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[ Abstract]
crine function of patients with polycystic ovary syndrome (PCOS). Methods

Objective To explore the influence of bisoprolol combined with insulin-sensitizing agent on endo-
Sixty patients of PCOS treated in Depart-
ment of Endocrinology in our hospital during August 2011 to August 2014 were randomly divided into observation group

(n=30) and control group (n=30) according to the random number table method. The control group received insulin sensitiz-
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