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Clinical observations on theraputic efficacy of domestic vs imported urapidil.
DENG LLi-ping' , DONG Yu Gang’, HE Jian- Gui’

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To discuss the identification and specific characterization between the domestic urapidil
and the imported ebrantil through the clinical efficacy research for the patients with hypertension. METHODS: The dow
ble blind method was selected. RESULTS: The better advances of SBP SDP HR were significant after given above
mentioned drugs and always kept the lower level for 24 hours. The total efficacy of URA tean and EBR team were 97.
4% , 95.2% , respectively, which have no significant difference each other. CONCLUSION: There pharmacological
mechanism, efficacy, safety and quickly effect, moderate decrease of blood pressure and little side adverse effect were no
significant different.
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