PR R ETY & Drugs & Clinic F30H HoM 201559 A * 1107 -

ERE BRI ERKS AMKIERT AL RIEEE RN E

£ 1k, &
ZMANRERE Bk, 2# =M 236800

B E:Br IR E R Ih G IRERE A SAR R YT SR S S R IR AT T AL iR BB 2012 4F 1 —2014
12 AT AN REE BB S RIS I S A S 5 98 38 80 ), BHAIL Y e FRALRR YT AL, RFAL% 40 . X4l
BRI A SR AR TR, 1 gk, NE) 20 mL AEFEK, 2 k/de VRS AT FRAT LR b T IRAR AR dR it v
B, VRAR, 3W/de WAHBIESGYT 6 o MEWAMIIEIRIT R, [FIIS EEBCPN AL YA YT T i S i R T £ B AL i ) TR) R A2 4k
BEVi 3 N H, WEWANERE. R BI7E, SRAFBITARBERED NN 77.5% 92.5%, WL LK ZERE S0
RN (P<0.05). 1897 1. 6 J8 ) AL S IS R AT B AL M3 AW 2 TR, WA s 2 HA g 228 X (P<0.05);
HBTT AN PR 0 AL, WAL R BAA SIS R L (P<0.05). STRARAT AR RENHH 15% 5%,
WAL ZE R B A G AR X (P<0.05). 458 rvERE S R AR IR FE I SRR A YT S AL e P 5 552 48 1 B L 1
RITA WA T Sl R LT B AL o), B m (s RHE T N FH A

KR PR G RS e TSSO SRS R SRR B AL 1)

RESZES: RI87 XEAFRERS: A XE/RS: 1674 -5515(2015)09 - 1107 - 04
DOI:10.7501/j.issn.1674-5515.2015.09.014

Clinical observation of Myrtol Standardized Enteric Coated Soft Capsules combined
with cefminox in treatment of acute suppurative sinusitis

CHAI Wei, HUANG Hui
Department of Otolaryngology, the People’s Hospital of Bozhou, Bozhou 238000, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical efficacy of Myrtol Standardized Enteric Coated Soft Capsules combined with
cefminox in treatment of acute suppurative sinusitis. Methods Patients (80 cases) with acute suppurative sinusitis in Department of
Otolaryngology of the People’s Hospital of Bozhou from January 2012 to December 2014 were randomly divided into control and
treatment groups, and each group had 40 cases. The patients in the control group were iv administered with Cefminox Sodium for
injection, 1 g/time which added into physiological saline 20 mL, twice daily. The patients in the treatment group were po administered
with Myrtol Standardized Enteric Coated Soft Capsules on the basis of the control group, 1 grain/time, three times daily. The patients
in two groups were treated for 6 weeks. After treatment, the efficacy was evaluated, the changes of nasal mucosa cilia transmission
time before and after treatment in two groups were compared. Follow-up of 3 months, the recurrence rates in two groups were
calculated. Results After the treatment, the efficacies in the control and treatment groups were 77.5% and 92.5%, respectively, and
there was difference between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, nasal mucosa cilia transmission times in two groups were
significantly reduced after 1 and 6 weeks, and the difference was statistically significant in the same group (P < 0.05). The reduced
degree in the treatment group was better than that in the control group, with significant difference between two groups (P < 0.05).
The recurrence rates in the control and treatment groups were 5% and 15%, respectively, and there was difference between two groups
(P < 0.05). Conclusion Myrtol Standardized Enteric Coated Soft Capsules combined with cefminox has good clinical efficacy in
treatment of acute suppurative sinusitis, and can significantly shorten the nasal mucosa cilia transmission time, which has high
clinical application value.
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Table 1 Comparison on clinical efficacies between two groups
Al n/f5) 18 R/ U /151 o/ 15 SR %
X 1 40 16 15 9 77.5
BT 40 23 14 3 92.5°
XA LR TP<<0.05
"P <0.05 vs control group
*2 WEABRMESELRMIELE ( x£s, n=40)
Table 2 Comparation on nasal mucosa cilia transmission time between two groups ( X£5,N=40 )
i L [ R AT B AL s 1) /s
2H N
N=padill BT 1M BT 6 [ RIT R A 2
X 1431.28+223.45 1045.56+124.56" 888.67+103.13" 542.61+101.13
BT 1472.124221.62 849.98+112.31°4 612.31+£102.11°4 859.81+119.274

HRMA T "P<0.05; SxtAAIT A E: 4P<0.05

*P < 0.05 vs same group before treatment; P < 0.05 vs control group after treatment
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