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Determination of active components in Cigishen

capsule and its safety evaluation
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Abstract; The ginsenoside in Cigishen capsule was detected by u-
sing HPLC,and the polysaccharide was determined by UV. The
safety of Cigishen capsule were evaluated by the acute toxicity
test in rats and mice, with the mutation tests of salmonella test
(Ames test) . the micronucleus tests of mice bone marrow poly-
chromatic erythrocytes and the experiment of mouse sperm de-
formity, and the 30-day feeding test was used for toxicological
study. The results showed that the average contents of

ginsenoside and polysaccharide in Cigishen capsule were 0.273,

3.190 g/100 g.The acute toxicity result showed that the biggest
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tolerance dose of Cigishen capsule on rats and mice was more than
24.0 g/kg » BW. The results fell into the scale of non- toxicity,
and the three genotoxicity tests were all found negative. The re-
sults of test on feeding for 30 days showed that there were no evi-
dent influence on the clinic experiment, hematology. biochemis-
try. the weight and coefficient of visceral organ and several inde-
xes of pathological organization under the experiment dosage
range. Our results show that Cigishen capsule is a safe and non-
toxic product with good food safety.

Keywords: ginseng; Astragalus; fruit of Rosa davurica Pall

(FRDP) ; toxicology; safety; ginsenoside; polysaccharide

PR R P E IR S N IR A
FEBS N EARED RN RERE S MESRERS
S HE R BUR 3 bk 25 4 1y DR L o,
NS HA PR A 0 0 W I B S T PR
L e o e i N ST N7 N 2 e T NE S RS
filt B AN R BUR S A =i B R 2R
PR A B R 00 B uR e M 2 & IR UR A OF R M
N7 ECR 5 NSl DU . X R R
LA RAF M PR PR AT REAR T AR TE 10 s Bl ik
e LA HURE S5 AR D T NS 5 o B A AT 4R
LR G RE 0 IR UK AN S R BUR =
HCAR  H PR 5 R 38 5 P M B R B ) I S AR AR
P NS BT KRN & & It #E T Ak ERR. =
T 3 A% T PR IR IR IR . B AR O HOF S T R SR AR A
1 A58 5
L1 R 5 ss

FIES P 0.4 g/B . BR H NS 0.187 5 g . WK
0.312 5 g BB H 0.375 0 g, {5
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PR IR

G RE AT PR Al =>98.0% . Rl MR A R
NGE

NG R EEHPLC 9%, RE KA R

BB < oyl BRI A A IR

A AR & DY VR B A A R0 A B D

I 27 2 0 G RN T B A ) BT T R A R
NG

BTl T Ji « L 5 el I 24 KR T

1.8- R B R . RS AR A RA

A ALY A 11, 2-2 2« & 1 Fluka A

Moty SR

B A : ACROS A #

K EZERAK

Ho At A 24250 2 Sy 53 A 4l

T AR B 5 A : Agilent-1260 1, #5825 DAD [ %1 £
2% ZHERFHHCA PR A 5

4 A A FTL 7600 B, H A H k24

BARE A B e . CX31 &Y, H A Olympus Cor-
poration 2\ ) ;

NG BE T  TU-1810 B4, b 5t 3% #r3i JH L 28 A
MR 5

14 B 3 08 AN 43 BT AL BC-5300 Vet B, iU
B BT R A R AT
1.2 Rz

SPF % & W Fl/s B SPF 9% SD K B: sh 4 4= 7= 8 1T
JIES 2 SCXK(#)2016-0002 . Sy #6 5 it 6] g 3~5 d, i
T 01 3 o s IR LI B WA IR D

B TRV T RO R R B 7 1 AT IE S SCXK
(50)2014-0010, Jb 5B B I3 6HA R A 5
1.3 WA =E
L3.1 HMESKREPASBTEEMONE HCPEZ
He)2015 48 L —FF b i 7 2 E .

(D) 85 5 DL /b B f M RE N SR 2
AN A AL K 3 A Bs il B K 203 nm, i B
1.0 mL/min, Je A2 7 W36 1.

(2) MR RMHELE K HEHRMAZS B H RaRe,
Rb, %f B8 5 5.31,4.91,4.87 me, B EA R 5 mL A&

x1 BERXRZER

Flow phase gradient elution procedure

Table 1

fif [A] / min AR A/ % MBI B/ %
0~35 19 81
35~55 19~29 81~71
55~70 29 71
70~100 29~40 71~60

IRRF ARSREAETURSSEVNERZLETN

R RS 2 W b R R A X R 0.2,0.5,1.0, 2.0,
3.0,6.0 mL & F 10 mL 2% & P e 45 . 76 (3% 2 10 T ik
FE 10 pl, ie g AR

(3) M3 i v VT T < B BB S R A 3 5T B RE
2.50 g, 2K A G 05 2R FCHR IR I A0 B B RE 3 ho ot &4
VI AP R TR A 2 9 AV TR T O D KR R 2 i —
B EHEMHIBIM T BB A 50 mL IF T B4 7% %
W% 9E BB, T AL B 30 min. 13 UE L FF W IR LA
SR 25 mL FR KM P ZE THER nidE & 5w
A 22 R b (SR VA i R BB B 5 mL 2 B h L AR
B4 A HER AR

) FEFHERE K E BB ASEH Ra . Re,
Rb, B £ % B8 7 TR % 8 (0 1 4 1 N OB R
6 W, I E AR, THEE RSD A, % AU FR KRG % 2 . IR
—HERE S A 6 O Ll R 4 S S R E AR 12 SR A
2 21 Rg JRe Rb (TR BL T AR AS RN &
&% RSD {H . ZE T ILMEL M.

(5t BR A 6 « R 2 W U A Uk BB 43 0 O 21,24,
19.64,19.48 pg/mL 9 NS 1 Rar .Re Rb (91 4 %) 18
AR AT AR B B E O SR ERE LIS SRS =
3 PR AR AR ) PR AT 5 5

(6) Jinhs BRI MM S R AS B &
BT 5 PRI B R 5 3 ST RE 6 (B A S BT
TEHY OBERE CKEENEEKECHIASETH
Rg; \Re Rby X BE G WO A E 6 4348 5o i A %t
M SRER R R A B 1 1L & 6 il i i
W T A3 4 0F T 203 nm 40 P 5 04 1 B L 358 0 b [
/3
1.3.2 HESKREDZHES RN E S ROEST R
T A0 43 6 I 5 12 ) v B TR — B R 4 D' 6 B T S T

(D M6 R 092 420 K5 % B ICHT 4 08 X R
5.55 mg. MK AEZA T 50 mL 25 5 i o . 0 i 70 % o R
vt VA T R 2 R L R e R A R 0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8, 1.0,
1.2 mL F 10 mL &4 P, K ZE 2.0 mL. % & 51 4
24 xR VAR i RO A 1 A B S, U E 625 nm &b
RO B

(2) 2 v VR o - AR EOBIE BB TR A B ) R L T
100 mL 2 FH 7K 80 mL, KA M 1 h, B, 58
2%, 1L U8 IUE W 50 mL, kAL 0.5 ¢ F 60 CLITF K
KM 1 h, KA. A H . E A X 50 mL,ad 38, L2 I8 W
5.0 mLFE.OHE . IMATK ZBE 20 mLRS, F4 C
VKA FRE A b, BL . FE & LB AR 8090 & EER .
B BRI NUKIE I E AT 25 mL B/ AR 5
W .

(3) vk % 5k 0. b % WOBOR Bk E R
0.11 mg/ mL 1% 45 28X B8 T 7R, 68, I &8 625 nm &b
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MG RN E 6 1K, 5 SR ARG B . IR — b
dt il A 6 O R R TR B T AE 625 nm Ab R IROG B
RS Z B0 T Y& M RSD . HR kM E
S,

CA) g [T 5 38 3 56 0 ) 16 2 e 9 vh 2 B & i T
SEREBUFER A B SIMRE S 6 I (EMERE B A%
FRE 47 30 5 0 8 O 260 9 T 285 0 Xk B R I A 3
6 U3 RE & b A Y X TR R SR N B A 4
1+ 1,40 BRI 5 U TR A5 O R AT D A L T
625 nmib RSB L THAE I,

1.3.3  RoUMRAMZ 0 SRS SRR Z 5 &
ERE. &0 E S TR S P, % 2 5%
14 d, 3% s By B IE AR BB T 1% 0 - 1008 245 RS FR
W FEB ) R AT,

1.3.4 Ames it R FH B €YD 1] EC TR 41 2 192 ik g 7
TA97a. TA98 . TA100, TA102 4 #f kf tfi: 2 75 1 1 #F 1k 47
BB, I L2 S OE (PCB) i 5 19 K BUFF OB 44 il (S-9)
PE R AR SMR G b R 8. R TR A, 7205 A
SO (AT HEAT I B L AR L [ A 2 A T 9
1.3.5 UPNEUCEBEANM MRS 4R 30 h w1 ik
5, Bk ARG 24 ho 86 A b KR R 4L sh ) 1 U
£} 0.500,0.250,0.125 g/mL {4 3% 7 FH 1 F B 41 3
Yo FH M JE R 2.000 mg/mL {1 3R B R e I . S fAR
2y 20 mL/kg « BW. 3 B8 2003 4F i (0 (4R £ 5 K 3 5
PR B A BLTE ) TP IR I 1 Oy AT R AR T S O
T4 3R Vg £ YL 2T AN 5 IF Y L0 A L T

1.3.6 /NEURETEIE RS &P KT R A sh Y
PR A 1.3.5, 3 3 7 X HR R BR Bl Wk B BH M xR 4
(50 mg/kg « BW), B X BB 41 sh ¥ ff A &k & A
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2.500 mg/mL iy ¥5 B Bk e s . S A S W E B IR B
20 mL/kg « BWAREHZ O E — W ESHE 5 d,
T SR 0 5 P A B R B T BURS I TE 3K 50 Y
WLAE 10 7 I 2 R K 7 RS
1.3.7  KREKMERSEGO DR

(1) KRE sl 3 Wzl SD KB 80 H, Xf IR 41 43
41 20 HR B, 1% 3 A a4 CH 2 F I e 2 & 1 25,
50,100 %) . R FH M4 B b 4% 0] 2t 4 M40 R A e
ot AR 2 MR A AR 1) 56 A AL L i 2R IR 3R 30 d,

(2) WMEFEHT R BUE T P #E B8 1 AT Ak
M, BRAKIKAEEMN 2 REVFEARITREHAEY
FAR BWEYAAR AR RSN E., TR
WHP AR £ 16 h U 32 3l ik i, DU 5 I 9 27 48 B R AR
FEAE AR 5 56 25 A AT b B8R BR e ) 08 2% Dy U Y AR 4k
X LI SR LA T AR T S AR B UL
i L O D R ST B A R A
1.4 HiEE

/1N BB 956 A PO RO a8 Y A 43 A DR O R R R AT
el 2= 3/ BURS F W06 R A X7 A6 50 R AT 5 112
b B ISR (30 )50 R T SPSS g i k4 4 4% TG
IS HE AE B0 PR 3R O 22 43 BT R (B0 ¢ KB
2 BRIk
21 ABEHEEMNE
2.1.1 MR HE 2WH, AS 2 R JRe.Rb, 4
BIFE 21.24~637.20,19.64~589.20,19.48 ~ 584,40 pg/mL
2.1.2 ik
HEMRIT,

S5 (GR DRW L AUER B ik

K2 BUXRERER

Table 2 The results of linear relationship investigation

X HE i Il Y51 75 AMEXRAR R LRV R/ (pg + mL™h)
AZ 23 Re y=2756.00x+411.07 0.999 9 21.24~637.20
AZ A Re y=2547.40x+399.30 0.999 9 19.64~589.20
A HAF Rby y=2371.30x+183.81 0.999 9 19.48~584.40

®3 FAEFERRBHE
Table 3 Methodological experimental data (n=6) 9%
Xof Bt Xof B oK %5 B2 RSD HEEZ M RSD
ANZ BRI R 0.69 2.18
NSRBI Re 0.61 0.98
ANZ A Rb 0.36 2.29

2.1.3 KR lE R 4 AS B Re JRe Rby X 1]
TR R B Ay TR 5.31,4.91,4.87 pg/mL B, AL RS (E
SR LR 3.8~5.9, bR B BIVRE S M) AR A DA

2 BH Re Re Rb, iy # H FRAY .

2.1.4 iR Il SR 50 AR B S IR v A S A
E R AT IMAESKED NS BT R3] h
0.283,0.279,0.274 g/100 g(L A& 3 Re .Re.Rb,
=HFZHI .

22 ZWEEMNNE

2,21 ERVECFR LI A MR BT A 0 B0 O B
T2 1 W O B et 2 Rl AR vE 6L TR T B oy =
4.558 4x — 0.004 7, R*=0.999 4, i W #j % #¥ i & 78
0.022~0.132 mgN MR R .
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IRRF ARSREAETURSSEVNERZLETN

R4 OMEMERER
Table 4 Result of recovery tests
HAr s FEdp &/ meg AR /mg WA/ mg  FLE/% FHEIER/ % RSD/%
0.302 0.306 0.603 98.37
0.285 0.306 0.584 97.71
0.279 0.306 0.582 99.02
AZ BT Ra 98.86 1.62
0.272 0.306 0.584 101.96
0.301 0.306 0.600 97.71
0.286 0.306 0.587 98.37
2.656 2.405 4.879 92.43
2.509 2.405 4.740 92.77
2.452 2.405 4.734 94.89
A BT Re 93.65 1.49
2.389 2.405 4.607 92.22
2.644 2.405 4.943 95.59
2.517 2.405 4.778 94.01
0.453 0.442 0.882 97.06
0.428 0.442 0.872 100.45
. 0.418 0.442 0.847 97.06
ANZ AT Rby 98.27 1.82
0.408 0.442 0.842 98.19
0.451 0.442 0.895 100.45
0.429 0.442 0.855 96.38

2.2.2 JFkEEL IR W] 0 L0 R I A R R
AR VA TR IOE BE B L 3L RSD Ry 0.39% (n=6) , Wi
PACEE RS % R AT 6 O ki 2O S 4 o
3.37.3.28, 3.39, 3.33, 3.29, 3.37 g/100 g, V14 K
3.34 g/100 g,RSD 3 1.37% , ZWZ 7 Ik EE M R 4T,
2.2.3  Jibm [0 i3 a0 A R 1 S e 2 v 2 e D
H3R 5 WAL 3 At EE 2 e 2 2 o0 A a4
3.12,3.29,3.38 g/100 g( LI 45 Mt .
2.3 RAUESHKRE
Hi 2% 6 AT 0, M E R BN BRI SD M | R B 7E W 4%
391 PR 4 R AT T R ) e B RE BRI EE S IR R Ll
Rarsgno MTD{H>24.0 g/kg - BW,JE T LHX.
2.4 BEESHRKRE
2.4.1  Ames K5 fF 7.8 WAL 2 4 0 B
AR BARTE I S A S-9 RE MR GBI T, & %

BRI R/NT B R B AL TEIE BN 2 15, 9F BIAH 7
T SV S AR T PH M R 40 S 2 [ AR R RO K T
Ve BRAL 2 A5 DL 1, SR PR DL O B S i B R
P53 4 B0 TR R 1] A8 18 7% B s Ames IR S5 RO B
2.4.2 NREBEAMEMZIRE @R WAL KSR
P& R 48 20/ BB HE PCE S 32 5 4lik X A A 1,
Bt 2F R L (P>>0.05) , I [k e v R 41/ BB 8 PCE
W5 Al KO BRALA H . 7 ST 2 3 L (P<C0.01) 5 K L
S B BE5 K /N B B VG 2 Ul 20 A0 R IR R 0 o 1
B S S IS BE A 45 R R R B AR E T

2.4.3 UNEORS TR 3 10 AT VI IR AL R
HH A4 /) UK 7 W T 262 1,30 %, il 15 2 e % 4% ) 4= 2
KW 2 1.32% ~1.42% , 54k X B4 A [k . T 5
TR (P >>0.05) 5 ¥ 8 BE i Xt 18 4108 7 85 8 £
5.42 % » 5 4K X BRALAA L B e i 4 1 L (P<C0.01)

RS MEERKERLER
Table 5 Result of recovery tests
H AR 185 e R/ mg MAR/mg 54/ mg iR/ % S [l i 5/ Y RSD/%
8.363 4 8.30 16.454 0 97.48
8.326 6 8.30 16.551 2 99.09
- 8.390 1 8.30 16.604 1 98.96 09,13 L
L 8.269 8 8.30 16.384 6 97.77 e ’
8.380 1 8.30 16.701 5 100.26
8.199 7 8.30 16.600 9 101.22
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Table 6 Results of acute oral toxicity test

P A EEIEUET BT R MR IhH/g el K /g
(g+ kg !« BW) (g+kg !« BW) BT RIkE/g

(/) 24.0 10 0 =>24.0 21.640.6 27.6+2.1 31.4%2.0

A 24.0 10 0 =>24.0 21.640.8 34.6£2.2 40.042.4

i (O 24.0 10 0 =>24.0 210.0410.9 237.348.4 245.0£7.5

e (FO 24.0 10 0 =>24.0 211.7£7.6 280.5+£14.5 313.215.6

R7 AmesiRBHER'
Table 7 Results of Ames test [

TA97 TA98 TA100 TA102
2451 3 4k /1L

—S9 +5-9 —S9 +5-9 —S9 +5-9 —59 +5-9

312.5 g 108+7 11645 33+2 36+2 12544 130+7 24145 261+8

625 pg 109+4 116+4 3545 36+1 13144 131+4 246+6 256+7

I 1250 pg 116+5 117+7 3542 37+4 13545 13546 246+10 259410
2 500 pg 114+9 114+7 3343 3543 141+10 141+5 249+11 247410

5000 pg 110+4 115+6 31+1 3442 13043 127+3 234+7 236+6

ERRo — 104+6 112+14 3443 37+3 13446 134+8 244+6 257+7

WHRIXE 100 pL 111£5 12244 36+2 35+3 132+4 136+7 239+12 252+7
BH 1 %6} 18 19134442 15164+109¢ 14404674 1346+93C 145242468 1551246° 1169144 1 1174950

T A AR50 pg /LB &AM 1.5 pg /ML C N 2500655, 10 pg /1D 1,8 ZF AR .50 pe /L,

*8 AmesiHBERI'
Table 8 Results of Ames test []

TA97 TA98 TA100 TA102
2451 ) 4 /L

—S9 +5-9 —S9 +5-9 —S-9 +5-9 —59 +5-9

312.5pg  109+3 120+7 3442 38+3 12946 138+7 249+6 26516

625 g 107+5 117+6 3242 37+2 13045 14144 250+12  258+10

HIA 1250 pg 10346 118+5 3343 36+2 13246 13247 260+4 270+7
2 500 pg 103+4 112+3 34+3 39+1 133410 138+7 258+10  251+8

5 000 pg 99+6 103+6 3244 31+1 12342 124+4 234+6 230+4

EF-Ssdd — 111+2 113+3 36+4 10+3 138+7 139+8 246+11 255+7

BRI 100 pL 113£4 120+5 36+£3 39+4 133£7 146+6 25446 25749
BH P %6F 18 1946914 1513+164C 1373+98% 1287+66C 1403+38% 12584139 1069468 10244917

T AR50 pg /LB E AN 1.5 pg /ML C N 2-5 0655, 10 pg /1D 2 1,8 Z ¥R .50 pe /1L,

TR ERRAUTEL A L. WIS IRAR  HL 2550 G L A A B £ i 8 5 0 R 2 A

A2/ BURE 5 Wi 1 3 0 o, B JE G2 7 L (P>>0.05) 5 45 50 5 21 M L Mk B 45 2
2.5 ARKEIRSEF(30 d)ikR Wy R0 P 5 i S0 1) O e L £ R R 5 0 B AT L

2.5.1 —fOWE KR WL A M M R B ER IR FEE L (P>0.05),

WA TE B B ORI HOIR TR B R B 2.5.4 MIRCEIEARKE A i 13l % 0 A L
10 W AR B BB T, BR300 2K 0 4% I00 1M VL 4 6 A S 0 R B RS
2.5.2 X SD KBAELRATRKYENm fik 1l L(P>0.05,

AR R M RS RRE AR AR S ES  2.5.5 MR IRARR A diER 14 TR RN e 2 M B
X FRZE AR L, 28 e 4032 3 L (P>>0.05) B ARG (ALT & F 8 2 1 (AST) H M =8 (TG
2.5.3 X SD KRRt E X EWAARGFEN mE 120 K S RAML . A5 2E X P<<0.0D ;% (mH
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Table 9 Micronucleus test of polychromatic erythrocytes in bone marrow of mice

215 bk 51 T PCE % %/ Ao PCE/NCE/%,
i 9 1.8040.84 1.034+0.09
4li 7K 20 mL/kg « BW
T 8 1.60+£0.89 0.95+0.10
i 4 0.8040.45 0.90+0.05
2.5 g/kg «+ BW
T 7 1.4040.89 1.02£0.19
e 11 2.204+1.09 0.9340.06
GUN:RE S iE 5.0 g/kg « BW
i3 7 1.4040.89 1.0740.08
M 11 2.2040.84 0.9540.18
10.0 g/kg + BW
T 8 1.60+1.14 0.9340.09
- fE 114 22.802210.26 " 0.884-0.06
A1 1t e 40.0 mg/kg + BW i
i3 122 24.,4047.37 0.98+0.05

T SRR IR A L . 22 5 A Gt B L (P<<0.0D)

®10 NNREFEEKROZM

Table 10 The effect of Cigishen capsules on the mouse sperm abnormality test

_ W I 2 T o )
415 il b — \ WK WIBR/ %
T FEE Bk LEE Birg: Wk WE
4k 20.0 mL/kg + BW 8 2 3 52 0 0 0 65 1.304+0.07
2.5 g/kg + BW 5 1 2 54 1 1 2 66 1.324+0.13
B 5.0 g/kg + BW 4 1 0 65 1 0 0 71 1.4240.18
10.0 g/kg + BW 4 3 2 58 1 1 0 69 1.384+0.19
SRR e 50.0 mg/kg « BW 16 4 4 239 4 2 2 271 5.42+0.93* *

T GO L L 22 A G A R L (P<<0.0D),

x1l HNESREMAREENZTE

Table 11  The effect of Ciqishen capsules on the body weight of rats

5 FRE ] /g 0 mg/kg « BW 1 334 mg/kg « BW 2 667 mg/kg « BW 5 334 mg/kg « BW
RE 81.4+2.1 81.6+2.3 81.4+2.5 81.6+2.3
%1 Rk 127.643.7 130.246.1 124.445.4 126.345.0
) %2 K 168.248.2 168.09.6 164.24+11.1 166.547.9
e %03 K 198.6+8.3 201.24+13.7 192.04+12.9 193.9412.2
KT 222.7414.2 223.7+18.3 216.9+18.5 219.5+17.3
ST 141.44+13.1 142.1419.1 135.6417.2 137.9417.0
hE 82.7+3.2 82.6+3.3 82.5+3.3 82.543.5
o501k 137.24+8.2 137.6+9.2 140.149.7 139.14+6.7
" %2 K 187.4+8.5 191.6 6.6 191.3£8.1 190.449.6
ERNERS 258.34+12.7 260.2411.4 257.6418.6 265.5410.3
AT 326.9418.7 331.2414.2 324.7430.5 339.3414.7
M 244.2418.7 248.6+13.7 242.2428.5 256.84+15.1

A ME R % 3 TR AR SXT A A L. W RS B L B R A TS R S X IR L RS R
(P>0.05) .#§ 1% 3 THAR Y BB TR ALY B L. AHlE L(P>0.05) 3 o, 5 B 4 M 5 U A o LU (B v 1 X IR
L B A% 30T A A A AR 25 ) o M BROHCAD A T i AR A L S X IRAIAR LG A G oA T L (P<C0.05) , {H 3% M i 4
TR 50 IRALAR LE L TR G327 3 L (P=>0.05) FRAEAE IE (830 B A - 00 S 3% 5 0045 A B9 U8 B AR
2.5.6 JHEARAE XS AR/ LU R 1S AR AR W R S A% 5 2 M LA IR R AR O A% ) B A A R
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Table 12 The effect of Cigishen capsules on the food intake and food utilization of rats each week

0 mg/kg + BW 1 334 mg/kg « BW 2 667 mg/kg + BW 5 334 mg/kg « BW
I fi /
£ TYFI TYFl TYFl TYFl
JE PR/ g /g B/ g /g

/% M/ % /% /%
1 113.8+4.8 40.7£2.5 116.7+£5.6 41.5%4.0 111.1+6.0 38.8+3.3 114.0+4.4 39.242.7
2 152.8+5.6 26.5+4.5 152.8+4.5 24.7+2.4 152.0+6.1 26.2+3.5 161.3+4.2 24.9+4.1
e 3 150.9+5.8 20.2+3.0 151.2+3.3 21.8+4.0 145.7+1.8 19.0+3.3 148.6+9.1 18.245.0

1 170.2£13.5 14.0%3.5 173.4411.3 12.845.0 171.5£12.2 14.5%4.0 171.3410.8 14.8£2.8
A1t 587.7£21.4  24.0£1.7 594.1437.9 23.9x2.1 580.3438.7 23.3x2.1 595.2424.5 23.142.0

1 122.8+£10.1 44.3%3.2 123.44+10.6 44.6+£4.6 126.948.3 45.313.4 127.9£8.5 44.2+2.4
2 171.5£7.8 29.343.8 175.443.0 30.8+£2.8 175.4£3.4 29.2+1.9 174.1+4.1 29.3+£5.6
T 3 192.2+6.2 37.0E4.4 192.8438.0 35.6£3.9 191.0£9.3 34.616.4 193.945.9 38.8+3.1

4 233.5415.9 29.3x16 236.7£13.8 30.1+4.1 239.6£24.0 27.7x£3.4 251.3x15.6 29.3+£2.4
HiF 720.0£31.7 33.9£1.4 728.3£29.2 34.242.1 732.9433.7  33.0x2.5 747.2123.5 34.4£1.6

#13 FESKRENARILE MK Z MW
Table 13 The effect of Cigishen capsules on the blood routine of rats

# 4/ RBC/(X 1012 « L—1) HGB/(g+ L1 PLT/(X109 « L= 1) WBC/ (X109 « L 1) HCT/ %
(mg + kg~! + BW) [ i U 1t i HE [ e U HE
0 7.53£0.43  8.03£0.70  164.0410.8 173.74+18.2 949158 9964192  4.36£1.00 8.11+1.08 47.5+3.2 50.05.4
1334 7.3040.68  7.8940.24 157.2+12.9 172.74£7.4 8424104 9114121  3.68+1.24 8.83£0.95 45.9+3.2 50.641.7
2 667 7.96+0.61  7.51+0.57 171.5+11.3  165.74+9.6 8424128 10024130  3.76+1.19  7.83+2.14  49.843.5 47.8+3.0
5334 7.6240.64  7.9940.50  165.4+15.9 176.5+£11.4 7764159  889+137  3.2241.22 6.91£2.15 48.4+4.5 52.043.4
H 4/ NEU/ % LYM/ % MON/ % EOS/ % BAS/ %
(mg + kg~ + BW) M i o 1 i i M i W T
0 14.8645.53 11.56+4.14 80.34+6.49 83.40+4.26 3.16+1.06 4.17+1.38 1.64+0.55 0.86+0.41 0.00+0.000.0140.03
1334 18.4549.60 11.7144.11 78.56+10.04 82.61+4.88 1.94+0.87 4.75+1.26 1.05+0.63 0.9240.36 0.004-0.00 0.01-0.03
2 667 17.28+5.16 11.7742.77 79.2045.53 83.83+4.04 2.17+1.23 3.1941.45 1.35+0.44 1.2040.38 0.004-0.00 0.01--0.03
5334 18.0649.44 12.3943.07 77.98+13.08 83.46+3.57 1.63+1.77 3.22+1.12 2.26+2.53 0.92+0.35 0.07+0.220.0140.03

® U HNESEEMNARENEROZM

Table 14 The effect of Ciqgishen capsules on the biochemical indicators of rats

4/ TP/ (g+ LY ALB/(g+ L™ 1) ALT/(U LY AST/(IU « L™ 1) BUN/ (mmol « L™1)
(mg kg '« BW) i '3 HfE i3 HfE i3 W T W T
0 54,7421 53.4+2.1 31.5+1.0 30.24+1.7 31.3+£6.7 32.2+8.2 83.249.7 87.2+11.5 7.48+1.28 4.7540.61
1334 56.54+1.8 52.6+1.1 32.24+1.0 29.940.7 23.8+3.2°736.94£9.3 71.246.17787.549.5 6.67+0.95 4.86+0.98
2 667 56.3+1.9 53.541.7 32.34+1.0 30.340.9 26.6+5.8 34.9+£7.7 86.049.5 84.7410.8 7.32+1.04 5.4240.58
5 334 58.1+3.7 52.242.2 33.1+1.9 29.9+1.0 27.946.3 32.0-8.3 80.74+11.2 80.5+12.4 7.96+1.30 4.9840.83
i &/ CREA/(gmol » L") TG/(mmol « L™')  CHOL/(mmol « L™") GLU/(mmol + L=1)
(mg+kg '« BW) iz L3 i3 i3 T W T
0 35.4+5.7 25.743.4 0.47+0.10 0.7140.24 2.3040.20 2.09+0.25 7.120.76 6.2240.73
1334 31.0+3.9 25.6+3.9 0.374+0.070.6140.24 2.4240.48 2.00+0.32 7.58+0.84 7.01+0.96
2 667 32.243.6 27.6+5.7 0.42+0.10 0.514+0.31 1.9140.49 2.08+0.38 7.45+0.97 6.78+1.65
5334 33.246.4 29.842.6 0.53+0.11 0.5440.21 2.2340.44 1.82+0.24 8.04+0.65 7.78+1.83

Toox o« SIEFIN AL, 2 54 50 X (P<<0.01)
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Table 15 The effect of Ciqishen capsules on the organ weight and the organ / body ratio of rats

i/ A IRE /g /g B/ Cg/ ) M /g
(mg « kg™! « BW) I i M Tft 13 i L i3
0 204.5+10.6 297.3+19.1 6.44+0.57 9.01£0.73  3.14+0.16 3.034+0.12  0.47+0.08 0.6740.12
1334 205.5+16.9 299.6+13.9 6.324+0.67 9.55+0.65 3.07+0.14 3.194+0.14 0.484+0.08 0.74+0.05
2 667 198.64+15.3 293.1+£24.2 6.1440.64 9.20£1.22 3.0840.20  3.134+0.20  0.4740.07 0.7140.15
5 334 202.7+£14.5 306.0£1.5  6.284£0.41  9.57£0.84 3.104£0.15 3.1240.20  0.4940.10 0.6840.08
M/ /1A g/ ) EE/g /R e/
(mg * kg™ ! « BW) e T M i I i3
0 0.24+0.03  0.2340.03  1.5640.09 2.2740.24 0.774£0.04  0.760.06
1334 0.2340.03  0.2540.02  1.59£0.18 2.36£0.12  0.77+0.04  0.7940.05
2 667 0.244+0.02  0.24+0.04 1.56+0.15 2.41+0.21  0.794+0.05 0.8240.04"
5 334 0.24+0.04 0.2240.02 1.614+0.15 2.50+0.16 0.79+0.04  0.82+0.05"
T S IRALAT G . 25 5 A G it L (P<<0.01) .
fl 35 2% 05 X BT b 39 S5 B L (P=0.05) 5%
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