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Different rattan original Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook * f many glucoside that crude drugs draw, Triptery-
gium Wilfordii Hook ° f of producing area, resist contrast, inflammation of function test

WU Jin-quan, PAN Wei-hong( Zhejiang DND Pharmceutical Co. , LTD, Xinchang 312560, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE Compare Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook ° f original Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook ¢ f many glucoside that
crude drugs draw that Zhejiang produce resist similarities and differences, inflammation of function than Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook ¢
f original Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook f many glucoside that crude drugs draw that Hunan produce. METHODS ' Cause inhibition and
Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook f large glucoside of inflammation compare swollen experiment of big mouse agar-agar joint through Triptery-
gium Wilfordii Hook f many glucoside little mouse ear croton oil right. RESULTS  Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook f original Tripterygium
Wilfordii Hook f many glucoside that crude drugs draw that Zhejiang produce resist inflammation to be function better than Tripterygium
Wilfordii Hook * f original Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook * f many glucoside that crude drugs draw that Hunan produce( P < 0. 01).
CONCLUSION Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook ° f original crude drugs that Zhejiang produce superior to Tripterygium Wilfordii Hook
e { former crude drugs that Hunan produce.
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Tab 1 T causes the influence of the inflammation on the ear croton oil of little mouse

=

i 0302701 0206003

Billhe FIEAL S 20me/ kg I 40mg/ kg FEAR T 20mg/ kg =77 40mg/ kg

erm OHRFEAHRE MWk  AHRFEAFRFE WKE O GHRFE AHRE WKE O AFERE AHERFE MiKE

B mg mg % mg mg % mg mg % mg mg %

1 21.7 15.9  36.47 19.5 18.5 15.41 31.7 16.7  89.82 24.6 16.2 51.85
2 26.1 17.6  48.30 24.5 18.9  29.63 29.2 16.7  74.85 27.5 16.6 65.66
3 28.0 16.9  65.68 20.5 18.1 13.26 29.0 16.0  81.25 29.5 18.6 58.60
4 26.1 7.2 51.74 20.5 17.3 18.50 27.9 15.6  78.85 29.7 20.1 47.76
5 33.0 18.7  76.47 23.2 17.7  31.07 31.8 17.2 84.99 23.5 17.2 36.63
6 24.2 16.2  49.38 21.8 16.6  31.33 33.9 18.7  81.28 22.0 16.5 33.33
7 28.8 18.3  57.38 20.7 17.3 19.65 30.5 18.3  66.67 23.2 15.8 46.84
8 25.4 16.1 57.76 22.5 17.2 30.81 29.4 15.9  84.9 22.7 17.0 33.53
9 29.3 17.5  67.4 21.9 16.0  36.88 33.7 17.8  89.33 26.2 16.3 60.74
10 30.2 19.4  55.67 26.4 17.0  54.91 27.1 16.3  66.26 28.2 17.4 62.07
Al 566.25 271.45 798.2 497.01
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Fz3 TEMELSN V =(271.45% +566.25% —497.01% —798.2% )/2 =
Tab 3 Dependability analysis -2.29
BRI [ SR FE F P W =(271.45% - 566.25% +497.01% —798.2% )/2 =
Wi 1 0.52 0.52 38.23 <0.01 -2.98
HROL 078 0.78 57.35  <0.01 ¢ =0.0136 x2.02% x 10 = ( ~2.98)2 =0. 064
4 1 0.000102 0.000102 <1 >0.05
ﬁul‘m 3 1.41 0.47 34.56 <0.01 R=D- antlog(l ° V/W) =40/40 {antlog[ -2.29 x0.301
WE 36 0.49 0.0136(s2) +(-2.98)1}=1.70
J5) 39 4.42 0.11
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S, =0.301 + ( —2.98)> + (1 —0.064) x SQRT {10 x
0.0136 x [(1 -0.0136) x ( —=2.98)* + ( =2.29)*]} =
0. 04997

R FL = antlog[ logl. 70 + (1 = 0. 064) + 2. 02 x
0.04997] =1.40~2.22

RMIFL% =(2.22 = 1.40) + (2 x1.70) x 100%
24.12%
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Tab 4 T Impact on big mouses agar-agar arthritis

FE 8l FH AN Ch) P R4S % + sCmm)
M mg/kg V)
ip M 0.5 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
YR 10 4.6+0.2 4.9:0.3 6.9+0.4 7.5+0.3 8.0+0.4 8.0+0.3 = 7.6+0.4 7.4£0.3
(2% 13 80) (00 -9 £0. -9£0. .520. .0 0. .0=0. .6 %0. .4+0.

0302701 CHFVL) 40 10

0206003CiF) 40 10 4.6+0.2 4.8+0.3

3.3£0.2%473.4£0.24"3.6+0.34"3.820.2%" 4.0+0.5°"4.5+0.6°"%4.820.6%** 4.9 £0.5%" "

4.8+0.24%5.1+0.3%% 5.5+0.4%% 5.8+0.4%% 6.0+0.32 6.0+0.4%

7 15 0206003 tb, * P <0.01, ** P <0.001; 564 LL, 2P <0.01, 24P <0.001
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Tab 5 T Influence with swollen granulation to the big mouses cotton ball

wo P55 M 5 MR meke AR T F L P i Ut
ipx7d x +s(mg) %
X AL 10 40.2 +3.2
0302701 CHfiT) 10 40 10.6 +1.22~ 6.9 <0.001 73.6
0206003 Cil ) 10 40 15.4+1.5% 5.8 <0.001 65.1

7 50206003 Lk, * P <0.01; 564, 4P <0.001
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