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Analysis of clinical efficacy of Fufang Danshen Injection in treatment of ectopic
pregnancy with methotrexate

WANG Xianghong, LU Shufang
Pingmei Shenma Group General Hospital, Pingdingshan 467000, China

Abstract: Objective To explore the clinical efficacy of Fufang Danshen Injection in the treatment of ectopic pregnancy with
methotrexate. Methods 61 cases of ectopic pregnancy diagnosed and treated in our hospital from March 2015 to March 2017 were
selected, and were divided into two groups. The control group (30 cases) was interventional treatment with methotrexate guided by
ultrasound, and the observation group (31 cases) was given Fufang Danshen Injection on the basis of the control group. Clinical
efficacy, recovery time of clinical symptoms, hormone level and incidence of adverse reactions were compared between the two
groups.Results The total effective rate of the observation group was significantly higher than that of the control group (£ < 0.05). In
the observation group, the time of abdominal pain disappearance, the mass size after 1 week, the time of the normal recovery of -
HCG and the time of vaginal bleeding disappearance were all lower than the control group (P < 0.05).After treatment, the levels of
E,, P and T were significantly decreased in both groups (P < 0.05), but there was no significant difference between the two groups
before and after treatment. The total incidence of adverse reactions was no significant difference between the two groups, and all of
them were improved by symptomatic treatment. Conclusion The clinical effect of Fufang Danshen Injection and interventional
treatment of ectopic pregnancy with methotrexate is remarkable, which can quickly relieve the clinical symptoms and improve the
treatment efficiency without affecting the hormone level of the patients and without increasing the incidence of adverse reactions. It
is worthy of clinical reference.
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Table 1 Compared on general information between two groups
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Table 2 Compared on clinical effect between two groups
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Table 3 Compared on recovery time of clinical symptoms between two groups
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Table 4 Compared on hormone level between two groups
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