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Observation of the Clinical Effect of Galvanic Lead-in by Compound Flumetasone Ointment Channeled by Ultra—
sonic Wave in the Treatment of Patients with Neurodermatitis

JIA Jing SHEN Xiaoxia XING Li-ya

( Department of Dermatology the Frist Hospital of Xian Xian 710002 China)

Abstract  Objective To investigate the clinical efficacy and safety of galvanic lead-in by compound flumetasone oint—
ment channeled by ultrasonic wave in the treatment of neurodermatitis. Methods One hundred and thirty—
two outpatients with neurodermatitis were randomly divided into three groups. Treatment group: 52 cases were
treated compound flumetasone ointment channeled by ultrasonic wave 20minutes every day. The control
group 1 42 cases applied compound flumetasone ointment as the external package therapy. The control group
2 38 cases were treated by using external application of compound flumetasone ointment. The treatment con—
tinued for 4 weeks meanwhile its efficacy was observed and the symptoms were graded. Results The total
effective rate in treatment group was 90. 38% in the control group 1 was 71.43% in the control group 2 was
47.37% . Apparently the effective rate of treatment group is superior to that of two control groups. The differ—
ence between them was statistically significant( P <0. 05) . Conclusion There is a better efficacy on using
compound flumetasone ointment channeled by ultrasonic wave in neurodermatitis.
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Tab. 1 Treatment effect of three groups after 4 weeks Case( %) 7
Group Case Cure Excellence Improvement  Uselessness  Efficiency( %)
Treatment 52 31(59.62) 16( 30. 77) 5(9.62) 0 90. 38 I
2013 12(2): 99 -101.
Control 1 42 14(33. 33) 16( 30. 10) 11(26. 19) 1(2.38) 71.43
2014-09-11
Control 2 38 8(21.05) 10( 26. 32) 17(44.74) 3(7.89) 47.37
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