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Abstract: Objective The skin regenerative healing technique (MEBT/MEBQO) was used in treatment of
Wagner grade | ~ Il diabetic foot ulcers, and its therapeutic results and effective mechanism were explored.
Methods Sixty patients with Wagner grade I ~ [I diabetic foot were selected in this study. Patients were ran-
domly divided into a therapeutic group and a control group, 30 cases in each group. The therapeutic group pa-
tients received MEBT/MEBO treatment and the control group received Recombinant Bovine Basic Fibroblast
Growth Factor For External Use (rb-BFGF) treatment for 28 days continuously. The treatment results were
observed and the vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) and epidermal growth factor (EGF) expressions

in wound tissues were measured by using ELISA method. Results The therapeutic group had higher effec-

tive rate of wound healing (93.33%) than the control group (76.67%) after treatment for 28 days; on day 14
during treatment the therapeutic group had higher VEGF contents than the control group; on day 14 and day 28
during treatment the therapeutic group had higher EGF contents than the control group; comparing the three

mentioned above indexes of the therapeutic group with those of the control group yielded that there were all
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statistically significant differences ( P <{0. 05 or P <<0. 001).

Conclusion MEBT/MEBO can effectively

shorten wound area and facilitate the wound repair for diabetic foot ulcers, and it is appropriate that the use of

MEBT/MEBO in diabetic foot is clinically recommended.
MEBT/MEBO; diabetic foot ; VEGF; EGF;wound repair
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