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FREESTREFENAERS EEINEHL
ARARH, HES BE LFEATHRBTE,
REFER BE ARSI, B 2004 FLIE KB
W 5% 5 1 5 VB FE 0K B, % 48 i L 2 A i R 0
(COPD) AtEMEM B EE RN E . RIEWEH A
HIFRE. B RS R BRWE .
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1.1 MR A 0E 112 4 COPD BE ¥ £
BAEPEEZELSFRIF¥S 2002 F(BHEH
MR REE NV HERPEHEER 1994 F(P
BERIES BT bR ). BEVLAY R R 4L 17 %
. AT 56 B. 8 30 B, 4 26 B, FEHE 48~7T5
%, %4 63.6 % ;x4 56 4.5 32 4,4 24 #l,
SERS 49~72 %, 61.9 B 6~11 4, A%
i 45 o B TE B g BB Y, 14 - K L R, BRI A
HERERACHR RIE- S/, 0B, RE,ET
RER, FRML, BEEERAMR K E BB BER
R BB SF

1.2 WA - FAARRTEELR RE . HE
F-wi, FEMCEERG EIRIF R AR AIE SR (LEEL
FEHUERAR K .BX 10mL) 2 XA 5% H
BRESW 250 mL $EEATE.EH 1 WG REA
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LTFOLRE (LEIAEHLERLA#®S:
030701, 4% : @3 10 mL) 16 mg A 5% Hj%E¥EE
S 250 mL PEBbKER, B H 1 k. STE 10d,
1.3 WEHER

1.3.1 W5 BRVEAM AR o - I PR VF 2 4 HE RS 2 .
R WHERE R RS 4 &, &1 0.1.2.3
o KR A RS 2 KL FIE 0.2 4. R
SARHE, BT R B BB RE SN 3 E . RE
HBITRIETMBS <8 4 P ERRITH SR L
8~14 5 EENBITRI ST >14 4 SRR N
WITRIM BARE. PE EERERESIN 9.
40.7 Bl G R4 0 (13.53+ 2. 29) 405 WG A R
B.hE EERERESNNR 11.37.8 #], K RHR
4 (13.7142.08)4.

1.3.2 W BRIT 3L VEA 4 A 4R 48 € o 24 397 28 i PR
KIEFEUGRAT) M5 RIF 4R - e R - 5
RAREREAB K, FTNERERES R 0; BRL:
SERFAIE B I3 R R B EEABIRE;
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B B X 100%,
1.3.4 SLWEWEFE ANE M A 400805 P4
L0 B EG B AR AL s IS A T FR AR BB I L
1.4 Giit2eee. A SPSS 10. 0 43 4 Hr kit
HEFTGIT A, FEFEEYL o+ FoR4HE L
B BB HEERACRR.
2 HR
2.1 WARKTREE BT ABMENERRY
BT EA . datEERAEREBENE (P<0.05),
RE 1,

£1 WMERKFTREER

Table 1 Comparison of clinical effect between two groups

a5 WK GRENH/A BH/A HR/M XR/H BRR/NERHE/ N
MIT 56 14 - 20 16 6  60.71% 89.28"
*H| 56 9 18 18 11 48.21 78.57

3 A g " P<0.05
* P<<0. 05 vs control group

2.2 WA ERBS KA IE RS &R ERLE:
BITRIERE A HAEREEEHE (P>0.05).3
TFEERZARSFWAHHHAE TH (P<0.01,
0.05), RIrTFAMLELKEFAEAEERE (P
0.01), I B4 A B3 AT 40 90.68% . I B
FxtEEA 75.39%  HARBREGEHH%E X (P<
0.01), L% 2,
%2 BALGKRANTURBRESLBERLR

Table 2 Comparison of accumulated points changes and

total improvement rates of clinical symptoms

in pre- and posttreatments between two groups

RS (z+s) I R A
H/H o A
WITHT Wt BER/Y
WIF 56 13.7142.08  3.5643.37* "84 90.68
Xt B 56 13.534+2.29  5.3642.77* 75. 39

HAMBIFRTLE. *P<0.05 **P<0.01
xR . 44P<0.01
*P<0.05 **P<0.01 vs pretreatment of same group

AAP<0. 01 s control group

2.3 WASEIAMMRELLE BT ERAEH
BERE PR ARBE B THAE TR 25
KHRBEM (P<0.01,0.05), A LEBLHEER
(P>0.05), 1% 3,

2.4 MEMTELR R FHARTHIEERS M
A4IE BE-EABAE L ERYEBEE (P<
0.01.,0. 05) AT A BB M &/ ERFXRA (P<
0.05) , AR A ELEER (P>0.05),
R# 4.

£3 WARTUEAARTLMILE G5

Table 3 Comparison of WBC in pre- and posttreatments

between two groups (x+s)

HE) % VBB (X10° « L—1) shfe R 4 i/ %
Xt# 56 JRITET 8.28+3.09 78.14+ 7.62
b= 6.27-£2.69* 70.62+ 9.82%
WY 56 RUTHET 8.15+3.24 79.38+11. 68
WITIE 6.1642. 03"~ 70.18+13.08*

SRAWBITATLE: 1 P<0.05 **P<0.01
*P<<0.05 **P<0.01 vs pretreatment of same group
£4 BAKFHEOSHTELOLE Gt
Table 4 Comparison of changes for arterial blood
gas analysis in pre- and posttreatment

between two groups (x+s)

A3 % # (Oz)/mmHg p (COz)/mmHg

Y 56 JRITHI 61.1246.82 51.74% 9.75
Yid = 73.024+8. 14" 43.07+ 8.57*

WIT 56 WBITHD 60.42-+6. 57 52.30410. 35
WIT R 83.024+8.14** 41. 02+ 8.63*

S5ARMBITFRILE: * P<0.05 **P<0.01
*P<C0.05 ** P<{0.01 vs pretreatment of same group
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HREEE BRBL, REHES TRE. A0
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igi 5155 J AR g AR A% JE O R 3R R IE L B
RHEREE 77% . EERBE R &SRR G55 B
MEXHMEENERKENAFRENEEFE, B
Bl 5- 3 5 o T 48 4 o) 590 DL AR T3 R A T A A
GiiRMAREE . AP S ERE T ESS IS
R E R O IR A 3 B I ARIA T IR A B AR G
ig: &

1 BERSHE

1.1 BFSEM % % Bk 2002 4E 8 B ~2005 4E 6 A
FEA Be M 2 S0 BHE B A BB Ar 112 A 36 104
B A BE R B A R B A Y SUR R G2 i, T
HAAEBRERDLKE 10 RE P EEMER L%
52WinHES 2 RETAXL TN ZERE,
R U OB B 3 (Hamilton depression scale,
HAMD) #4218 43, HEBRU T : OSMARTAE
MR S R S QBE A IS L R i B
b F5E P o L S R S @AM BT /N T 10 B
RKT 60 % ;@555 BRI 6 h AR
HiEa (GCS W) <8 4 OF ERIRRRE&E
RiE,FERABREE. 104 HIRED, BH 684,
T 36 B 4ERE 15~56 %, 73 34. 6 B EREAE
82 i, T 45 16 B, AT 45 6 Bl ARSI
45 64 B, /P8 il B 28 B, IR 12 B BB A BEREML
K 2 4,38 T4 54 B, 5B 35 B, & 19 B, P 4E
K 35.1 % ;% B4 .50 1, 5B 33 Bil, & 17 B, B8y
W 34.3 % IR B A A8 RIBFT AT HAMD
WHERLBEN.

1.2 BEFEMBEAORTIEGLEFMER
ATFHEF) 20meg, BH 1K (RBRRZD . IFBERN ¢
. BT AEE ARG IT MR LS O R
(HEEEHAERAT . BHR . H HER 1K,
BK 10mLFR4A.

Wil B #9:2006-01-12

1.3 JFRVEE RN RIERIT B HAMD 34 8
PEITRANUT 4 R, ER/IEI7E HAMD #4
BA>=75% . B IRITE HAMD W48 74% ~
50%. A% I8IFIE HAMD 48/ 49%~25% .,
Fo%k 36975 HAMD W48 <25% . AEEW. A
B A BTG X HAMD B3RP RBARKN 2 M E
BHEE, RSB AAHT N S 417
1.4 GiHEA At EERRA YRR, THREHR
KAt RBREX ¢ K.

2 4%

2.1 FARHE G 4 AJE K HAMD ¥4 45
RORITHER 20 81, B3 24 B, AR 6 B, XK
4 B, BAE 81.5%, T IRA /A 15 A, BA 18
B, A% 10 B, T3k 7 B, B 66. 0%, AL B
Rz VRRB.EZRABEE (P<0.0D,

2.2 [EMR AR AR B AR AR AL TR o . B HIRIT SR
HAMD ¥4 HHBHE (P<0.05),HFTHK
HFE P (P<0.05), B R RS £ B AR KL IE 4,
BWYBITRIE R B EH T (P<0.05),HKYT
HBREEREERE (P<0.05),EEKELK
EWALKBERABE (P>0.05), WK1,

%1 WAREERTHE HAMD #41L8 G+s)
Table 1 Comparison of HAMD in pre- and post freatment

between two groups (z+s)

a5 % HAMD ¥4 BRERTS RREKLTS

B 50 TR0 31.56+4.17  3.4240.8 4.6940.7
WIFE  14.39+£1.804 1.9840.584  2.7440.54

W 54 WITRT 30.23+4.12 3.40+0.7 4.8440.9
BIFE  0.7842.108* 0.8940.38*%  2.5640.48

HRMRITMLE: 2P<0.05

Syt BUAMITEHE . * P<0.05

AP<0. 05 vs pretreatment of same group

* P<<0. 05 vs postreatment of control group
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