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A multicenter clinical study of Danlong Oral Liquid in treatment of acute attack
of bronchial asthma (heat wheezing syndrome) in children
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Abstract: Objective To evaluate the efficacy and safety of Danlong Oral Liquid in the treatment of acute bronchial asthma
exacerbation in children with the syndrome of heat wheezing. Methods This was a multicenter, randomized, double-blinded,
positive parallel controlled study, conducted from May 2001 to October 2002 in four clinical centers. Participants in the treatment
group were given Danlong Oral Liquid, while those in the control group were offered Kechuanning Oral Liquid instead. All the
patients in the two groups underwent a seven-day course of treatment. The outcomes of short-term therapeutic effects, TCM
symptom scores and pulmonary function ware adopted to assess the validity. Outcomes A total of 284 patients were included in this
study with 204 in the treatment group, 80 in the control group. The recovery rate was 87.25% in the treatment group,higher than

73.75% of control group with statistical significance (P < 0.05). The total effectiveness calculated by TCM symptom scores was
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88.23% in the treatment group,78.75% in the control group with statistical significance(P < 0.05). There was an adverse event

reported by treatment group, presented as rash,which was judged to be irrelevant with experimental drug by researchers. Conclusion

As for short-term therapeutic effects, TCM symptom scores and clinical safety, Danlong Oral Liquid worked better than control drug

in the treatment of acute bronchial asthma exacerbation in children with the syndrome of heat wheezing.

Key words: Danlong Oral Liquid; bronchial asthma in children; acute exacerbation; syndrome of heat wheezing; multicenter

randomized controlled trail
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