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Clinical study on Weiling Heji combined with rebamipide in treatment of gastric ulcer

CHEN Zhi-chao, MA Qing-hua, SHAO Shan
Department of Emergency, The 7th Hospital of Zhengzhou, Zhengzhou 450041, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical efficacy of Weiling Heji combined with Rebamipide Tablets in treatment of gastric
ulcer. Methods Patients (176 cases) with gastric ulcer in The 7th Hospital of Zhengzhou from March 2014 to March 2017 were
divided into control (88 cases) and treatment (88 cases) groups. Patients in the control group were po administered with Rebamipide
Tablets, 1 tablet/time, three times daily. Patients in the treatment group were po administered with Weiling Heji on the basis of the
control group, 20 mL/time, three times daily. Patients in two groups were treated for 4 weeks. After treatment, the clinical efficacy was
evaluated, and the levels of VEGF, PGE2, and MMP-9, the incidence of adverse drug reactions, and the recurrence rate of gastric ulcer
6 and 12 months after treatment in two groups were compared. Results After treatment, the clinical efficacy in the control and
treatment group were 86.36% and 96.59%, and there were differences between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, VEGF and
PGE2 levels in two groups were significantly increased, but MMP-9 levels in two groups was significantly decreased (P < 0.05). After
treatment, the serum indexes in the treatment group were significantly better than those in the control group (P < 0.05). After treatment,
incidence of adverse drug reactions in the treatment group was 3.41%, which was significantly lower than 12.50% in the control
group, and there were differences between two groups (P < 0.05). After treatment, the recurrence rate of gastric ulcer in the treatment
group was significantly lower than that in the control group at 6 and 12 months, and there were differences between two groups (P <
0.05). Conclusion Weiling Heji combined with Rebamipide Tablets has significant clinical efficacy in treatment of gastric ulcer, with
low incidence of adverse reactions and recurrence rate, which has a certain clinical application value.
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WL 2014 4F 3 F—2017 4F 3 H TFHMTis+L
NREEFEH02I 176 418 bl & AT, i
BB CARRE CF 8 D) Xt B Bz 12
PRUER),  FLEE P RIS o Y. R 97
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114, MM N 86.36%; 1a¥THPef 52 1, %
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F1 MAIRKITHELR

Table 1 Comparison on clinical efficacies between two groups

ZH n/ s f/ 4 30 BB TR HHE %
paiEl 88 48 17 11 12 86.36
bEbig 88 52 20 13 3 96.59"

Ly A "P<0.05

"P <0.05 vs control group
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2.2 #4AIN;E VEGF. PGE2 1 MMP-9 7k F L5
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3.41%, XA YIA RN KA 12.50%, P
Aoz B A got e L (P<0.05), Wik 3.
24 PHEREILEK
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* 2 MWYEIME VEGF. PGE2 1 MMP-9 7K LEE
Table 2 Comparison on serum levels of VEGF, PGE2, and MMP-9 between two groups

. VEGF/(pgmL ™) PGE2/(pgmL ™" MMP-9/(g-L™")
- j] Ry S, S, . N, N YN N

HITHT T e HRIT TG HRIT HIT A
i e 609.98+39.16 786.97+43.76"  124.52£17.26 176.94+22.97°  190.16+£21.24  105.72%12.67

RIT 613.89+38.16 923.49+48.94™

123.67+£17.63

207.38+28.63"*  188.56+21.37 79.584+9.97"4

LRI P<0.05; St EAGITELE: 4P<0.05

"P <0.05 vs same group before treatment; 4 P < 0.05 vs control group after treatment
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Table 3 Comparison on the incidence of adverse drug reactions between two groups

ZH 3] n/fl S S /45 IR /5] N2 08/ 151 A IFEShReR R RERY%
X B 88 3 3 2 1 12.50
BT 88 1 1 0 0 3417

xR AL P<<0.05

"P <0.05 vs control group
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Table 4 Comparison on recurrence rates of gastric ulcer between two groups

m . IR 6 A H RN TG 124 H SR
n/fl RAZI Y n/f5l RAEZI%

i 88 8 9.09 13 14.77

g 88 1 4 4.55"

SR RALLE: "P<0.05

*P < 0.05 vs control group
3 g
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