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Clinical observation of Jinlianhua Oral Liquid combined with Cedradine
Capsule for treatment of periodontosis
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Abstract: Objective To observe the clinical efficacy of Jinlianhua Oral Liquid combined with Cedradine Capsule for the treatment
of periodontosis. Methods A total of 140 patients with periodontosis were divided into treatment group and control group
randomly. The patients in the treatment group were given Jinlianhua Oral Liquid gargled for 3 min and Cedradine Capsule 1.0 g
thrice daily; And the patients in the control group were given Cedradine Capsule 1.0 g thrice daily. After 21 d, the clinical efficacy
between the two groups was compared. Results The clinical efficacy and total effective rate to the patients in the treatment group

were 28.58% and 91.42%, while in the control group were 11.42% and 82.85%. Conclusion The curative effect of the combination

of Jinlianhua Oral Liquid and Cedradine Capsule for the treatment of periodontosis is accurate.
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