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HUMIC CONCENTRATE IN REHABILITATIVE TREATMENT  
OF OSTEOARTHROSIS 

O.S. AVDEEVA, O.N. BORISOVA, V.N. SOROTSKAYA 

Tula State University, Medical Institute 
Tula Rheumatologic Centre 

The article is devoted to numerous problems of taking humic 
concentrations on leading forward ahead to rehabilitative treatment 
dealing with osteoarthrosis. 

Key words: osteoarthrosis, ache, burning, quality of life, 
invalid state. 
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 3 

 (M m, n=26) 

 P 
 ( . .) 4,4 1,35 3,92 2,2 >0,05

LF ( . .) 1,13 1,27 0,54 1,37 0,05

ACF ( . .) 0,14 1,23 0,09 2,43 >0,05
CF ( .) 65,22 3,47 45,51 3,18 0,05

 ( .) 1,85 0,91 1,07 2,33 0,05
 (%) 115,21 5,76 132,46 16,72 <0,05

. (%) 20,47 1,64 14,27 3,76 <0,05
. (%) 30,18 2,34 19,45 6,32 0,05

 (%) 192,51 6,48 145,74 8,47 0,05
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PHYTOTHERAPY WITH PREPARATIONS OF CHINESE TRADITIONAL 
MEDICINE

E.M. NAUMOVA, O.N. BORISOVA, M.M. OLEYNIKOVA,  
YU.L. VENEVTSEVA, V.G. KUPEEV  

Tula State University, Medical Institute 

Positive effects of phytopreparations “Masmmoleptin”, “Bolus-
es Huato”, “Algostalsin” and methods of their leading to fibrosis and 
kistosis mastopathy at 60 patients, discirculatory encephalopathy – at 
26 persons, at tumors – at 57, and somehow non-tumor pain syn-
dromes – at 69 ones are studied. The significance of eating phytopre-
parations in clinic is demonstrated openly. 

Key words: phytopreparations, mammoleptin, boluses huato, 
algostalsin, laserphoresis, phytolaserphoresis. 
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