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Study on the Clinical Effect of Shiwei Lishi Granule on

Small Urinary Calculi

Wang Fei

Anhui University of Chinese Medicine, Hefei

Abstract: Objective: To observe the clinical effect of Shiwei Lishi Granule on small
urinary calculi. Methods: 78 patients were randomly divided into two groups, 40 in
the treatment group and 38 in the control group. Four weeks follow-up was used as the
end point. Results: the 4-week effective rate of the treatment group was 85%, and that
of the control group was 60.5%. The difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05).
Conclusion: the therapeutic effect of Shiwei Lishi granule combined with western
medicine on small urinary calculi was better than that of Western medicine alone.
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Table 1 Comparison of clinical effects between two groups
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