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Abstract

Objectives : This study covers the effects of burn treatments using oriental herbal medicine.

Methods : The relevant literature was extensively investigated through domestic and international databases and
finally 14 papers was selected. The literatures were systematically reviewed and 10 papers capable of quantitative
analysis were meta-analyzed.

Results : Oriental herbal medicines had a effect on reducing wound healing time, pain and the risk of infection
and skin transplantation.

Conclusions : We found that oriental herbal medicine was effective and safe for burn treatment.
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Fig. 17. Egger's Regression Test Studies
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Combined with Western Medicine
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Fig. 18. Sensitivity Plot : Studies Mediated with
Oriental Herbal Medicine Combined
with Western Medicine
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Fig. 23. Egger's Regression Test : All the
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Classic fail-safe N

Z-value for obzerved studies -19.39306
P-value for observed studies 0.00000
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Z for alpha 1.95996
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Mumber of mizzing studies that would bring p-value to > alpha 570.00000

Fig. 24. Rosenthal's Fail-Safe N
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