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The comparative study on powder bag and decoction of traditional Chinese drugs

LI Jiarrkai' , DUAN Shuying' , LI Baofeng’, LI Li' ,ZHAO Yuam wen' (1. Central Hospital of Changging

Petrolum Exploration Bureau , Qingyang 745101 , China ;2 . The First People’ s Hospital of Qingyang, Qingyang 745000 , Chi-

na)

ABSTRACT :OBJECTIVE To evaluate the developing future of the powder bag of Chinese drug. METHOD

The difference be-

tween the powder bags and decoction of 20 traditional Chinese drugs in dry weight and contents of extract dissolved in water were

compared . RESULTS It has been proved that the traditional Chinese drugs containing tannin or acid or plants of fruits and leaves

were suit to be prepared powder bag, while the traditional Chinese drugs containing mineral or the plants of flowers-were suit to be

prepared decoction. The other four drugs can be prepared both powder bag and decoction . CONCLUSION Itis worthwhile to de-

velope the powder bag of Chinese drug further.
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Tab 1

of extract dissolved in water

The results of difference bet ween the powder bags and decoction of 20 traditional Chinese drugs in dry weight and contents
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