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Effect of Qiangguyin on Collum Femoris of the Ovariectomized Rats in the Area of Histomorphome

LI Chun-wen( The Second Affiliated Hospital of Haerbin Medcine University, 150086, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To observe the effect of Qiangguyin on cllum femoris of the ovariectomized rats in the area of histomor-
phone. METHODS Randomly to divide the ovariectomized SD rats into the Qiangguyin group and the Fushanmei group, each group
20 rats and use the Qiangguyin and Fushanmei separetly. In the course of treatment,at 1.5,3,4.5,6 months, the rats were killed, and
have the collum femoris was taken for the detection and analysis of the histomorphome index. RESULTS The Fushanmei index of the
1.5 and 3 months is good than that of the Qiangguyin. The 4.5 months index is close between Qiangguyin and Fushanmei. The Qiang-
guyin index of the 6 months is better than that of the Fushanmei. CONCLUSION Qiangguyin has a significant effect on osteoporosis
in the mid and later treatment course. The mechanism probably reluted with the stimulating effect of osteogenesis and inhibition of oste-
oclast activity.

KEY WORDS: Qiangguyin; histomorphometry; osteoporosis
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R EREMEE SD KR 30 T = 2y K2 sh i se g vh
LAY, 4 230 ~280 go
1.2 #¥)

TRTT AT VSR O, AR 22 AT 3 I B 45 12
e, X A 1 BTG R AN 3% 28D, AL 2 v A4l
2 RWAE
2.1 o4l

BEALHEE SD K R4 ey 4L 2 AN B4, /N1 4% 10
W, R Ih R CRJE 10 ) Va7 A 2524 B 581
BAE210 mg + kg™, XML 210 mg + kg™, AT 150 mg
kg 'SR 12 BE, B, R IKEEE IR 2 mL, 1.5 N H 1T
FRo XIRAL 1 FIAR 555, B BRYD AR il 24 A B ) S 4L, )
470.90 mg « kg™ B UGHER L 1.5 AN 1 IE RS xR4T
2 A A4,

2.2 WAL

AFA 9K TR 500 mL 2047, FFIK 2 mLo A 55—,
VAT 150 mL 2B B R K, A7k 2 mo
2.3

G 5 PIBRE : M 5k SD MEE R B, 3% [ LG 24k (40
mg + kg D IR P RRIE, RO, RO 7, DIIT IR, 5540
FHPIBRON S . REEH PR H# 3 & B HRER 1 mL, KRG
10 2.

2.4 KLFERITH]

W 1.
F1 AsEE

Tab 1 Time putting into death

T Bl LS W
/R 1.5 3 45 6

PRI 20 5 5 5 5 HIEAS RS

2L 20 5 5 5 5 HIEAS RS

A 20 5 5 5 5 B R

2.5 [HE*

WEBE S S s B SUUL DA 95 88 5 — N FR A TN AR A
o, ZEENE . PR B > EULA, AR R AR . R E
85, WK, B, A, AR5 RIE B, B
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rp LR N 242 2% 7 2007 4E 8 H A5 24 B4 4 1)

I

HNE K,
HAAFR > B BV/TV =100 * B. ar/T. ar
‘B /NgEJE R Th. Th = (B. ar/B. pm) ( [1/2)
BN Th. N = (B. Pm/T. ar) # 10
H/NZEEEE Th. sp = (1000 * T. ar — B. ar)/B. pm
3 LWER
W2 FE 4.
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Tab 2 The comparison of index in 1.5 months

i

W ks ST AL o4l ZH

BV/TV/%  20.20£0.27  32.01 £0.27"  18.23+0.24
Th. Th/wm  50.00+0.43  70.23 £0.15"  86.57 +0.27
Th.SP/um  247.92+3.18  212.86+2.29" 218.05+3.72

TR SRE IR AL SRR AL LR, VP <0.05

Note: Compared with Fosamax group, '’ P <0.05

F3I INABERAGREZARAIEN ST EFHST
B Eh AL

Tab 3  The comparison of index in 3 months

W5 by R R [EE S| E|

BV/TV/% 33.95+0.19 48.60 +0.19"  11.24 +0.29
Th. Th/pm  74.15£0.34  90.00£0.28" ~ 49.89 +0.30
Tb. SP/pm  175.15+3.01  137.00 £1.24" 240.73 +0.29

TR SR AL S A SR AL L, P <0.05

Note: Compared with Fosamax group, > P <0. 05

Fd ASHNABERALSEELZARETEN ST EER
R B L 2%

Tab 4 The comparison of index in 4.5 months

W E by SR A3 2L A

BV/TV/%  53.93x0.16  55.35+0.22"  9.11£0.28
Tb. Th/pum  91.54 +0.24  112.14 £0.24"  33.34+0.31
Th. N/wm 0.05 +0.02 0.06+0.29"”  0.04 +0.24

TE s B RS R L 4L, U P <0.05

Note: Compared with Fosamax group, '’ P <0. 05

x5 6NABERAEREZARFAFHS U EFHET
#y R

Tab 5 The comparison of index in 6 months

ek g7 S AL Hi i 4l 2 H

BV/TV/%  71.96+0.24  63.72£0.28"  7.46+0.19
Th. Th/wm  143.02+0.24  134.39£0.31"  24.3920.37
Th. N/pm 0.07 +0.26 0.08+0.89"”  0.03 +0.16

FF s BB AL SRR L 4L, U P >0.05
Note: Compared with Fosamax group, '’ P >0. 05

B Fehs A & =5 o, FES LA LA SPSS 7.5 3K 4F3E4T ¢
g, LA P <0.05 ARk 72 e A g P b e DL E&R
R R B R $E 95% T AE X ] .
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