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The Clinical Study of 15 menopausal disorder patients used
Insamyang-yeongtang

Ban Hye-Ran, Jo Seong-Hee, Bak Gyeong-Mi,
Yang Seung-Jung, Jo Hyeon-Jeong, Jeong Ji-Ye
Dept. of (Oriental) OBGY, College of oriental medicine,
Dongshin University

Purpose : The purpose of this study is to evaluate the effects of
Insamyang-yeongtang on menopausal disorder patients.

Methods : We surveyed 15 menopausal disorder patients who had been
administered Insamyang-yeongtang. The patients of menopausal disorder had
been estimated twice with Kupperman's index.

Results : When patients had been not administered Insamyang-yeongtang,
the mean of Kupperman's index score are 42.73(SD +19.16).

When administered Insamyang-yeongtang, the mean of kupperman’s index
score are 22.87(SD £19.16). The difference mean of first and last score are
16.87(p-value 0.001).

Conclusion : This study suggests that Insamyang-veongtang is significantly
effective on menopausal disorder patients.

Key words : Insamyang-yeongtang, menopausal disorder, Kupperman's
index.
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Table 2. The general characters of pateints

No. name age menstruation Ab 7} past history
1 200 49  FEF3F 3-8-0-3 5

2 H00 51 =7 3-4-0-3 AgEIZLnIE
3 o0 49 BT 1-0-0-1 F

4 A00 46 FET3 3-2-0-3  FAAAA7sEA
5 A oo 43 =73 0-0-0-0  ZAvo}uin]
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11 7100 46  fETFE 2-5-0-2 A F5eE
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13 H0O0 50 T 2-0-0-2 AT oF

14 °] OO 50 L E3E 3-2-0-3 i
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Table 3. The change of chief complain and evaluation

K.I! before K.LY after

No. change of chief complains treatment  treatment
1 Adz Vo1 &3E3 A N1 29 14
2 AEFI-0(494) L3N0 FEZMN-1 25 12
3 AEF &g, 7718, —‘“LliZ} Mm—1 21 10
4 g7k, 593, B3 84F, NN (93) 66 66
5 A4z vt N—1 327 "He|l-1 30 11
6 AR FH.LE5EEMN-M(H3) 20 20
7 AL ¥y N->N(d4d) F5MI—-1 65 42
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9 A9i N—T 333 5F58& M1 43 21
10 A4z Ashy] N—1 =3 89 M1 64 35
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;) f&oaz;,w Mol 3938y Vol 488 "
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4 s %7 -0 & A=278 I-1 69 37
15 49AN->N A3 AF M—-0 #9927 59 a %
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*1. no complains II. light Complains Il. moderate complains IV. severe complains
§ K.I. kupperman’s Index
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Table 5. The comparison of Kupperman's Index before and after treatment

; standard .. )
item N mean I minimum maximum p value
deviation
klgppermans index 15 073 1916 2 6
efore treatment
kupperman’s index
after treatment 15 25.87 16.01 10 66
wilcoxon
paired t-test 16.87 9.68 0.001

Table 6. The comparison of symptoms in patients (KI kufferman’s index)

: K1 before KI after standard .
Item I treatment treatment ™*2% deviation P value ratio
Azt 14 148 100 3.20 3.45  <0.001 67.57
I =27} 10 23 10 0.87 0.83  <0.001 43.48
Aty 8 63 30 236 268 001 4762
x5 13 167 95 4.80 452  <0.001 56.89

180
160
140
120
100
80
60
40
20

B kufferman's index before
treatment

@ kufferman's index after

_treatment

NEETIE | XTI

& 3t
Al
==

Fig. 1. The comparison of symptoms in patients.
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