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Effect of placenta polypeptide injection on the fracture healing time and the incidence of
infection in patients with limb fractures
Xu Haidong ,Chen Yong”®
(Department of Osteology s Nanjing General Hospital of Nanjing Military Command s Nanjing, Jiangsu 210000, China)
Abstract; Objective To explore the impact of placenta polypeptide injection on fracture healing time and the incidence of infec-
tion in patients with limb fractures. Methods 138 cases with limb fractures admitted to our hospital from February 2010 to Febru-
ary 2012 were randomly divided into two groups,and each group had 69 patients. The control group was given conventional treat-
ment while the observation group was given placenta polypeptide injection on the basis of the conventional treatment. The bone
healing time and infection rates were observed. Results The limbs fracture healing time of observation group was significantly

shorter than that of control group (P<<0. 05). The infection rate of observation group (1. 45%) was significantly lower than that of

control group (10. 14 % ,P<C0. 05). Conclusion

The placenta polypeptide injection for treatment of limb fractures can effectively

decrease fracture healing time.and significantly reduce the rate of infection.

Key words: infection; placenta polypeptide injection;limb fractures
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