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An efficacy comparison of different courses of treatment with Mosapride combined
Rabeprazole in easing the reflux esophagitis
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To study clinical efficacy of the course of treatment with mosapride combined rabe-
Methods

patients were randomly divided into 3 groups, 24 cases in each group. Patients of three groups received stop

Abstract ;

prazole for easing the symptoms of reflux esophagitis.

Objective
Seventy — two cases of reflux esophagitis

smoking and drinking alcohol, avoid eating high fat and excitant food, stop all drugs that can aggravate reflux,
then were treated by rabeprazole combined mosapride (usage: oral Mosapride 10 mg, three times a day. taking
15 minutes before meals; Rabeprazole 20 mg,once a day). The first group was treated for 4 weeks, the second
Results The total effective rate of

the six—week treatment group was as high as 95. 83% , the reflux esophagitis symptoms were significantly im-

group was treated for 6 weeks,the third group was treated for 8 weeks.

proved with less adverse reaction; and the improvement of the esophageal mucosa presented on endoscopy of
the 6 —week group was higher than those of the 4 —week and 8 —week groups; as to the improvement of esoph-
ageal pH monitoring results within 24 hours, there was no obvious difference between 6 —week and 8 — week
groups, but both were better than 4 —week group. Conclusion Six weeks is the best course of treatment by
mosapride combined with rabeprazole for easing the reflux esophagitis, it has less adverse reaction and is wor-
thy of being recommended.
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