2004 16 1 The Chinese Journal of Burns Wounds & Surface Ulcers 2004 Vol. 16 No. 1 15

MEBO

MEBO
82 SNO 54
P<0.01~0.05 X*=3.900~19.857 MEBO
R644 B 1001 —-0726 2004 01-0015-05

Analysis of the efficacy of MEBO and silver nitrate ointment in treating moderately severe burn wounds ZHOU Ya-peng

Dept . of Burns and Plastic Surgery Heze Municipal Hospital ~Shandong Province 274031 China

Abstract Objective To verify the efficacy of MEBO in treating burn wounds of different kinds. Method 82 cases of burn
were treated with MEBO and 54 cases treated with silver nitrate ointment as a control. The therapeutic effects of the 2 drugs were
compared including the type of wound healing analgesic effect and scar formation and wound infection rates. Result In MEBO
treatment group the wounds healed more quickly the scar formation and infection rates were lower and wound healing rate was
higher than that in silver nitrate ointment treatment group. Conclusion MEBO is superior to silver nitrate ointment in treating severe
burn.
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