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Clinical observation of He— Ne laser irradiation combined with Moist Exposed Burn
Ointment in treatment of 32 cases with ulcus vulvae

Liu Shi, Zhang Dongxing, Li Ling
(Guangdong Meizhou People’s Hospital » Meizhou, 514023 Guangdong, China)

Abstract:
posed Burn Ointment (MEBQO) in treatment of ulcus vulvae.

To discuss the clinical efficacy of He— Ne laser irradiation combined with Moist Ex-
Methods

were included into the study cared at our outpatient department. According to the different treatment from

Objective
Sixty —four cases with ulcus vulvae

June 2012 to May 2014, 64 cases were randomly divided into an observation group and a control group. The ob-
servation groups were given He— Ne laser combined with MEBO, and the control group only used He— Ne la-
Results
observation group was 100. 00% , significantly higher than that of the control group’s 90. 63% , the difference

ser irradiation. The clinical efficacy was compared in two groups. The clinical total effective rate of

was statistically significant ( P <Z0. 05). The time of remission, lesions improved and ulcer healing for the ob-
servation group were (2.01=%0. 68) days, (3. 16£2. 04) days and (5. 333 1. 86) days, and for the control
group they were (3. 0540. 93) days, (5.86+2.51) days and (8. 83+2.64) days, respectively, group— paired
Conclusion

comparison yielded statistically significant differences ( P <{0. 001). He — Ne laser irradiation

combined with Moist Exposed Burn Ointment in treatment of patients with ulcus vulvae have significant effica-

cy and can obviously shorten the time of treatment, it is worth recommendation in clinical.
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