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Clinical Study of White Oil Ointment Combined with Huangma Tincture in the Treatment

of Venous Leg Ulcers
PENG Wei,ZHANG Honglei ,ZHANG Silan
(Chongqing Hospital of Traditional Chinese Medicine ,Chongqing ,China 400021 )
Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical efficacy of White Oil Ointment combined with Huangma Tincture in the treatment
of venous leg ulcers (VLU). Methods A total of 80 patients with VLU admitted to the hospital from June 2019 to June 2020
were selected and divided into the treatment group and the control group according to the random number table method, with 40
patients in each group. The patients in the treatment group were treated with external application by the White Oil Ointment
combined with Huangma Tincture, while the patients in the control group were treated with external application by the vaseline
The total
effective rate in the treatment group was 97.50%, which was significantly higher than 72.50% in the control group (P < 0.05).

conventionally. Both groups were changed their drugs once a day, taking four weeks as a course of treatment. Results

After treatment,the wound pain scores in the treatment group and the control group were (1.32+1.17) points and (3. 87+ 1.39) points
respectively, which decreased significantly, and those in the treatment group decreased more significantly than those in the control
group (P < 0.05). After treatment, the wound healing rate in the treatment group was (82.23 + 69.31)% , which was significantly
higher than (29.74 + 20.46)% in the control group (P < 0.05). After treatment, the wound granulation scores in the treatment
group and the control group decreased significantly,and those in the treatment group decreased more significantly than those in the
control group (P <0.05). After treatment,the conversion rate of negative bacterial culture of wound secretion in the treatment group
was 71.05%, which was significantly higher than 23.68% in the control group (P < 0.05). No adverse drug reaction occurred in
both groups. Conclusion White Oil Ointment combined with Huangma Tincture is effective and safe in the treatment of VLU,
which can inhibit the bacterial growth,relieve the wound pain and accelerate the wound healing.
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Tab.1 Comparison of the patients’ general data between the

two groups (n =40)
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(% /3%,#]) X+s,%) (X £5,%) (X +5,cm?)
BHFM 23/17  56.35+12.57 3.23+8.65 11.32+10.21
MBS 21/19 52.47+11.36 3.18+8.83 10.51+10.56
P >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
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Tab.2 Chronic wound scoring system
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Tab.3 Comparison of clinical efficacy between the two groups
[case (%) ,n = 40]

27 AR 2 HHK %3 BAA

BFEM1127.50)  19(47.50)  9(22.50)  1(2.50)  39(97.50)"

ABA 3(7.50)  10(25.00)  16(40.00)  11(27.50)  29(72.50)
A H A RAkE P < 0.01, 54 E2 K50,

Note: Compared with those in the control group, P < 0.01 (for
Tab.3 - 5).
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F4 WABREVENFTESLEE(X £5,5,n=40)
Tab.4 Comparison of wound granulation scores between the two

groups (X £ s,point,n = 40)
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B B 1.82+1.36 1.86+1.67 2.25+2.17
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Note : Compared with those before treatment,”P < 0.01.
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Tab.5 Comparison of bacterial culture of wound secretion

between the two groups (n =40)
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