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THE EFFECT OF COMBINATION TREATMENT OF JUS AND WET DRESSING ON THE WOUND SURFACE OF ACUTE ECZEMA
EROSION  TANG Weimin, GAN Yongmei, JIANG Lijun, CHEN Xiao  (Hospital of Guilin University of Electronic Tech-
nology, Guilin 541001, China)

[ABSTRACT] Objective To explore the effect of combined JUS (a long-acting antibacterial material) and wet dressing on
the wound surface of acute eczema erosion (AEE).  Methods One hundred and thirty patients with AEE were evenly randomized
to two groups: control and observation. In addition to routine treatment and nursing, the patients in the control group received wet
dressing of Ethacridine Lactate Solution (ELC) wet dressing on the wound followed by spraying JUS on the wound surface, two
courses of treatment were offered in both groups.  Results The efficacy in the observation group was much better than the con-
trol group (Z=2.32,P<C0.05), the cure time in the former group was shorter, and the subjective symptoms were slighter than the
latter group. the differences between them being significant (¢t =2.26,X?=7.15, P<C0.05).  Conclusion = The efficacy of wet
dressing using combined Jieyoushen with Ethacridine Lactate Solution on the wound surface of acute eczema erosion is notable,
which is worth to popularize clinical application.
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