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Clinical analysis of gastrointestinal and duodenal ulcers in gastroenterology

Xin Hu, Yijie Shao, Yiyue Luo

Department of Gastroenterology, Second People's Hospital of Yunnan Province Kunming, Yunnan

[ Abstract] Objective: To explore the clinical effects of drugs on gastric and duodenal ulcers in
gastroenterology. Methods: This study was conducted from January 2019 to January 2020. It is convenient to select
72 patients with duodenal ulcers admitted to our hospital's gastroenterology department as the main research object.
The patients were divided into a control group and an observation group by random double-blind selection. 36 patients
in each group were treated with different drugs, including omeprazole and pantoprazole sodium enteric-coated tablets.
Observation and analysis of the clinical status of patients after receiving different drugs, and statistics of relevant data,
especially the total effective rate of patients after treatment, (Helicobacter pylori, H. pylori) anti-Helicobacter pylori
recurrence rate and eradication rate and complications data such as incidence rate should be recorded slenderly, and
two sets of data should be compared at the same time. Results: Through observation of the clinical status of the
patients, it was found that the observation group treated with pantoprazole sodium enteric-coated tablets and the
control group treated with omeprazole compared the total treatment efficiency, the observation group was relatively
high, and the difference was statistical significance (P << 0.05). In addition, compared with the H.pylori eradication
rate and recurrence rate of the two groups, the observation group was relatively lower than the control group, the
difference was statistically significant (P <0.05); the incidence of complications between the two groups was relatively
higher, and the control group was relatively higher. It is statistically significant (P <0.05). Conclusion: Studies have
shown that in the treatment of gastric and duodenal ulcers in gastroenterology, pantoprazole sodium enteric-coated
tablets have a higher effect, which can not only reduce the incidence of complications, but also increase eradication
rate of the H. pylori,as well as reduce its recurrence rate.
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