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Abstract: Objective: To observe the clinical therapeutic effect of sodium DNA mononucleotide injection on pulmonary tuberculosis
patients. Methods: 70 cases of pulmonary tuberculosis treated in our hospital from March 2019 to April 2021 were randomly and single-blind
divided into average groups, with 35 cases in each group. Patients in the conventional group received conventional treatment, while
those in the observation group received sodium DNA mononucleotide injection. The clinical therapeutic effects of the two groups were
compared. Results: Through the experimental comparison between the two groups, the effective rate of the conventional group was 77. 14%,
and that of the observation group was 94.29%, the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The treatment of
pulmonary tuberculosis patients with sodium DNA mononucleotide injection has obvious effect, and it is worth popularizing and applying

in clinic.

Keywords: tuberculosis; Sodium DNA mononucleotide injection; with good efficiency

G R il 28 LB AR AR e, TERRE M AW R i s, ™ E
i T B R SRR A Ay e A, — B OUN, SR TE R N R
HENBFE IR RS, MNiis| EmsEz. £RIEm2 5, BEw
BRI R G EATIRTT, WK, B gmd— b g, H
SRR B AT A BT B R RIG DR, I AR b a7 I 46 A28 A A 0 77
SRR PUEZAY, XFERTT TR MKWENER, &™EfE
BEMATIESAE . Xk, FEGEI 2019 4 3 H-2021 4F 4 A #doR
F9 70 IR 45 4% B AT T, 4B I 45 4% 58 2 12 52 DNA B EF IR A i:
FHRIRTT IR A AR, BARSISn R .

Iy — BRI T ik

1.1 %k

PRI GE 2019 4F 3 H-2021 4 4 A IHMRIIA H 5 4% 5% 70 491,
{EAFEHL. EEET P H, &4 35 6], SHERHSERR M
4. WEAAER 45-50 &, P (47.5140.45) %, Jife 1-4 4¢, F
) (2.02£0.16) F; FHMAFR 46-51 %, T (48.19+0.53) %;
JRFE 1-5 4%, Py (2.3140.2D) 4F; W4 BRI —BER, 25
TGt L (P>0.05),

1.2 F7i&

TR

YA B AE P T, OIRE S =S . A
BT A AN 2 T R A S DY e R R, R —
W, REFRAHEANH .

M5

WEAAE H AL R Al L S2F DNA B IR NS — B =0,

HAmANZE H= T E o 2 R A, ATECSE, WA
FAMWET, —RK—IK, =+RA—ITEE.

1. 3 W Efa b

R HIETT CRIATYRRE, AR BRI o, B3
BE IR WM S % 2, 5% B B, T AR IR AU 9 25
B BERZRIT RN S AR E A2 B2 s, IRAEIR
BRTENR; TR BEEZIRITZIE, RIS 2 TR A B 3 AR
b, IEPRIER A B2, BRI T INERFR . 1678 %R
R+ 5350+ 3/ M5 E X 100. 00%.

1.4 Gt ab

K FH SPSS18. 00 B AR X A UK SE96 BHE AT 70 b, TFE R © £
LR, 17 t B, HECERI A RS, K R, 24 P<0. 05 B,
ERG G R L.

140

2. &R

2. LIRIT A AR

MEARITARREETTHMLL (P<0.05), WE I
F 1 WAAMENHE (n, %

A5 n %34 A3 T HRF
WA 35 18 15 2 94. 29%
R 35 10 17 8 77. 14%

x* / / / / 4.200

P / / / / 0. 040
3. ik

4% R TS AL YR, S AL BoR, B P ZimAn
VRIT TR B 45 A% B MR 1 BRI B IRR
MEVIH, &R, 2FF. PSS, a0 25 3 1 2 4R 2 s m il 5
IR, Mo I 2506 . 0025 8 P45 1% 25 0 A4 S5 SR
MERBENG . RER R, XULEISBIE R H I ThEE, oA X Al
DRI EE N E, HESSEUEE KA RTINS, WA e
Ao DNA B R B S0 AR P 2B A A K S B P i SR W i 1R
FE A ERRL, & AR E P AR, o s S DU R AZ T R A
5y, SEBENEPZBRNENMREERE, MEERNNZ RENEE
BAE RAFHIZG R . DNA B ER AN SR T Il 45 A% 1 F ==
BARE: (D RIHEY B UL ARG, faoe M, (L
BRRAMHIK R ERFEZEY, SRR e, ETh
A R TEH . (2) INHIt4HHE DNA (G 2253 2400 e & i, BRI
HEReTT, AR AL SRR, RIFERER R e, B Ik I RERR .
() (AT, RESEFH “RERAFR &R ER, K
AR A 7, T AR PKE . DNA BRLAZFF R SO 1
M4 B R AP BT 8GR, (AR T il iz . ARk
S P A DNA SR AR TR RN SR VA 97 i b A% SR 3 IS T 838 T /L
Jili 45 4% 5 12 5% DNA B IR SO ATIRTT, BT B R EE =
THMA, ZRAGE L (P<0.05), XTHA KT 6
Jr A R AR

ZE LRTA, ARSI RN, CAIEER% B DNA B A IR A S
WHHTIRTT, REIRS B MIGRRICR, BA BRI MIEPR R 7
B

2% 3Lk :

(R0 P amEiRT s s HBCRIF R 4R
5B 2020 4E 18 %% 13 H# 15-16 7T



