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A Clinical study on the treatment of Atopic Dermatitis using

Naesowhajungtanggamibang

Cho Baek Gun, Lee Jin Yong, Kim Deog Gon
Department of Pediatrics, college of Oriental Medicine, Kyunghee University

Objective : The objective of this study is to assess the clinical effect of Naesowhajungtang

Gamibang on atopic dermatitis. '

,I(\/[ethod A total of 30 patients ‘with atopic dermatitis were evaluated for the symptoms and

signs according to SCORAD index and measured for peripheral eosinophil counts and serum

total IgE before and after treatment.

Results :

1. Among 30 patients diagnosed as Atopic Dermatitis, 11 were male(37%) and 19 were
female(63%). The ratio of male and fernale patients were 1:1.7.

2. Among 30 patients diagnosed as Atopic Dermatitis, 25 have family history of allergic
disease(83%) and 20 have past history of allergic discase(67%).

3. There was statistically significant relationship between serum total IgE and SCORAD
score(p=0.019).

4. There was statistically significant relationship between peripheral eosinophil count and
SCORAD score(p=0.001).

5. We could find no statistically significant change of serum total IgE and peripheral
eosinophil count before and after treatment.

6. There was statistically significant change of SCORAD score and subjective symptom
before and after treatment.(p<0.05).
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Conclusion

severity of atopic dermatitis

Naesowhajungtanggamibang is effective in the treatment of atopic dermatitis.
And peripheral eosinophil counts and serum total IgE were good serum marker reflecting the

Key words : Atopic dermatitis, IgE, edsinophil, SCORAD
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Table 1. Contents of Naesowhajungtang

% Rajikacl 9@ A 7|Eo] AP olEy
AEE 4 F H2 20483 PIAE B
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F2 Table 19 Yehislth 292 WiEH
himol BEERE, MTC, BEK, BRE, 3
RE, Aol ek, FEdsd
P gAF A ZAH BEIE EHME
AH&-sHiTh

Drug name Scientific name amount (g)
=T Crataegii Fructus 750
EFE(W) Hordei Fructus Germiniatus 750
IS ) Magnoliae Cortex 565
B Aurantii Nobilis Pericarpium 5.65
B B Alismatis Rhizoma 565
=5 it Atractylodis Rhizoma 375
TEHW F Cyperi Rhizoma 375
H " Ponciri Fructus 375
+  E Pinelliae Tuber 375
= 7 - Poria 3.75
(1) Massa Medicata Fermentata 315
¥ Amomi Fructus 375
= B Sparganii Rhizoma 375
E Zedoariae Rhizoma 375
% B Zingiberis Rhizoma 375
B & Agastachis Herba 3.00
EAE Aucklandiae Radix 2.00
H = Glycyrrhizae Radix 2.00
£ B Zingiberis Rhizoma Crudus 375

Total amount

80.20
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Table 2. Scoring according to SCORAD index™®

A Extent

Indicate the area involved(%)

B ! Intensity
Criteria
Erythema/darkening
Edema/papulation
Oozing/crust
Excoriation
Lichenification/prurigo
Dryness

C : Subjective symptom

intensity
0-3
0-3
0-3
0-3
0-3
0-3

Prurytus(0-10) + Sleep loss{0-10)
SCORAD(0-103) = A + TB/2 + C

3. Uy

olEF HBFoZ YUF FopiA EF
2 A i EX L HE Fo] B
F% MKRITE 57 FAY R AT
gA8y ws 9 SCORAD score(Table 2)
€ #H7hei

o

4, ™I}

D 983 $FE 24

olEY EE FAESL Lol 2 |
o MzZ®% W2Ze 53 SCORAD index
(Consensus Report of the European Task
Force on Atopic Dermatitis)ol  ¢A 3}
ATE Fo FFEE HrlEiyth

2) ¥2¥A 3379 83 F IgEY

- &3
Z2x8A FIATFE AFHETALQ
Coulter STKS(Coulter Electronics Ins.,

Hialeah, Flor.,, USA)E °]43l9 ZA3sx,
¥3Y % IgEE Pharmacia CAP system

(Pharmacia AB, Uppsala, Sweden)d %
IgE 2 E(IgE FEIA/TEMPO)E o]43ld &
A3kt

3) SAEA

dxgddy 3474, 8 F IgES SCO
RAD scorezte] A@dAe 3 A
FE o]g3td EAMsNm, ¥ Fo AFY

Pagx W3z 2 SCORAD scored] ®¥3te
paired-sample T-test2 ¥43l%d. RE ¥
AAgE SPSS 110 EAZ2aHE o] &3}
p<0.05013! A9 fofsttt AU

Pearson®)

m 2 =

1.8 5l A8 %

olEy FHRrgow AT F 304 F ol
= 119(37%), ol 199(63%) 22 Py
HlE 1 17019en, 44 dudE AnEd
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2-54t  638(20%), 6-9M% 16%W(53%), Alold: FAFoE o F ¥ AuuA
10-15A41= 873(27%) ©lRith.(Table 3) (p=0.001)7} #FHA}.(p<0.01)(Fig 2)

Table 3. Sex and Age distribution

16000
Age(Years) | M(%) | F(5%) | Total(%) -
2-5 20 | 413 | 60 10000
6-9 6(20) | 1033) | 16(53) o
6000
10-15 3(10) 5(17) 8(27) 4000
total | 1137) | 1963) | 30(100) I T
'g.j -2000
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 8
2. 7158 o oAy SCORAD

Fig 1. The correlation between the serum
total IgE and SCORAD score in
patients with atopic dermatitis.

oEF WRG Holel FAF Fol Lejz7)
B ABCIES, gAY vd, 24 5o

ARG Fol= 2B5H(83%)S AP on 3}
AgE AHEY 209(67%)04 LdHEr)E 1400
#Rd o2 FAHIT(Table 4) 1200
1000
Table 4. Family history and Past history : 800
600
No. of ’
patients total(%) . 400 e ]
. . < 200 ? 8
Family history 25 83 g s 08
PaSt history 20 67 10 20 30 ? 50 60 70 8(

SCORAD

Fig 2. The correlation between the peripheral
eosinophil count and SCORAD score
in patients with atopic dermatitis.

3. €8 & gExI2t S5z ot A

84 3 IgEX¢ SCORAD score A}o]d
© TAZE §9F ARAA(p=0.019)7} B

_ 5 XBMES WH 5 IGEXS Y

#5910} (p<0.05)(Fig 1) Ay BT S s

G EREM ST T ISEAY gg Az awd 93 & RS 22a
A A THT 29 WHE ReblrE o

U BAZF goe i th(p>0.05)(Table 5)
T2EI 347 49 SCORAD score
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Table 5. Resuit of Treatment on the serum total IgE and the peripheral eosinophil count

Patients IgE(before) IgE(after) Eosinophil(bgfore) Eosinophil (3fber)
(IU/ml) (IU/ml) (No/mm") (No/mm")

1 14400 725 1240 920
2 185 29 210 320
3 32 18 500 500
4 1070 862 430 300
5 180 157 400 340
6 3510 3280 700 630
7 1180 1060 380 300
8 279 118 410 260
9 71 68 130 110
10 969 825 700 960
11 232 206 690 420
12 178 146 300 170
13 71 256 320 310
14 73 86 240 370
15 35 51 250 150

- }6 62 64 10 130
17 182 39 130 70
18 2240 39 1020 170
19 18 28 220 230
20 46 16.3 230 180
21 399 328 660 1030
22 164 171 60 200
23 385 100 50 1360
24 449 275 110 7000
25 51 9% 670 860
26 2130 873 130 300
27 68 32 310 520
28 32 32 290 251
29 735 712 700 500
30 92 2 100 100
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6. AAEZXFo ZSFT| Hs tom(% 20%)¢ W= EAFOZ $ 49
3 22:(p=0.006)7} URTH(p<0.01)(Table 6)
gof Xu ¥ FFE(SCORAD)Y ©
ste FAIACE g A (p=0.011)7}F AU
o, SCORAD score % Subjective symp-

Table 6. Result of Treatment on SCORAD score and Subjective symptom

Patients | SCORAD(before) | SCORAD (after) S;:;ﬁg;ire) Smi‘;‘:ﬁ?;;r)
1 &8 51 15 14
2 2 2 15 13
3 2 % 18 17
4 30 2 8 6
5 %5 21 14 10
6 61 51 20 18
7 33 29 7 13
8 R i 3
9 7 13
10 47 53 16 17
1 78 12 16 12
12 2 10 5 2
13 2 23 7 7
14 % 30 16 15
15 23 9 8 2
16 3 19 1 1
17 5% % 10 10
18 8 19 13 7
19 67 5 16 12
20 % 0 8 7
21 52 39 10 6
2 19 1 5 4
23 37 52 15 16
2 3 9 5 2
% a1 &6 15 15
2% 33 16 14 4
27 5 & 7 13
2 3 37 4 1
29 4 % 12 3
30 20 3l 13 13




138 CiBtBhalOLTRISIX], vol.19; No.1, August, 2005

—r'E agda A
£ HAE 73 —'} AL Bagt
B

sz &9

"ﬂ B w"r%%& 24/011:} 2000
Aol 2] 2 3FIES AN A3
ZAH std $Evet 2549 {3
24%, FHAL 13%QT? olEy IR
AAAR o2 AsHog 1F3 Frlstn
om ol A FHEY Frie HYL o

goh?

cesrﬁ,

o
30,

—

s
a
=
=3
jos
8
[N
=
[ab)
2,
jat]
S
N

7}“31‘:} WNVM ARAHA EA ot
& Qo] fd7]. A2 FRAVE @)
ARHA okEy dRde JAge F oHF
ol §AT o volely} 2HY & ek
oIAY otEd HRGE o] H¢ WA
A Aas 44 g dustd gt 54
A" D4 ALY ARy ol ojEy IR
dol olEd A8 8 opie FA44 &<,
2734 89, A4H 89, A¥AQ T 99

809 g5t FFE BE
7] s gojtt.

OlEY HRFL FIHOZE M, A
&, laguE, B2, BE, N8R, B8 52
2 RRHEY BER<ERBRER - REH#E
tz - BE>T Lot mEl Mzt HgEH
I Az He AL Aol 9 BR

g Aol

BT AR Aoz wgig”

RN AHRY B <HARIEFR>AA
Mol @ miRede] et BEAEY g
2 o717t REe Y& o ouust HES
Ha o7t KMEe HAFez A oy
A do) AANA HEH Rgol 2eie=d
st 2724 #A4sn EEARKS 7}
#eZo] Zolx @etiy Ak ®BY: <8
weE>NA B ST B o] B %
ole] FHIEZE &S B/l Avl=v ipEol
IE s 719 E@gel dolun gHrs
ze #@AS st fhmzE Jste] oA
#H7} AS Wl "oAE R B HoE ¥
folet stgn, = AR =AS BT B
Aol MRt TAY dojun 7EgFel A
il #ks wEstd HA0E RS BHe
# gk

gel 2 Xaddd gold HZ B <
T HchBE AR EST e HEE Folsd
of AHZANAL, BES “ERRE ERAFM
Mk fsE BEANE ERBEIREID MRENLE
fs o) Stem, #im, A, Hiit, B
e zwg sastg = <hBRREE
ERFM>P ol BEGEATIS HAFIRER
33, fEmEEe i - RR - Bm - ®
At Az aEn &% Bame
FLRM oley ¥RAd FEAITL 1 KE
2 MBSRE 92 BAY BRE 44 &
Zato] Bl gifkol YUz BB AN
50l &AL L WHEHBT PRI S
PFg o} fEEH REGES Joftm
slol, MMM LR HHMBES &
&8N F2 AHEIHRT, BATLE 4 - A
B oolEn siRYd WEBAA, LKMo=
gapsyt e AAY ElEes 329
Aol WEEIE Aol EAdE A

—

N

o



AuERI BBl ofEd m &

o RZof] ofi# atuFE 139

EE BEAAN B4addn sgon BE
°l REE] 2RE¢ AFHA Fom A=

< BE migEE o] ARIAILRE gogl
tx &

ojg} o] WEHIME o}EF IR Yo
B - & - #ho]l 2FEHo A= Aoz
ASHa, RREHE 2 EHKRL J&dtd
BREY JAME BEE AT Re=E B
Atk FFHoY olEAHRGL o 7HF
4 ¥ 53] AR MEI BIBES £
Bote kR#Eol U ARE BB
AYste o] Eo] WFE #ES FA"EY
I g Ut dRerle] BERED BBy
E"J FHOE QA% S5 daA4 2 Wy

AR B E o) EL#EES %) o EY
uh—‘ﬁ«l F8¢ 4Uds ¢ 5 Uk

aRA AR &F X Z¥ol e AF
gk EEEIEY AEE NEYeR 52
? AEES A%k, TREMAAZ Y
B, BEF, K%, HE 4B
AERFES B A4 ok 93g X
8o AHEEATYY. EE o7 (%%3&(&1&16&
AWESN BRES BFREle BHE, Ha #
BAA BB BES N8se Bk,
BER, AEES ks,

2 dAFoAM olEy mRgow
308 % ol 11%(37%), olobe 19%(63%)
o2 Jye ulE 1 L7o9eH, 47 9y
g2 4HpY 2-54% 6%(20%), 6-94% 16
8(53%), 10-1541E 89(27%) oIt

olEyY] HRFL o Al g3 FHA4
23] 7hsAdol gyHJYoY ofd o &4
FEe AFIEA wHAA Fgon AAS
59 dTNE 67.3%MA HEHo g
2 Byl B dFAe & Fo 49
2714 AR(IEy, gHErAN ug, H#H4Y

gE F

e Dn%ﬁ :

ol UG Foke 257(83%)NA 7150
RAeg Yyt

w3 Quzr] 92 43 B oley
Ago] QA AITEo] AFHo T Xyt
AYPstdaA ofd AFE o FEHAL o9
458e ozt oE FHY AdATo|
t? ol o 71x g ar)st BgHew
Udehte gd2r] 376 o], & dFelA
T HAEE ANEE 208(67%)04 ol
Jyde T de Yd=/E w9 3
o2 ZAEU

olE¥ IRqg RN B gEF=7t o

rlr

oA F7hdel gdrkn wEA gda’, 2
TANE w4 F7H99 QE RS DAY

Ak wEEwe A Fxe IgE 7t
BiAe Raevig 9] ztolrt §l
Hl Ogawa =2 2 Kang” $& Z4to] A
I A7 e AEgE BYAT 3
232 5“’, A Ve 359 32
o] gleut AZFMyE glokz 3
dME olEl HRFY FFE
E}LH SCORAD score$} IgEsts] 43
BAANAN BAXHE folg AAAA(P=0019)
B2 A o (p<0.05)

%_Paﬂgﬂ Aol ofEy FAY THIEY
Z3 aglx BHIEA sATIE St
AL F gEA Aot gREe wgo
Igksl ddd Aoz WA o] A yxt
AE 2 397 AXNA Exyo] dojut
eosinophil chemotactic factorg #3ld %
A7e) F71E HRA7A Ik Grofeld
5t Roth 5'7¢] oJatd o}E3) 92y 8
AdaAn SR F7HAbole] Aol ¢l
g3 g, A2 Waller 53 Uehara
5% wHRol ATl HRFE AT
7t Z71dn §ag. & dfdAE 2x¥

ool o 4y 2 e
or 30
J

¥

rr °-r~ J!ﬂl

-1~’LNW§:&_~‘H
T LT T
rkr’io
rg o
—{Jo&O

-



140 L gtetataofnlet3| X, .vol19,¢No.1; . August, 2005

A - SAF 429} SCORAD score Abolde
FAHLE ofF {8 FTAA(p=0.001)7}
#2=Ah(p<0.01)

£ d7E A oy "Rge g
TFEE WY F gv 89 Az 8H
IgEst T2 EAY 34T 9 ZFo] olEY
HEge FFEG JFRAN UL QY
F AR

RIBHPRE MRS b5 FH3q &
oF A8 AFY ¥F F EXY T2y
FAF F9] WHIE HotbeU ¥4y £
v $olA7lE oy FAH 9oe 9N
t(p>005) A, & Az AR FFE
(SCORAD)9] ®isle EAHoZ faAj 74
(p=0.011)7F USew, SCORAD score F
Subjective symptom¢] ®WiE EAHoE
i fAg 24(p=0.006)7 AT (p<0.01)
SCORADx W WY wWwe AFAE,
FHE I 2FFTH FH BE A A
Eol we} ol IR FFTEZE FUs
£ Hay e wyo|d”. ol S Ml
b kol olEy IRYY FF:E
FEAIGE AHS & F dien, 49
#e 3 #do] & FUFNY
3o g37t e Aast ysid.

2 AFNAM W\EfhgE mkse 29E
o A8 Hrishy] AsAE olEy Hi
g9 43ad F SHES #Ed BFE #
HAAE A3tz de Bl EF3A HuHH
of & Zlojrh. T£gt oley IEHY Ao
%<& ¥F cytokined Wizt tiE F7 47
7t A gElojol & Aejr)

2%9F

V.2 &

20059 19%8E 5474 ZAsdgn i
A Zol3 QYE WEF olEd Ry FA
g g2 HEFIthiE kAol ¥F IgE
FEot dxgdy AT £ 2 FFE 7
Ae g s deg 2L d8e AT

1. olEY mRgoz Add F 304 F
o= 119(37%), ook 19%(63%)2.
2 Fde ujE 1 L7019, 744 o
Byg Ay 2-54% 6%H(20%), 6-9
AE 16%M(B3%), 10-15M1= 8%H(27%)
ol uth.

2. olEY] HR g ol F Fo dH=
N AP(IE, ¢HEVE vdg, "
el ddd Fole 2573(83%)= AHAE
gdeon #AZHS AHRU 203 (67%)°)
A dEesE gud AeE AT

3. 8% % IgEX®} SCORAD score Atol
de Aoz {9 ARBA(=
0.019)7 #&A.(p<0.05)

4. ZxgIY 34+ 429 SCORAD score
Aol EAHOZ olF {7 AT
A (p=0.001)7} T2 = A} (p<0.01)

5. 39F A8 AT ¥H F IgEX S 2x
gy AT F£9 WIS RpAIE
FPoud TAH 99 U (p>0.05)

6. geF A8 AF9 SCORAD score®] W
e Aoz Fo3 ZA(p=0.011)7}
AR o™, SCORAD score ¥ Subjec-
tive symptome] #W3lE FAHCE v
& 9% F2(p=0006)7t UAh(p<
00D ‘



PeERIRB kA el ofEm Ty

X Zol et jatnE 141

FaEd
1 444, 995, P44, o4y, olEy
S e R E P

WEEH ZHALY AadA. s Ras;
). 1999:37(10):1399-1406.

2. 133, olEd ¥WRge HA AA. &
ofgtel=r] @ 5E7). 2004:14(1):12-23.

3. ugs Ry, 2 NExH.
1994:133-8.

4. T 5. &3 HE 9RAR Hegn
o8 1993:6-10.

5. 2% BR4BE(T). A4S 0A}
1982:443-4.

6. FAsh, wed, TP, olEINR
F- g4 nF ANdgn @l o
T B4 AEest
(1):416-427.

W
dg
i 7
i
fizad
©
e}
S

~

TAL. 1964:303-4.

8 Rk BEEE(T). MEKELit.
1991:451-2.
9. AEH, o1XE, Y. JITA 23EY

& Eolo AT o WidFw
&% qEgtaclnsslxl. 2002:16(2):
199-214.

10. 298, 2449, 9. olEgy IRy
o HE 9 7AEE 2AL Y@ Rad
3 A, 1979:17(2):105-110.

11. o]F%. olEY R d9 FZro Py
IgE 3 IFN-vol] #3 A gigigy
#8317, 2001:39(10):1067-1071.

12. Ogawa M, Berger PA, Mcintype OR.
IgE inatopic dermatitis. Arch Der-
matol. 1968:103:757-759.

13. Kang K, Tan R. Atopic dermatitis:

BREZ). ABER. dadsd3r«s

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

An evaluation of clinical and labo-
ratory findings. Int J Dermatol. 1987:
26:27-32.

A5, A, olFY. ofEy EY
gAY HF 3T 2 ¥ IgE
Artel ¢ A7, dAgH Rt A,
1992:30(1):51-56.

A, ¥, o148 olEs IRy
o A& IgE] *&L AT dEy R
317]. 1981:19(6):847-851.

Grofeld JCM, Voorhorst R, De Vries
J, et al. Allergic factors in atopic

dermatitis. Acta Allergy 1963:18:
44-55.
Roth HL, Kierland RR. The natural

history of atopic dermatitis. Arch
Dermatol. 1964:89:209-214.
Waller PF. Eosinophilia. J Allergy
Clin Immunol. 1984:73:1-11.
Uehara M, Izukura R, Sawai T.

Blood eosinophilia in atopic derma-

titis. Clin Exp Dermatol. 1990:15:
264-266.
Kunz B, Oranje Ap, Labreze L,

Stalder JF, Ring J, Taieb A. Clinical
validation and guidelines for the
SCORAD index:Consensus Report of
the European Task Force on Atopic
Dermatitis. Dermatology. 1997:195:10
-19.

ALK R R B A & Bt B e
71%£%& WA} 1985:461-4.
RN B EEE. PR RA
ERIRFE M. E¥e: E¥g BB i iRRt.
1986:203-4.

AR KIER] e
fit. 1991:68-71.

YN R, A&~



