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Abstract: Objective To explore the clinical effect of Bailing Capsules combined with biapenem in treatment of emphysema.
Methods Patients (104 cases) with emphysema in Affiliated Hospital of Hebei University from January 2013 to December 2015 were
randomly divided into control and treatment groups, and each group had 52 cases. Patients in the control group were iv administered
with Biapenem for injection, 0.6 g added into normal saline 100 mL, twice daily. Patients in the treatment group were po administered
with Bailing Capsules on the basis of the control group, 5 — 10 grains/time, three times daily. Patients in two groups were treated for 8
weeks. After treatment, the clinical efficacy was evaluated, and the changes of FEV,, FVC, VC, MVYV, arterial blood gas saturation,
pCO,, pO,, arterial oxygen pressure, oxygenation index, bacterial eradication rate, and CRP in two groups before and after treatment
were compared. Results After treatment, the clinical efficacy in the control was 78.85%, which was significantly lower than 88.46%
in the treatment group, and there were differences between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, the FEV,, FVC, VC, and MVV
levels in two groups were significantly increased (P < 0.05). And the pulmonary function indexes in the treatment group were increased

more significantly than those in the control group (P < 0.05). After treatment, oxygenation index, pO,, and arterial oxygen pressure in
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two groups were significantly increased, and pCO, of the treatment group was significantly decreased, and the difference was

statistically significant in the same group (P < 0.05). The blood gas indexes in treatment group were significantly better than those in

the control group, and there were differences between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, the bacterial eradication rate in the

treatment group was significantly higher than that in the control group, at the same time CRP in treatment group was significantly lower

than that in the control group, with significant difference between two groups (P < 0.05). Conclusion Bailing Capsules combined with

imipenem can significantly improve the treatment effect of patients with emphysema, which has an important role of improving lung

function and reducing inflammation level of patients with emphysema.

Key words: Bailing Capsules; Biapenem for injection; emphysema; FEV,; pCO,; oxygenation index

Jil S —Fh 22 R T A R TR R Gk
I3 IR BB W, A 43 DLIEIER .
IS b 8 9 Je DR R A0 A s A S A A T
HH IR B BH 2, 5 35 SRR BT Ik 2 B,
WA R I R AR, TS B IR
S AN RE Sk, CARIRAS R 41 S AT
VR, P SR LA RHE 5 DRSS AR M B
AT b Jili e P ) A s sk K, e i 3 Sl v i
ik B i e AR R I R T
K, HHEHRSREEANE, WRBHMEKIZ
B A7 S kA, AR Y 0% B
N 155 52 BRI 2 S EUMAGIRE 38 5, i 2
I 8 A 3 vy S U3 2 i S 3O U, R L I A e o)
T A A T E s [ AR
b an R A S AME A BT 48
e B M SR RIIGIT 250, AR AR
BT AT s TR ERCR IR
LU BT 55 R 1 A — PR R I 2 254, kAl
FEAR BN TGRS 1907 2, AR H A IR
FEW A LR35 B Va7 2 AU BRI R T RGEA TR
1 #ER5HEE
11—k EER

PEEL 2013 4 1 J1—2015 4 12 FAE A6 K2
JE R B2V IT 1) 104 Bt < &8 7 &
H b3 67 %, 237 #i, RS 42~57 &, FRAE
% (462147 %, PR (17.1£5.8) M.
NIEFRE: A B R A I UM A I R 2
FRUETS NBERTRBATHURIGIT s EPiR it il
S o WIS s ok ARRERS s B AR
1 HAEZ 5% .

1.2 75

TS5 RGBT 55 R Eh 0 R OR I 24 VA A T B
AFEAEE, R 0.3 /57, FEARS 1208105 H A
IRHE BTN SR AR TR 25 BR A =1 28 77, Bk 0.2 g/
ki, e 120523,

1.3 HAKRETTHZE

PO AL R BE ML o R AL AR T 4L, FRAL 4% 52
], Jerhonh A e 5 35 0, 4 17 B, SRR 42~
57 %, FHER (46.114.4) %, FHRE (17.7+
6.8) N H VI 4L E B 32 B, L 20 1, SRS 42~
56 %, FIFER (46.7+3.8) %, FHRE 184+
7.0 ANH. WALEE R MR RRR R R
LR, HA .

PR B N B Ja YA T4 T AR
Y IR ALY RS EYT, I H USSR
NEGY) A A2 o T HRCZH 5 M iR v S LT 355 7
0.6 g %1 100 mL A=#EERK, 2 /d. ¥RITAAEXS
WAL LA b iR E 2%, 5~10 Ki/ik, 3 /d.
P R R 8 4
14 IERTBOEMHRAED

W AR B R A . ARE R IR
IS ER VS B ek« L S s 25 A I s A Ak
FERIRAG e RESE AP . Wl A Bk . i
G BREER o B Es TERk: SERTC B B AR A
I 08 9 25 Ay B P

BAEME= (BRHAERD Bk
1.5 WMEIEHR
1.5.1  JiliZhaedabs AT H bR vH ARSI PN A A 1
IR (FEV) H ) ilid & (FVO) . ilid 5 (VC)
DSt Kl (MVV).

152 S $6abs A A AT EL A B 41 8 % )
Bk ey A i (pCO S AT R (pOy)-
B ik iR DA SR A AR AL

1.5.3  AUREEIEAE LA AL AN S R,
AR RRARUED . SEAiE R BT bR B R
AR R FRERR: SR R T 2 A 1 RhEk
1 FPUL L Eas bR RIEER: 50 R 3 A
FELE BT 45 5 70 B 45 B8 10 B B o

TR B 8 = VT o A TR A T R
1.54 C MNEA (CRP) KT IR fo g%



LR S

Drugs & Clinic

FE FHSH 2017458 <823 -

EE sy M CRP Ko
1.6 ARRM

MEE AL SR A A AV 7 R T B H IR
Je% s BEIRFE S oty MRk DA RS SEAN [ N
1.7 FitEHE

KH SPSS 19.0 #AF XA h 15 2 845 34T 48
AT o UL 5 SR LR ¢ K03, 3T LA x £
TR, VHEROR LS 2 AR
2 HFR
2.1 FABREIGKRITILE

BIT R, R WA 19 B, ARk 22 i,
AR N 78.85%; RIT AL B 22 B, AL
24 4], BARCRN 88.46%, P RCRILE 2=+
AfHgot#Em X (P<0.05), Wk 1.
2.2 FABEMMERINEE LLER

WWIT G, Wi HE#E FEV,. FVC. VC fl MVV
AR ETw, R4lGTarG i s R B A %t

RN (P<0.05); HiBIradyrdlidis Ly
REfRbr Tt a0 S B, WAL L s e R g4
X (P<0.05), W#E2.
23 WEBEMSIERERILEK

WBITIE, WALEATREL pOy. Bk R
SRR IR B2 TR, pCO, R R, R4l
TG R ZE R AR SR L (P<0.05); Hif
7 a7 AL SRR g R AL T XA, gl
J7fa i R gt & L (P<0.05), Wk 3.
24 PHBEMFRBERGRMNME CRP L

RIT TG, AT YL BT R B T R A
HARYT 4L CRP KB BAK T AL, 1697 5
AN RSO CRP i 2= 5 B 24
(P<0.05), U3k 4.
25 TREMN

PIALIGIT IR R R BB . R JRTE . %
Loy MR DL SIS S5 AN RSOV

1 MEBHIGKTHELER
Table 1 Comparison on clinical efficacies between two groups

41 n/#l R A R TR BB %
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. 57 22 24 6 88.46°

Lxtigl i "P<0.05
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Table 2 Comparison on pulmonary function between two groups ( X £5,n=52 )
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"P <0.05 vs same group before treatment; 4 P < 0.05 vs control group after treatment

%3 FEABZEMSIERLE ( x£s, n=52)
Table 3 Comparison on blood gas indexes between two groups ( X£s,n=52)
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*P < 0.05 vs same group before treatment; 4 P < 0.05 vs control group after treatment (1 mmHg=133 Pa)
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