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Observation on Therapeutic Effect of Treating Osteoporosis with Impulsive Electromagnetic Field
ZHANG Yi ~ shan
( Orthopedics Hospital of Zhengzhou City, Zhengzhou 450052, He' nan, China)

ABSTRACT Objective: To ohserve the therapeutic effect of impulsive electromagnetic field(IEMF) in the treatment of osteoporosis. Meth-
ods: 155 patients with osteoporosis were selected and randomly divided into treatment group(n=57) and control group(n=98). The treatment
group was treated with XT — 2000B osteoporosis therapy device; the control group, with Huoluogukang pills. The therapeutic effects of the two
groups were contrasted. Results: After treatment, bone gla protein( BGP), pﬁdinoline( PYD), bone density(BD) and clinical symptoms in the
treatment group were improved better than before treatment(P < 0.05), but there was no significant difference between the two groups(P > 0.05) .
Conclusion: TEMF can treat osteoporosis effectively, which is as effective as Huoluogukang pills.
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