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Effect observation of Chinese medicine fumigation after palm replantation with degloved or avulsed skin HE
Lingfeng , XUE Jianbo, CAl Xiaoming, et al.Department of Hand Surgery, Ningbo No.6 Hospital , Ningbo 315000, China.
[Abstract] Objective To observe the effect of Chinese medicine fumigation after palm replantation with degloved or
avulsed skin. Methods Totally 30 patients with severed palm with degloved or avulsed skin were treated by replantation.
All patients were randomized into two groups, 15 cases in observation group and 15 cases in control group. The control
group was received the routine functional exercise, the observation group was received Chinese medicine fumigation addi—
tionally. The clinical effect between two groups was compared. Results There was no significant difference in the
hand function between two groups after 3 months (x’=2.22, P>0.05) , while the DASH and VSS scores of the observation
group were lower than those of the control group (1=-4.16,-2.80, P<0.05).After 6 months, the hand function of observa—
tion group was better than the control group, and the DASH and VSS score of the observational group were significant—
ly lower than those of the control group (x’=6.65, 1=—6.35,-3.94, P<<0.05). Conclusion It can significantly reduce ten—
don adhesion, joint stiffness and scar hyperplasia by Chinese medicine fumigation for the severed palm with degloved or
avulsed skin treated by replantation.
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