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Clinical observation on the treatment of functional dyspepsia in children by
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical effect of Simotang Oral Liquid in the treatment of functional dyspepsia (FD) in
children. Methods 120 cases of pediatric FD patients admitted in our hospital from January 2016 to December 2016 were divided
into observation group and control group according to the random number table method. Sixty patients in each group were given
routine treatment, and the observation group was treated Based on the treatment of oral administration of Simotang Oral Liquid, the
control group in the conventional treatment based on the placebo treatment, evaluation of treatment and the detection of plasma
substance P and motilin levels. Results The effective rate was 98.33% in the observation group and 86.67% higher than that in the
control group (P < 0.05). There was no significant difference between the plasma substance P and the motilin level before treatment.
After treatment, the levels of plasma substance P and motilin in the two groups were higher than those in the control group (P <
0.05). In the course of treatment, nausea and vomiting occurred in the control group. The incidence was 6.67%, the observation group
occurred in 1 case, the incidence was 1.67%. Conclusion Simotang Oral Liquid combined with conventional treatment can
significantly improve the therapeutic effect, and may play a role in improving the plasma substance P and motilin levels.
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Table1 Comparison on basic data between two groups
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Table 2 Comparison on therapeutic effects between two groups
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Table 3 Comparison on plasma substance P and motilin before and after treatment between two groups
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