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Clinical contrast study of Weikangling and Weifuchun for chronic atrophic
gastritis and precancerous lesions
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Abstract: Objective To explore the clinical effect of Weikangling and Weifuchun treatment of chronic atrophic gastritis and
precancerous lesions. Methods 85 cases of CAG precancerous lesions treated in our hospital from Jan. 2012 to Dec. 2016 were
selected as the research object, and were randomly divided into control group (n = 41) and study group (n = 44). The control group
were given Weifuchun, and the study group were given Wei Kangling. The pathological score and clinical efficacy were compared
between the two groups before and after treatment. Results  After treatment, inflammation, atrophy, intestinal metaplasia scores of
the two groups were significantly decreased than before treatment in addition to dysplasia (P < 0.05), and inflammation and
intestinal metaplasia in the study group were significantly lower than those in the control group (P < 0.05). The total effective rate of
the study group was 90.91%, which was higher than75.61% of the control group (P < 0.05). Conclusions The effect of Wei
Kangling in treating precancerous lesions of CAG is significant, especially for the histological changes of inflammation and intestinal
metaplasia.
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Table1 Comparison on pathological scores between two groups before and after treatment

wml ol RAEIy Bl Wk 15y S oy
ERAd] e g ERAd] R ERAd] R ERAd] e g
papiit 41  2.26+0.34 1.35#0.43" 1.96+0.18 0.97+0.31" 1.83x0.44 1.07+0.35" 0.86x0.24 0.81%0.33
W5t 44 2294013 0.72+0.45% 1.93+0.28 0.84+0.25" 1.75+0.93 0.70+0.24% 0.89+0.11  0.69+0.16
SR4ATFRTH: P<0.05; SXIMALATIEHE: *P<0.05
“P < 0.05 vs same group before treatment; “P < 0.05 vs control group after treatment
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Table 2 Comparison on clinical effect between two groups of patients
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