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The Clinical Study with Bushenhuoxue Combined Methycobal on Glaucoma of the IOP Under Control

LI Xiang GUO Hong - jian XIE Xuegun WANG Wan-ie

( Department of Ophthalmology Teaching Hospital of Chengdu University of Traditional Chinese Medicine Sichuan 610072 China.)

Abstract: Objective: To observe the effect of Bushenhuoxue combined Methycobal on glaucoma of the IOP under control.

Methods: 120 patients with glaucoma of the IOP after being controled were divided into test and control groups randomly the test

group assigned to receive Qijudihuangwan Fufangdanshenpian and Methycobal the control group assigned to receive methycobal

continuous therapy for six months observating the effect after treatment and follow — up one year later. Results: The differences had

statistical significance in the total effect effective rate and excellent rate between two groups( P <0.01) the effect of test group
was better than control group PCAG was better than POAG( P <0. 05) . Conclusion: The effect of Bushenhuoxue combined Methy—
cobal was better than single Methycobal and the PCAG was better than POAG. The effect of Bushenhuoxue combined Methycobal

was stable one year later.
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