- 1426 - Hasgaatz Drug Evaluation Research E0EETH 201978

FEFERIMERT BE B SRR TT B 57 B Meta- 53 47

BN, XKE
FREZGRLR S EPREZRE SR, 195 Mal 211198

W OE: B RGUF UGB MeT bE B SE R MR T B R T RO 2 A . A iF HHLK % PubMed. EmBase.
Cochrane Library. H1 [ %K 84 T 4 0888 B (CNKD A1 B A V) 2 2% SCBREHR B2 (CBMD 435 o S0 ) 4 S0 30
e (VIP) RO 5 8046 e, MR FE 22 2018 4F 7 F A T R 32 (1 P FE 17 W R B 55 hr w77 B 35 1 BE AL IG PR 6 BB EE (RCTDY,
EH P S F 90 3 ST SRR VR AN SCER I ER ISR, S RevMan 5.3 4T RGN . AR LGN 15T RCTs, &t 148241 &
o Meta- /W45 R 7R PEFRRLMEL AR T B R AL AE i % [RR=1.12, 95%CI (1.02, 1.24), P=0.02] Fle4
ITIEFF R R [RR=1.40, 95%CI (1.22, 1.61), P<<0.000 01] Jrififf1 & F¥HE G %8 L, WMARGNE [RR=
1.03, 95%CI (1.00, 1.07), P=0.09] PLRAR KN EER [RR=1.34, 95%CI (0.89, 2.04), P=0.16] LH IR #HM %
o LEIE PEFRRIMEN B 5 0 AR TR AR R AR T B SRR, R S R AN R R N R AR AR Y, et i
R

FHEA: PRICRIME SRR BEE: Meta-/ M RAVEN

HFESES: RIT5 XEKFREIE: A XERS: 1674-6376 (2019) 07-1426-08

DOI: 10.7501/j.issn.1674-6376.2019.07.033

Meta-analysis of pantoprazole versus omeprazole in treatment of gastric ulcer

MU Shousun, LIU Yongjun
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Abstract: Objective To systematically review the efficacy and safety of pantoprazole versus omeprazole in treatment of gastric
ulcer (GU). Method Retrieving published randomized controlled clinical trials about pantoprazole versus omeprazole in treatment
of gastric ulcer in PubMed, EmBase, Cochrane Library, CNKI, CBM, VIP and Wanfang from the foundation of database to July
2018, then making the Meta-analysis by RevMan 5.3. Results A total of 15 RCTs involving 1 482 patients were included. The Meta-
analysis results showed that compared with omeprazole, there was a significant difference (P<0.05) in treatment group with regard
to GU cure rate [RR=1.12, 95%CI(1.02, 1.24), P=0.02] and Helicobacter pylori eradication rate [RR=1.40, 95%CI(1.22,1.61), P<
0.000 01]. There were no significant differences (P>0.05) among the total effective rate [RR=1.03, 95%CI(1.00, 1.07), P=0.09]
and adverse reaction (ADR) incidence [RR=1.34, 95%C1(0.89, 2.04), P=0.16] in 2 groups. Conclusion The cure rate and H.pylori
eradication rate of pantoprazole are better than omeprazole. Pantoprazole and omeprazole have similar total effective rate and ADR
incidence in the treatment of GU. The safety and tolerance are all acceptable.
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Table 1 Basic information of included literatures
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Table 2 Risk of bias evaluation of included studies
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Fig.1 Forest plot of Meta-analysis of ulcer cure rate in two groups
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Table 3 Results of Meta-analysis of ulcer cure rate at different period of treatment
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Table 4 Results of Meta-analysis of total effective rate at different period of treatment
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Fig.5 Forest plot of Meta-analysis of ADR incidence in two groups
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Fig. 4 Forest plot of Meta-analysis of H.pylori eradication rate in two groups
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Table 5 Results of Meta-analysis of H.pylori eradication rate at different period of treatment
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Fig. 6 Funnel chart of ulcer cure rate
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