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The Clinical Efficacy of Pasaekhwalhyeol-Tang on Acute
Headache of an Acute Cerebral Infarct Patient

Ki-Won Seong, Yun-seub Shim*

Dept. of Internal Medicine, Nazareth Oriental Medical Hospital,
Dept. of Internal Medicine, Yumin Oriental Medical Hospital*

Objectives : The purpose of this clinical study is to evaluate the clinical efficacy of Pasaekhwalhyeol-Tang on acute
headache from acute cerebral infarct.

Methods : Pasaekiwalhyeol-Tang was prescribed to 15 acute cerebral infarct patients for two weeks.

Symptoms were checked and VAS(Visual Analog Scale) scores were kept every week.

Results : After prescription of Pasaekhwalhyeol-Tang, VAS scores on headache and accompanying symptoms decreased.
No significant changes were shown in laboratory findings.

As for the laboratory findings, ALT showed an upward tendency within a week and increased over normal values in two
cases(13%). But two weeks later, ALT decreased within normal values. And the mean serum level was within normal values
and the other hepatic enzymes did not increase over normal values in either week nor week 2.

Conclusions : Results suggest that Pasaekhwalhyeol-Tang is effective in reducing the severity of acute headache from acute
cerebral infarct.
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Table 1. General charateristics
Sex male 4(27.0%)
female 11(73.0%)
Age 57.8+10.4
Wind pattern 10.9+5.7
Heat(fire) pattern 5.2+6.9
I Phlegn pattern 7.0£3.5
ke- .
Stroke-Pattern Identification Blood stasis pattern 70168
Ki deficiency pattern 5.8+4.5
Yin deficiency pattern 54439
VAS scores 7.8+1.3
Table 2. Study protocol
Baseline 1 week 2 weeks
General characteristics )
Brain CT or MRI @)
Stroke-pattern Identification o
Laboratory tests o] O o
VAS scores O O O
Adverse effects monitoring o] o] O
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Table 3. Composition of Pasaekhwalhyeol-Tang-

23 3R AF A7) TR F&8H St
THTable: 3).

A4 624 27 S5 33T B4 15319

3l Wz B3 43, HE %j-ﬂ} 10.9+5.7
2 718 Eotow, #mimiEe] Aol 7.9+6.8,
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FEPRMIE-S 237F Eok3l A3}, VAS score
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g Crataegii Fructus 12
295 Citri Pericarpium 12
B Paconiae Radix Alba 8
T Achyranthis Bidentatae Radix 8
253 Hordei Fructus Greminiatus 8
B2 Scrophulariae Radix 8
-0 Testudinis Plastrum 8
EE Raphani Semen 8
i Ostreae Concha 8
e Lumbricus 8
A Lumbricus 8
v 7al Haematitum 8
95aR Uncariae Ramulus Et Uncus 6
PN Gastrodiae Rhizoma 4
HE Broiled root of Glycyrrhizae uralensis 2
Total 116g

14T S, 7 A”dS 19 24 388
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Table 4. The Table of Visual Analog Scale Scores Change.
Pasaekhwalhyeol-Tang
Weeks Baseline 1Week 2Weeks
VAS scores 7.83+1.26 5.03+1.89* 220+1.00"*
*: p<0.05, bascline vs. 1 week by paired t-test
1 p<0.05, baseline vs. 2 weeks by paired t-test
¥ . p<0.05, 1 week vs. 2 weeks by paired t-test
783
8.00= /
6.00=
)
g 5.03
o .
Q
0
)
<
>
4.00=
.2.20
2.00- 1 1 1
Baseline Week1 Week2
Weeks

Fig. 1. The Graph of Visual Analog Scale Scores Change.
Table 5. Changes of Laboratory Findings

Laboratory Findings Baseline 1 week 2 -weeks
Aspatate Transaminase 18.9£174 22.9£12.8 233+13.2
Alanine Transaminase 15.0+13.9 26.2+11.8* 22.0+8.4"
Blood Utrea Nitrogen 13.842.5 15.0£3.6 15.4+34
Creatinine 0.8+0.1 0.8+0.1 0.7+0.1"*
Total Cholesterol 196.5+15.9 191.4+14.8 184.3£15.8

:‘: p<0.05, baseline vs. 1 week by paired t-test
: p<0.05, baseline vs. 2 weeks by paired t-test
' p<0.05, 1 week vs. 2 weeks by paired t-test

321



V. & &

gojstoAe] 9 UL, TF, MImFEH

HAT o] 7HA FEREZ A8 A e
3 el 237t AR BN FhkES] AHE O
2 g A |, K, FE, o] BEE, oS
o] QPE Az g ] oo, SEAN 2
Aol & FFo] W FLT s5iTt.

ZZ%7) AN 248 o7d Qold) we} FFR

3/, KBS, BIEE, pURE, HEoRE TR X
gabel, A @AY AAnds 5 7 o
Ape] gole] Bslof Uehdet. F3o) UF iy
29 BoHA AL B QIS A
Ag By @}

2 A7olAel uE A%, FF 27 $5E 54
ate B AR IFHGE, HnE, WkE 59 W
e Byt

FEOR AW FES ¥ /1A% Mz AP
354, 7144 $5 ARG, F 154 T
ohe %@au% £9] $¥02 A3 44, 2%

AE,
dgdsol 7}1* Bow, 1 94011 oA, TE, BH,
AL, e, FE, AA, 32, F7, AFE,
ANER T FuE A

o} 2L AMAER wlFo], 1 A5 YooM=
% 2719 $%59 AsSE dwEd 559 AR

ol & dA7elMe BN 27 7% B4
of thsl BEwEmES AMESte] MR, SEmate]
HAN 7] HAAN F5E AASKL, T ER S

T, @, Ak 5 S4E AAeE dla
AR 2 L5kl 7B RS Faak itk

AR mES AT A2 7]
AE AFLRA, I FL Ik, BEE AR

ato] HRHOR, 1S Asor HAM 27 K,
i, RS S8 slaska, B R T
B2 b, Bopibms =99, HE, 1R,

322

SIS, REEEM TIFEE, RELEAIA 55, @
Z, ol T AL gxEa, &, BETEN i’féi
A%, (bkste] 48127, B35S sjasha, M
K] mikPIEE, (T, A 502N
FRsfiiAS Bt
e Ag (R A =l

AN 55 2 AF, B, A3 5 FHSAE
o #oA sl TAaE Btk §4 #1384 27
FE SRS A2 R, BiE, RGE 59
HE R e o, ojdl BERInE B,

s, FHERS A%02 F93 298 vepd
Aoz Holth FEHE, BEE 2 kBE 9 HF
57t e ASdAME sREAR 15 12
Z7F VAS score?] 714 %A Vel oW, FFEE,
P, BEE 5o WE A4 o 2 A9
uis) wwd s34} ”9\}5}
AN APl E FAT Gl Sle A=
velgto, 1715 7"/\}"} A A Ee
F4 e %« }— Hof, o] dja FF Hr} Al

sio] ﬁ);?%‘?ﬁ‘ml(ﬁA v:si*h)r oq]Al = nzlgo
sbslaal st o, 99} 2ol feojg Ag A}
=g ul, B drdas EYE 35 O 4AFE
o] o ix%guol:t;}q 247 5‘478‘&11 3:,:}1}_0“
Aol kA XNEWES AXNY F U
Ao Al €.

l

V. % &
BlEe oF 277 Roldlel 0T 2e ABS
Ak

£ 85 WERY
%a H?ﬂ«ﬁﬁo] 7]—0]- %—9}31319 7%‘7\ ﬂﬂ—a {E?*szui Ig
o %02 Vet



ol %%Jfﬂ ghb }1921:}.

. BEERISS T8t 7)1 AAM,
2 el el frolgt A F717 vERdth
. WERNES S8t A% AAY
FEFL ehbA gkstor,
T Ak

A
34 %

#olg
QL

SER

. Houwe; 1997, pp.308-
15, 335-98. 438-53.

R s FAAAEGED. A& ERE;
1996, pp.80-9, 97-8, 383.
. FYRT gy 1996, p.92, 332,
pp-359-60, 469-72, 486-521.
BFRE 5. ANASE NeFd)draE
T 1992, p.25, pp.59-71, 452-83.

3. F5E9Y. A1 9d); 1995, pp.135-
49, 151-2.

10.

it

12.

13.

14.

.47 347

R LEEEELEL TR

A)8l - &

o
Iz

25, wefal gl ae; AeAdesh 199,
Ak P AREH.
p.285, pp.353-64.

AOJE AR HEAzh

A& A4 gl 2000,

2000, pp.472-3.
e} Al
}gﬂr/\} 1997, pp.1326-34.

F Bzle] 550 Ba A4
17} 3+3) =], 2000;11(2):103-11,
7} AEF A g 93
ka3 2], 2000;21(2):203-12.

a3, 2713, WA, o7

2
ofk
in K

ofr
o
off > ¢

¢ rSL.

ol ru
o>

o obL_\-L

R0
ox

-

of e ol

>
ox, %
o)

¢

H

L N A H.I

comparison Between Stroke Patients
Admitted to Oriental Hospital in years 1987 and
1994. A 03] 7] Foyelst sHer)s) Wi =
FA(9th ICOM). 1998, pp.418-55.

dee, ad, 2718, 194, ﬂﬁﬁé*éa o174
AR Gdgatel] g A
7. 7398 1996;12(2):200-13.
K RS AR R O SRR
Gt N

A

R S
2. 1994;17:41-3.

323



