tablets, 2.5
mg/time, once daily. Two groups were treated for four weeks. After treatment, the efficacy was evaluated, and the changes of VAS
score, headache frequency, headache relief to maintain time within 24 h in two groups before and after treatment were compared.
Results After treatment, the efficacies in the control and treatment groups were 76.36% and 94.55%, respectively, and there was
difference between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, VAS score and headache frequency in two groups were significantly
reduced, and headache relief to maintain time within 24 h was significantly increased, and the difference was statistically significant
in the same group (P < 0.05). And these indicators in treatment group improved better than those in the control group, with significant
differences between two groups (P < 0.05). Followed up for four weeks, the recurrence rate in the control and treatment groups were
14.55% and 5.45%, respectively, and there was difference between two groups (P < 0.05). Conclusion Zolmitriptan Tablets has obvious
therapeutic effect in treatment of migraine with low recurrence rate and high safety, which has the good application and promotion value.
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Table 1 Comparison on clinical efficacies between two groups

205 n/ ¥ A/ BRI HRu TeR SR Y%
X e 55 20 14 8 13 76.36
I 55 27 12 13 3 94.55"

xR 4L TP<<0.05

"P <0.05 vs control group
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Table 2 Comparison on improvement of clinical symptoms and signs between two groups ( X*s,n=55 )
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