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Study on the biological assay of herba leonuri III related observation of fresh Herba Leonuri capsules and
Herba Leonuri fluid extracts in biological potency and clinical effect

YANG Ming-hua, WANG Rong-rong( Zheijang Provinical Institute of Chinese Materia Medica , Hangzhou 310023 , China)

ABSTRACT :OBJECTIVE To observe the relationship between FHLC and HLFE in biological potency and clinical effect and test the accu-
racy of the biological assay of Herba Leonuri. METHOD In the light of establishing effective pattern. Survey the potency of FHLC and
HLFE , do the observation of their clinical effect and compare the results . RESULTS The biological potency of FHLC and HLFE are (0 .0527
£0.0031)u/ g and (0.0427 £0.0029) u/ g respectively . The difference was significal ( P <0 .05) .Clinical trial showed that the effect of con
tracting uterus of FHLC is better than that of HLFE.CONCLUSION There is a positive relationship between biological potency and clinical
effect on FHLC and HLFE.

KEY WORDS :fresh Herba Leonuri capsules( FHLC) ; Herba Leonuri fluid extracts ( HLFE) ;biological potency ;clinical effect ; relationship

( Leonurus japonicus  Houtt) s 20010512, s
( 1mL 0.205¢g ).
’ 6 NaCl ,KCl ,NaHCOy ,Ca(l, , ,
1.2
, ,SD R R (200 =
, 20)g. ,
1 2001001
1.1 1.3
, XWTD 264 , ,
0529-9801 , 0.2% 1u/ 501 ,
mL , 4-~8T R 0. 2
0lu/ mL . 2.1
, 120010415 , 021
, ( 1mL 180 ~220g ,
0.205g ). , . . 1.0g,

0, (50 /min),

(398513)
., .39, , s s

124 - Chin JMAP ,2004 April , Vol .21 No .2 2004 4 21 2
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Tab 1 The standard marks of recovering uterus
2 3
<1 1-2 >2
<15d 15 ~20d >20d
7d <5cm 6~7cm >7Tcm
7d <10cm 11 ~13cm Zl4cm
7dB  ( ) <30cm 31 ~39cm 240cm
3 3
3.1 Tab 3 Analysis on the biological assay DV of FHLC
2 1 F p
1 130.7 1.9 >0.05
Tab 2 The first time biological assay data of FHLC and HLFE 1 4537 5 66 .6 <0.05
(‘mL) (mL) (mL) 1 60 .2 0.9 >0.05
0.6 0.42 0.6 0.42 0.6 0.42 ’ 13761 S <005
56 37 35 21 45 29 20 68 .2 /
69 33 59 28 67 4 L@ (P>0.05) @
77 40 61 26 73 32
71 36 60 31 58 33 (P<0.05),®
(mm)y 81 47 56 25 71 47 (P>0.05). @ ; ,
68 45 57 22 61 47
Y 422(T,) 238(T) 328(Ty) 153(T) 375(S)) 229(S) Py =0.0lu/ mL(0.964 -
(31 1.161) =0.00964 - 0.01161 u/ mL; mL
s 3. 0.205g s P; =
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(0.00964 - 0.01161)/0.205 u/ g =0.0470 - 0.0566 u/g, g g 0.0426u ,
0.0515u s 10.2% .
9.3%.
s Pr = 3 s 4, t
(0.00783 - 0.00961) /0.205 u/g=0.0382- 0.0469 u/g,
4
Tab4 Assay on biological potency of FHLC and HLFE
(u/g)
3 RSD
1 2 3
0.0515 0.0497 0.0569 0.0527 £0 .0031" 0.059
0.0426 0.0391 0.0463 0.0427 £0 .0029 0.068
D P<0.05
Note : Compare with HLFE:!") P <0 .05
6 s 7d
3 RSD 0.1,
3.2 s
5,
6. 5 s
5 ,
Tab 5 The total symptom integral of the treated and control group 7d
xts t
30 10.67 £0 .87 1.60 ’
30 11.07 £1 .06 \
[1] ) , ,
6 (1) — [J1.
Tab 6 Single symptom comparison of the treated and control group ,2002 ,25(5) :333 .
($%s) (TEs)« ¢t P [2] ; ; ;
1.00 +0 .00 1.0020.00  0.00 >0.05 (I —
[J1. ,2002 ,25(6) :409 .
1.47 £0 .62 1.47.%0 .50 0.00 >0.05 (3] ' [ M]. 1987 .1 :
17 £0.37 1.50 %0 .62 2.53 <0.05 271 .
1.00 %0 .00 1.03£0.18 1.02 >0.05 :2003-04-10
B y ( 1.00 £0.00 1.07%0.25 1.46 >0.05
1.03%0.18 1.00 %0 .00 1.02 >0.05
.00 £0 .00 1.00 20 .00 0.00 >0.05
1.00 £0.00 1.00 20 .00 0.00 >0.05
1.00 %0 .00 1.00 %0 .00 0.00 >0.05
.00 £0 .00 1.00 20 .00 0.00 >0.05
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