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Cattle Encephalon Glycoside and Ignotin Combined with Conventional Treatment for Acute Cerebral In-
farction: A Systematic Review
TANG Rong,HU Wen-li, CHEN Lu-jia, HU Zheng-bo(No. 452 Hospital of PLA, Chengdu 610021, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIIVE: To evaluate therapeutic efficacy and safety of Cattle encephalon glycoside and ignotin combined con-
ventional treatment for acute cerebral infarction systematically. METHODS: Retrieved from SCI, Cochrane library, EMBase,
PubMed, CNKI, CBM and VIP, RCT about cattle encephalon glycoside and ignotin combined conventional treatment for acute ce-
rebral infarction were collected. Meta-analysis was performed by using RevMan 5.14 statistical software provided by Cochrane net-
work. RESULTS: A total of 12 RCT were included, involving 975 patients. Meta-analysis showed that the decrease of CSS score
[MD=—5.62, 95% CI( —6.80, —4.43), P<<0.000] and the increase of BI score [MD=9.35, 95% C1(6.39,12.32), P<<0.000] in
cattle encephalon glycoside and ignotin group were higher than in conventional control group; the cure rate [OR=1.85, 95% CI
(1.28,2.68), P=0.001] and effective rate [OR=3.85, 95% CI1(2.46,6.02), P<<0.000] of cattle encephalon glycoside and ignotin
group were higher than in conventional control group; there was statistical significance. No severe ADR was found in 2 groups.
CONCLUSIONS: Cattle encephalon glycoside and ignotin combined with conventional treatment is effective and has good safety
for acute cerebral infarction. Howerver, due to low-quality and small-scale included studies, more large-scale and high-quality RCT
are needed.

KEYWORDS Cattle encephalon glycoside and ignotin; Acute cerebral infarction; Randomized controlled trial; Systematic re-
view; Efficacy; Safety
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Tab 3 Specific data of sensitivity analysis
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