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Clinical effects of duloxetine in the treatment of patients with somatoform disorder
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Abstract: Objective To observe the clinical effect of duloxetine in the treatment of patients with somato-

Methods

selected as the research objects and were divided into an observation group and a control group by using a ran-

form disorder. Sixty patients admitted into the hospital for treatment of somatoform disorder were
dom number table method. The control group was treated with fluoxetine while the observation group received
duloxetine. The clinical efficacy was evaluated before treatment and after 8 week treatment by using Symptom
Checklist 90 (SCL—90), somatization factor scale, Hamilton Depression Scale (HAMD) and Hamilton Anxie-
ty Scale (HAMA). And the safety of drugs was assessed by using Treatment Emergent Symptom Scale
Results

(TESS) which was applied in dealing with adverse reactions. The response rate of the observation

group was 90. 00% which was significantly higher than 66. 67 % of the control group and the difference was sta-
tistically significant ( P <Z0.05); after treatment, HAMD scores, HAMA scores and SCL.—90 scores of the
observation group were significantly lower than those of the control group. there were statistically significant
differences ( P <C0. 05).

significant and without obvious adverse reactions.

Conclusion The effects of duloxetine in the treatment of somatoform disorders are

Key words: somatoform disorders; duloxetine; clinical efficacy; safety

RAAR T 2R 15 2 Wt R DAL F9 A ot e % 0 415 G B E 2 fifp A AR RE R BB AN
BTV A LA R A AR IR T RE B b . PR IR AL AKIR 1 BERERE
A FERT A2 E B2 AR 100 ~15%", H L1 gAAbRiE OFF & B A S (g BE R RY [E Pr

HIJ o W PR R AT S 1 TR B Al Bl AT SR 25 ) L H 2
Y sgte , Hwgik 25 0B F Bl . BEIR P4 T
J& T HEME 5 — HT # NE P 57 . BE9% A 20
e JRARIE SRR 05 S8 AN TG AR o XTI AR SCHR O T
WEPETT S WP VTR YT KR TE X R 5 1 ROR B % b
— 798 —

Geitsr2E (ACD — 100 ) v 40 5E B9 K M T 3K B 1512 W A
1E s QB WRAE s O J0 AR BRI 3 @ JCHS 1t 49y Tt At
@A B FE.

L2 HEBRbRE  OFF7E SR AB G s ORF # i 25 O
AL 15d fd FHAS 6 1 9 5t s @O 2 3% 78 7T sl 9m  7 T



2015 4F

EERANEY PRV SR

6 4

M2 58 ks O iR IR s 2L A 4

1.3 — Mgkl E HCES BE R 0K pi B 1 4 5 o AR
60 BIFERBFRRT G R FIEUT BENL R Dok 8 35 50
XPREAH MR A, WA 30 i, B 9 fil, otk 21
Bl AR N 22~65 %, F15(42. 3043, 05) L FE 9
A ~11 4, F 2 (6. 054 1. 17) 48, 16 97 1l I 25 /K i
AR B (HAMD) P43 (29, 64 5. 06) 43 HAMA
PEAr A (27,1144, 29) 4y, XFHE4L 30 1], 53 1 11 4.
M 19 B, AR N 24~66 %, T4 (43.07+3.16) %,
e 1~10 4F, 3 (5. 8441, 20)4F  JBI7 R I 25 JR i
R R (HAMD) 43 4 (30. 58 +4. 96) 43 HAMA
PE43 K (28.97+5.06) 47, PIALAE#RE i . HAMD
4y HAMA P4y 2 % RS2 X (P >0.05),

L4 Jrik PR YT I 3 a0 3T LA E T
LA THMARZY IR IY . Xt IR 4 45 T 15 R SR V6 7T I
% ([E 24 v 5 H20094152) TR &2 46 FH 26 5770 & R 20
mg/d, M5B E NG . 1 R B RS 2550
40 mg/d; WAL AL 25 T Eh 1 3 96 P VT 1 4 s 4 ([ 24 o
F H20061263) H ik, 2 45 2555 528 20 mg/d, R 47
SEE I L 1 S G i 2557 B 2 40~ 60 mg/
d, W FEEE M2 8 i,

1.5 g Oz 8 R IFG 4y 3. hIr
FIJE AT SCL—90 SRR AL IR 7 0F- 4, AR 48 33 97 110 5 08 43
VP E b RIT R PE AL W e T 7500 Bk
W3R 50 %0 ~T74 % s #2594 25 %6 ~59 %05
RO RN T 250, ARE=CEm+REFHL +
HE2E) /B NEL X 100 % s @R Y7 HTIRYT 8 JH 5 4y AT
HAMD 53 . HAMA ¥ 73 FUE IR A 3F & & (SCL —
90 PF43 s @ R AR I7 vh it Ab B A AR B RN E IR o 2
(TESS) Ak P 20 H 24 % 4=k

1.6 Silik RHSIFA84 SPSS 19. 0 0 #r
SCHVECHE L T ECRORER B E 4 R R ERR ) (o £
)RR GTTEFERER A K5, R BEORER A K,
PLP<<0.05 NESARITFEX.

2 H#R

2.1 IGIRITRL WEEALIA YT A R (90. 00 %) b %
T X RRZE (66, 67%0), R BAASGIT¥E X (P <
0.05), W% 1,

x1 MWAMRKTRXTLE

21 51 n R WENE AP TR SRR
M a2 30 10 12 5 3 27(90. 00)
Xt B4 30 5 9 6 10 20(66. 67)

.5 At B A AR, y" =4. 812, P =0.028

2.2 HAMD 4 . HAMA FE43Fl SCL— 90 43

PR IT BT HAMD 343 . HAMA ¥ 73 1 SCL — 90
WA ZERTG ¥ ELCP >0, 056 FEHBET
e, 59T ATAEL , 2 A et 2% 2 L (P <<0. 05); WL
B4R 97 JF HAMD 17 4r . HAMA 3 43 il SCL — 90
WiaRERTXEA ZRBEARITEREX (P <
0.05), W% 2,

R 2 RTEIFAST 8 ARMA HAMD 4 .HAMA 4}

M SCL—90 iES 3L (x+5.49)

2 51 HAMD 4y  HAMA 4>  SCL—90 ¥4
W25 21

YR IT AT 29.6445.06  27.11+4.29 152.26+12.58
BT 8 A 9.2242.63® 8.05+2.07% 85 644468
X 2

YR ITHIT 30.5844.96  28.97+5.06 154.96+11.72
VBT 8 JH 13.64+3.08" 14.2643.17* 107,057, 29°

E.H M A, a: P <<0.05; 5 B4 by 8 B E At
b: P <C0.05

2.3 JHAARIN WM RN 2R LGt
SRSy =0.000, P =1.000), AN K& [ ¥ H B 7E
2G5 18 225 X b 3 2% 2R % I PR YA 7 38 AL
o, LR 3.,

K3 MARHAIBRRMXTEE

20 51 n L2 BHTRE  EO {5 Bt

P 234 | 30 1 2 0 1 4(13.33)

X} R 4 30 1 1 1 2 5(16.67)
3 it

R AR I B - TIC 45 I3 2 9 722 B3 W 4 i L A4 FEATL
il o LA Bt 45 b IR AARE IR, FLAF 7F £5 ISR BB 2 . K
PRI 3 B A 2 I R DL G Pl s B o N 2R
EEBEiis A 1 18, 2%, I RAE IR 5 & 24 . LA
BB IR IR B R BRI O B BE R E AR
R ok A T B R IR 245 ) s AR M 38 B B AUR .
H AT I R i TSR 97 SR TE X B8 0 R 25 9 »
SR PN AR 245 4 Bk A o0 B 5 1 TR 400 X B A
I« (E 245 0 RS A N, TG 1 A R I (] PN % e R A i IR
BURIEAHAS . H¥ER W, AT B  R
W EER.S — HT ¥R 8 T B, H5 9685 T
KB, BB R M 5 — HT T R AT AR 451 45 pi
Zouyine, S ECEE B 2 MR A ERY . AT, 55—
HT ml 482 5L B 0 & e rp . W ITE T
PEREVE 5—HT A NE P48 U il 570, % KM 5 —HT
P TTH H B 52 AR T S 0 v 2 R 4 B — AR
FH AT e fm 5 — HT Bl 48 @ R 5—HT /K
CFH:55 802 T1)
— 799 —



2015 4F

A T R I 27 g 2 4l

6 4

(2] BB, 1 &8 5. 0T B4 B AR5 A 3 At e 1%
AR B FE [T, I B AR 2 22, 2010, 30(1) : 134 —136.

[3] Schoen J,Husemann L, Tiemeyer C,et al. Cognitive func-
tion after sevoflurane—vs propofol—based anaesthesia for
onpump cardiac surgery:a randomized controlled trial[ J].
Br J Anaesth,2011,106(6) :840—850.

[4] Singh A, Antognini JF. Perioperative pharmacology in eld-
erly patients[J]. Curr Opin Anaethesiol,2010,23(4):449
— 454,

(5] WS, W&, ZEmepk, A ki R 2 K R4
B T IR0 IET AR AR S INF DG f52 ma [T, A2 R
B 2f 2R 7,2009,29(6) :575—576.

(6] ZZMEBH, skt , X HE R , 45, T b 4 B JFR 5 07 5 X 28 4F 8
FH ARG N T BE Y 5% ma [T ], #7795 38 4, 2010, 25(1) . 78

—82.

(7] s, BEVL, 2R 168 . PO TA B0 A 4R AL 0 R i AR o A LT .
Hp [ I PR 24 3 2% 5987 2% . 2010,15(7) : 836 — 840.

(8] ZxMIJF, Br, £ sd Wh. P IA B AL Sk X 2 B E ARG
WA gE e [J ). YL IR BE25,2011,37(10) . 1224 —
1225.

(9] W SCoR, & B, MR I Bk, AN [ JRR 15 24 % 22 4F it o 18 & RS
NN L BE Y 52 e [T 52 88 9E 24 75, 2014, 29(8) : 933 —
938.

(100 P42 47 10, X AR, TN Y0 8 55 AOMR BRI 4T S 4 JR R
JE AT RE B A 52 e [ ). B BERE R 2224 4, 2012, 32
(11):1623—1627.

Wim B :2015—08—17; & E HHEH :2015—10—20

(L35 799 T
o FE A R A AR AR LI g B iR A TR
LYY AR AE 3 BE 8 T IR B A AR R
ARG 25 . I AF K , A B 48 L A Bt R I P
TR YT AR TE 15, o mT BRSOk

AL LG 2H RS 8RB, 22
SHEHAS I E L (P <<0.05); MEHIBIF 8
HAMD 43 \HAMA 343 Fil SCL—90 ¥4 B WAk T
IR, 2R HA S8 X (P <<0.05) ;4R EIR,
JEE VPG TT R G PRI I7 IR A8 X B A% A 20259 . i
SEAEDIHE AR L P TT RE S A R0 K A B 1 R

A MR | B A M R 5 B AR dE L VS TET 4

RI7IE HAMD P43 8 8 45, HAMA 4128 5 43, #
PE{T4H HAMD PF43 4 14 4. HAMA $F43 4 11 4,
ARG EE RS AR . I R s T Al
BITHROR N 64% & I ARALIRIT A RN 582, %
SSRGS L P =>0.05) BT & MAR . B &k 3%
BEREEHE ., AR RAALE— &R, K50
JEE V& VU TT 25 Wy 2 280 ) T) | BE 0% V9 7T B 25 5 65
2%,

L5 F TR BEVE VUTT BE W8 A R0 % il 18 3 AR AR
WO ARG 25 2 I RIA T SR AR TE 2B 15 19 42 4 A1 2K

— 802 —

29,

SE Wk

(1] sz 8. AR A % V97T & I iR 25897 BORLIA T 18 4K
PRI 2 B T A I DR W 43¢ [T . A UL T e B 2 Bt 2 4R
2010,32(4) :507—508.

(2] BEEE IAHAT o7 i 000G # 43 240 IR 97 B Bl B R0 1 BF
it e (1. A7 VT R B % B 2 e, 2009, 31 (2): 269 —
270.

(3] XE R, B8 s, B VEIT & Jf /A i 200 0 R R 97 R 1
TB 2R 5 1 I R X BRI 9% [T ). K pi 2 2 2% 35, 2014, 27
(2):138— 140,

(4] VM, TH R FLAM, 5. ERTEIT & I ANAIT NIBIT
X AR 2B i SR 9T A A LT R R A e AR
2013,26(3):168—170.

(5] M, R0, 2808 45, BV P T B & B AU IR 7 K141
SR AT 28 3 (I R 23 BT [0 1. I PRAS i B 25 2% 75, 2014, 24
(5):329—331

(6] BRur, w55, BEVEVE VT 5 9V 1T el 3 R 14008 =X e A 8 38
R B At 2 T e s SR A X BRI 9T [0 ). R IS 22 24 3L 2014,
27(2):120—122.

(7] #IFA=, 22/ R0 AR , 45, B 6 VO 1T A 97 IR 4008 =X e 7%
33 HIL)]. R E 25, 2012,21(21) :84—85.

Wi B :2015—06—10;f&E HHF:2015—10—08



