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Effect of Salvianolic Acids for Injection on limb function and neurological
function in patients with acute ischemic stroke

YU Xiaoyun
Department of Neurology, Xuchang Central Hospital Postal Code, Xuchang 461000, China

Abstract: Objective To study the effects of salvianolic acid for injection on limb function and neurological function in patients with
acute ischemic stroke. Methods A total of 92 patients with acute ischemic stroke in our hospital were enrolled in the study. They
were divided into observation group and control group by random sampling method, with 46 cases in each group. The control group
received routine treatment, and the observation group was treated with salvia miltiorrhiza polyphenolic acid on the basis of the
control group. After 14 days of treatment, the treatment effects, limb function (FMA) score, neurological deficit (NIHSS) score, and
daily living ability (ADL) score were compared between the two groups. Results The total effective rate of the observation group
was 91.30% (42/46), which was higher than that of the control group (73.91% (34/46)). There was no significant difference in the
FMA, NIHSS and ADL scores between the two groups before treatment. After 14 days of treatment, the FMA and ADL scores of the
observation group were higher than those of the control group, and the NIHSS score was lower than that of the control group (P <
0.05). Conclusion Salvia polyphenolic acid for injection can be used in the treatment of patients with acute ischemic stroke. It can
achieve significant therapeutic effects, significantly improve limb function and nerve function, and effectively improve daily living
ability. It is worthy of clinical promotion.
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P < 0.05 vs control group
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Table 2 Comparison of FMA, NTHSS, and ADL scores between two groups (¥+s)
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