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X BEE AV GAWER FEH
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(1) Btk o)

&K+ Cyperi Rhizoma 6.0
Cyperus rotyndus L.

= # Scirpi Rhizoma
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Sparganium stoloniferum Buch—Ham.

#E Jt Zedoariae Rhizoma 4.0
Curcuma zedoaria Rose.

#7%Z 8§ Paeoniae Radix 4.0
Paeonia lactiflora Pall.

853 Paeoniae Radix 4.0
Paeonia lactiflora Pall.

% & Angelicae gigantis Radix 4.0
Angelica sinensis Diels

¥ K Avurantii immatri Pericarpium 4.0
Citrus tangernia Hort. ’

B ¥ Linderae Radix 2.8
Lindera strychnifolia Villar

£ 1t Carthami Flos 2.0
Carthamus tinctorius L.

# A& Caesalainiae Lignum 2.0
Caesalpinia sappan L.

A H Cinnamomi cortex Spissus 2.0
Cinnamomum cassia Presl
. Total amount 38.8

(2) mokEStEASE

&EHF Cyperi Rhizoma _ 10.0
Cyperus rotundus L.
& & Angelicae gigantis Radix 4.0

Angelica sinensis Diels

#*%%E Paconiae Radix 4.0

Paeonia lactiflora Pall.

= # Scirpi Rhizoma 4.0
Sparganium stoloniferum: Buch—

Ham.

% Jit Zedoariae Rhizoma 4.0
Curcuma zedoaria Rose.

*#FE Corydalis Tuber 4.0
Corydalis yanhusuo W. T. Wang

B ¥ Linderae Radix 4.0
Lindera strychnifolia Villar

# /K Caesalainiae Lignum 4.0
Caesalpinia sappan L.

& 1= Persicae Semen 4.0
Prunus persica Batsch

$¥%FH  Moutan cortex Radicis 40"

Paeonia suffruticosa Andr.

ARIE Pteropi Faeces 3.0
Trogopterus xanthipes

#T 1t Carthami Flos 3.0
Carthamus tinctorius L.

B ¥ Cinnamomi cortex Spissus 3.0
Cinnamomum cassia Presl

EE(D®E) Zingiberis Rhizoma 2.0

Zingiber officinalae Rosc.
4 W Zingiberis Rhizoma Crudus 40
Zingiber officinalae Rosc.
Total amount 61.0

2) Wl B

(1) BHH#B KENE RERGREA)
o R

A9 ERAB 2085 o& 77628 MY
o WK 101 o & 500mle 2[E 263H]
4 m@md sty R5EAY WEKS RiEd

o RS hii4y 172.59g(KBE 22.29

%)& Aol o] WhRelAH LER 3+ BEQ2
f5/60kge AfE BEEo 2 3o oA 56
AES SRE:2 31, BRES 13HES
ERE=2 )2 ABsld ERANS

(2) MEREFRBERE KBNS RERRK
B)s| HAY )

ol mekERWEE 2008 o9& 1220g¢
fyIsel FWA 101 ¥ BWE 500mlz 20
2654 s sl RIIEAYT BKE B
faste] MY Mty 192.59g (83 15.
79%)E o] o] KRolA HEZ 3= RE
(285/60kg & A BSIEo 2 3o 0|79 5
f& RS BBEE 3lx, HREY 135K
< ERER )= ﬁjﬁf}cﬁ ER skl o

3) BY S

K5l HAT Bpe PRy ICRR 8
B 18~22g9 AFA($), Spraque Dawley#
f8HE 170~210g9] AAE Ao BR
ERH (=R o B& T4 tigshdA

—214—



2580 WRE B EEAZ % R
o KBS #708 BRI e § 24+2
CToll A M 345 o

2.5 %

1) R&EH

(1) EEBE™

Whittles] Jjgkoll =te} 43 Sole]d 18
o2 3o AT 0.48/kg % 1.441g/kegS,
BE B¥ 0.535g/kg ¥ 1.605g/kgS &OH
Balx 309 %ol 0.7% BERAEAEKEK O.
Iml/10g& MEEW HG 3t HERFE B
BAEABKKRLS EHR, HEES
aminopyrine 100mg/kg-S #¥E3lo] HESS

o MRS 105 el 1095 writhing -

syndrome®| $HES BIE 3ok

(2) #REMEERk

Randall—Selitto 2] JFikol wel 33 18-S
5ule]2 sfed 1% dextrang O0.lml/ratd
BRRE] RS RAND & 457}
7 gy s EHE ¥ RERE Basile
Analgesy 'Meter—7200(Ugo—Basile Co. Ita-
ly)ez mMEs KRB delle KiF
RES BAfEe #bs BESNS REAS
048/kg W 1.44lg/kgg, HIWBE 0.535g/kg
3 1.605g/kg-S ERE HH 18R Rl &
O# s o

= kM 1% carrageenin % 5%
acetic acids HEH3I o FL Hkez
Bl fEAS BRS

2) gm{,ﬁmﬂ'ﬂ)

CEBA Ze Fikdl =zt A 1HE 6uie
2 34 typhoid. vaccine(KPC) 0.05ml/100g
& RBMES EHT % BB AL Odsg/ke
o 1.441g/kgS, WEBE 0.535g/kg ¥ 1.

605g/kg€ RO of3 1M MRz
ARSR] 5o EREES TN HBE
o aminopyrine 0.1g/kg€ A3 HK
B '

Smith %] kol wet VA FHKT
of| salinedl] Xi& /‘ii(l 15% %A} (orien-
tal B TH) 15ml/kge R THEH T 168%
M % & 178500 o= HIBEE 1CL
£ ERI AFHE RAHS W EASA
o} 178:% 8K A+ 048g/kg ¥ 1.441g/
kg€, W¥EB+ 0.535g/kgy 1.605g/kg€ &
n#FEdn ¥R 18R KYe 4RI 1
K Koz EREES WEs

3) ARER

(1) EFEePE™

27 501 & 182 3o 5% BMAR
AMK 0.1ml/rats HERHE K TEHS
FES FHAAT 5% HBREFEAWMK &
5 1E5f 1ol WA+ 048g/kg o 1.441g
/kg &, BEBE 0.535g/kg F 1.605g/kg&
ORI, 18R MR 4RRSA 8
Yo 2 HERES &AM volume difference

-meter(Ugo Basile Co. Italy) 2 BlE 395, &

EEmEL o5 Aoz HHdsc

pEEmE=ETFCx100(%)

EC: BB THHNS BER

ET: RERTEHK EAFR

(2) Carrageenin JZfE®

EAR %o Fkol &3 A SuigE 1#
28 3o 1% carrgeenindHAEK 0.1ml/
rats KRR RTEHIC RES 8
AA (1) BBZERRS F—8 HiEez
BB RS BES AT PEENES
Elslgen], HE#ols aspirin 200mg/kg
£+ RN BRI

(3) Dextran JZ[E®
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%M %o FHikol] =tk A SuielE 1F
2.2 & 1% dextran 0.1ml/ratg hE: 2R
of RTHSHY FEST FRAA (1) &
MPEXRS -3 Hko: ZFEHENES
B st Bl fFRE BEAN

(4) AmR EEWH ]

Bl &9 ikl =t fF 5ebeE 1R
o2 3o FiH 2¢ HE & Scme HFY
o2 A3 2 KT R SmlE EAL 9
+ 2450 el ERFCIVS 2% CMC—
Na Sml/rat§& K THH I KREF < BE
A 0.120g/rat ¥ 0.360/rat, ¥ B 0.134g/
rat ¥ 0.40lg/rat-g HEH 3 BRI}
Ho#eBF - aspirin 0.03g/rat-§ H 43t H¥
3l et

RS 6B%R8 kol ether2 RifFsln
CMCES 324 2ol x23 4ol
¥ H RS —8 FIEAS #RE 1ml
o TurkZHX#(Glacial acetic acid 3ml, 1%
Gentiana violet 1ml, D. W 100ml) 9ml-& jné&}
o o 55 fFRAA RET % Improved
Neubauer Hemocytometer& {#f bo] BRGNS
T(x100)ol A AmIREKE HAESIA

4) Endotoxin 5% WEe&) mMBLEC] HB
fER®

Schoendorf #9] Fisol] #dle] A 50}
2% 1#os 3 R A 1441g/ks 2 B
¥ B 1.605g/kgS BOHFAI}D 1k &R
1815 endotoxin(Eschelichea Coli 055;Bs
Difcoitt) 0.lmg/kgg 87 BERol H4sH
glch. &4 4B¥RY %ol pentobarbnital KifETF
ol LR M 3131 o ,

mrp fibrin EEY R (FDP)-2 FDPL test
set( R BER) S AT Latex BRELRMEE
22 RIE}AL, HBRYE < aspirin 200mg
/kg € RS

FDP RE# : A HKHRE) H plasmin
B 0.04mlE Y2 o] FmA RBRE m
® Imlg do| F4] B3l B4 3057
M Bl kel &L 2HE(3000rpm, 104) 3o
miFS SR niFe BRBEBARes
5, 10, 20, 40, 80, 1602 WML & /B
B8 0.07mle} Latex HE 0.04mi(1¥)-E
slidetfiioll T 3led MMtz Miksin
slideiR & 22H A4 A4 Ko Z
Aol =& 3l 25tkel KERS BRI B
#e Jebd HBE B BES vEbiA
Ue HAE Bitez AR ol Reos
HESAt

Mm% < fibrin % fibrinogen FREY
(FDP)<} #MpE=0.5xN(ug/ml)

N: B 2 REHEEN

5) WHF=EOl B EFBH®

BRI M 279 B\l MHTE w3
% WEE YMstL FEE st Aol
# 3cm=2 FEEXE el stdd. BEXE 37
CE HEB3 Locke Ringer Solution(Macl 9g,
Kcl 0.42g, Cacl, 0.24g, Mgcl, 0.2g, NaHCO; 0.
5g, glucose 0.5g/1)o] Eo] Ut BEHE A
o Magnusikol] =g} BRESIn 95% 0.9 5
% CO. Eigass A4 HiGdl 05g9 &
e F44 BREA 9 BE Ay FE9
B 85EEhol 23t #LE kymograph HESEHK

kol HERSEh

FElkiERQ oxytocin 5x107U/ml =

‘PGF1x1077g/ml2.  @E 3 ABMoE

FEHS KEA] REANE Bk B8
<+ BRsigich -

6) HEHBIER

588 <} ICRA mouseel] sarcoma 1807%#H
B8 1x107%ell/moused MBRERACl B st
Fe FHA % BKS #@RRRENAA &
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FREE BRId FHLEFAN EGRS
R sich NEBL salined HEAAT HR 2. BRYR
B B A 1441g/kg % H¥ B 1.605/kg '
< §A8 1@ 148K SofRsgas 308 AN A4 B (Fig.5), (Fig. 6).
M BEduc ,
MST(medium survival time) | & B+ 3. BRER

|
IL S(increase in MST over control) : ¥E#r 1) HAEFMER
H=(T/C—1)x100(%) 2 PAA A(Table 1), (Table. 2)
T : KERES MST (Table 3).
C: ¥mEte} MST 2) gMER EENHIER
A @A A 4 (Table 4).
T Be R AR 4. mBLEO] St HR
1. SHBBR A= %A 4 A Z(Table 5).
1) BB 5. HHF=0 HE WP
2= FA A4 B =(Fig. 1)
2) BEEmEk A BA A A%(Fig. 7-1), (Fig. 7-2

AR AA4 A% (Fig. 2), (Fig. 3), (Fig. 4).  Fig. 7--3)

Control

S—A 0.480g/kg
S—A 1.441g/ke

5—B 0.535g/kg

S—B.1.605g/kg

Aminopyine
0.1g/kg

] ] Il - ]
T

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Frequences of writhing syndrome
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Fig. 1. Analgesic effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichool—

pajing— Tang by the acetic acid stimulating method in mice

“ : Statistically significant compared with control group
(** : p<0.01 and *** : p<0.001)
"Sample A : Guichoolpajing— Tang

Sample B . Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang

Table 1. Anti—inflammatory effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang on

acetic acid edema of the rat hind paws

Groups Dose No.of Paw swelling percent after injection of acetic acid
(g/kg,p.0) Animals 1 2 3 4 5(hr)-
control - 5  833+12.93 1205+ 6.15 126.2+10.01 127.5+11.33 121.4+6.509
sample A 0.480 5 70.2+£10.72 107.3+ 7.93 113.6+ 9.25 1195+10.09 120.0+9.07
1.441 5 728+ 7.06 84.9+10.56* 103.3+ 6.39 111.0+10.24 116.5+9.46
sample B 0.535 5 75.1+ 9.25 105.4%£10.25 107.7+ 8.72 1164+10.31 118.0+8.94
1.605 5 66.9+10.86 80.3+ 9.65** 98.7+ 6.53* 109.5+ 7.69 112.518.33

a) . Values shown are Mean+Standard error of groups
* : Statistically significant compared with controlgroup

(*;p<0.05 and **;p<0.01)

Sample A . Guichoolpajing— Tang, Ssmple B . Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang

6. FEHBR

21w A4 4 =(Table 6).

3. % K

BREEB Y MREARES S ELf

Mol Mheel ol BAM HEKAN FMmaE

2 @3 A, WT. ARE B %ol £=
FRES Rhegiesrannung ' Brossy
< 2oz Bitol FE MHHL KkE
FESHP BES F B O $9 Eo
2 HEES Sopressm

(ARABAY F7)

ool FHE EMTWMBS MEMNUAS

o] EER¥KES BiERI] 3y HYRRE
fete] el 85, B, HK RoR, B
HFE H fFA 2 HNEBFHS L&
Rt

EEEs FAT @ERR WEdA Jift
WG ¥ ISREDLREE RRERER =
7t BRR il HEH 3l writhing
syndrome MFHRE Jeligdes, Bi%
A SRERREES HEHA Halo 4271
%, MSREDRUES BRERRTFLE 2456%
o MHHRE BEY 4+ o ERmmE
SRERY BiFSE

Randall—Seltiogkell k3 #R7H Kol =
M2 1% carrgeenin, 5% acetic acid&
Emste EREmE 2 MRELBRES
FHEHRE BRGL BRRARY mMokE
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Pain Threshold(x3g)
8

—
w
1

10~

T

0 1 15 2 3 4(hr)

~=- Control ~—S5—A0480g/kg —-~S—A 1l.441g/kg
- S—B 0.535g/kg -+ S—B 1.605g/kg -+~ Aminopyine 0.1g/kg

Fig. 2. Analgesic effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichool—
pajing— Tang on pressure pain threshold of rat hind paws
induced inflammation by 1% dextran.

* . Statistically significant compared with control group
(* : p<0.05, ** : p<0.01 nd *** : p<0.001)

Sample A : Guichoolpajing— Tang

Sample B : Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang

Table 2. Anti—inflammatory effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamlgulchoolpajmg— Tang on
carrageening edema of the rat hind paws

Groups Dose No.of Paw swelling percent after injection of carrageening
(g/kgp.0) Animals 1 2 3 4 5(hr)
control - 5 44.51+6.20 74914.28 88.0+5.37 87.1£6.32 86.9+5,11%
sample A  0.480 5 40.3+5.76 68.7+5.32 74.5+5.94 78.2+6.29 7744536
1.441 5 454155 57.2+4.95* 66.8+4.57* 65.91+4.50* 69.1+5.95*
sample B 0.535 5 43.81+2.94 67.6+5.91 72.6£5.90 75.1+£4.95 78.6+6.22
1.605 ° 5 46.2+1.83 55.215.81* 66.2+5.38* 65.8 +4.50* 69.81+3.67*
Aspirin 0.2 5 425+2.24 46.54£4.75*** 48.615.05*** 65.8+4.50*** 69.8+3.67***

a) : Values shown are Mean xStandard error of groups
* ! Statistically significant compared with controlgroup
(*;p<0.05 and **;p<0.01 and ***;p<0.001)
Sample A . Guichoolpajing— Tang, Saniple B : Gamiguichoolpajing— Teng
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l%CaInm Sm;ple

Pain Threshold(x3g)
8 .

20
15 . v v v v
0 1 15 2 3 4(hr)
-= Control -+ S—A0480g/kg - S—A 1.441g/keg

-=- S-B 0.535g/kg *~ S—B 1.605g/kg -+ Aminopyine 0.1g/kg

Fig. 3. Analgesic effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichool—
pajing— Tang on pressure pain threshold of rat hind paws '
induced inflammation by 1% carrageening
* : Statistically significant compared with control group
(* : p<0.05, ** : p<0.01 and *** ; p<0.001)

Sample A : Guichoolpajing— Tang
Sample B : Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang

Table 3. Anti—inflammatory effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang on
dextran edema of the rat hind paws

Groups Dose No.of Paw swelling percent after injection of acid
(g/kg,p.0) Animals 1 2 3 4 " 5(hr)
control - 5 . 30.2+1.41 67.9+503 68.9+4.29 56.6+4.47 49.9+4.369

sample A 0.480 5 27.5+3.02 62.7+5.24 60.0+4.70 55.2+5.39 48.514.09
1.441 5 23.9+3.77 49.3+4.37* 60.4+534 525591 44.2+4.96
sample B 0.535 5 28.2+3.43 60.6+5.45 59.3+4.75 54.71+4.26 47.6+5.28
1.605 5 26.9+£2.99 45.8+4.74** 54.0+5.39* 49.0+559 38.61+4.64

a) : Values shown are Mean+Standard error of groups
* : Statistically significant compared with controlgroup
(*;p<0.05 and **;p<0.01)
Sample A . Guichoolpajing— Tang, Sample B : Gamtgmchoolpa]mg— Tang
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¢ 5% Acetic acid

Pain Threshold(x3g)

15

0 1 15 2 3 4(ho)
-=~ Control ~S—A 0.480g/kg -~ S—A 1.441g/kg
= S—B 0.535g/kg -+ S—B 1.605g/kg -+« Aminopyine 0.lg/kg

Fig. 4. Analgesic effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichool—
pajing— Tang on pressure pain threshold of rat hind paws
induced inflammation by 5% acid
* : Statistically significant compared with control group
(* : p<0.05, ** : p<0.01 and *** : p<0.001)

Sample A : Guichoolpajing— Tang
Sample B : Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang

Table 4. Effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang on the leukocyte emigra-
tion into the CMC. air—pouch of rats

Groups Dose No.of No. of Leukocytes Emigratedfter .  inhibition
(g/rat, s.c) Animagls /mm® of Pouch Fluid percent
control - 5 7230712 -
sample A 0.120 5 6,950+612 3.87
0.360 5 6,750+547 6.64
sample B 0.134 5 6,840+622 5.39
0.401 5 6,520 £585 9.82
Aspirine  0.03 5 3,840 +642** 46.89

a) . Values shown are Mean iStandérd error of groups
* : Statistically significant compared with controlgroup(p<0.01)
Sample A : Guichoolpajing— Tang, Sample B . Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang
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Va%ccf Sarlnple

ks T T r— r
~15 0 1 2 3 4(hr)

-4

-=- Control —- S—A 0.480g/kg -= S—A 1.441g/kg
- S—B 0.535g/kg -+ S—B 1.605g/kg -+~ Aminopyine:0.1g/kg

Fig. 5. Antipyretic effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichool—
pajing— Tang on the typhoid vaccine induced fever in rats
* . Statistically significant compared with control group
(* : p<0.05, **:p<0.01 and *** : p<0.001)
Sample A : Guichoolpajing— Tang
Sample B : Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang

Table 5. Effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang on Endotoxin—Induced
Disseminated Intravascular Coagulation in rats

Groups Dose No. of FDP inhibition
(g/kg, p.o) Rats (zg/ml) : percent
Normal - 5 0.11+0.922 -
Control - 5 4.7210.87 -
Sample A 1.441 5 2.7240.93 42.37
Sample B 1.605 5 2.14+0.81* 54.66
Aspirine 0.2 5 1.96 +0.58* 58.47

a) Values shown are Mean +Standard error of groups
* : Statistically significant compared with controlgroup(P <0.01)
Sample A : Guichoolpajing— Tang, Sample B . Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang
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TE% Yeasl, Saole

-16 0 1

2 3 4w

-w=— Control —— S—A 0.480g/kg
-~ S—B 0.535g/kg -« S—B 1.605g/ke

- S—A 1.441g/keg

Fig. 6. Antipyretic effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichool—
pajing— Tang on the 15% &ests induced fever in rarts
* : Statistically significant compared with control group
(* : p<0.05, ** : p<0.01 and *** ; p<0.001) '
Sample A : Guichoolpajing— Tang V
Sample B : Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang

Teble 6. Effect of Guichoolpajing— Tarig and Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang on Lifespan of mice im-
planted intraperitoneally with Sarcoma 180

Groups Dose No. of MST ILS
(g/kg, p.o) Animals (Day) (%)
Control - _ 16 16 -
Sample A 1.441 16 16 31.58
Sample B 1.605 16 16 36.84

Sample A . Guichoolpajing— Tang, Sample B . Gamiguichoolpajing— Tang

NHAS SRERRRS HEE A: £H
BAfE ERFAS 2ol mSKEMEMB I
de] B & KRS ehiglor) %
AAE EMHmABY BE REHozH
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BMS dih 9% EHEx2 MRk <%
BUEERS BN v Ydedd, BEE £Me
BIR ) AH R paconole] @AIEAS, B
o] 4% paeoniflorin® SEIEAC] Aotz
HiE $x
2 fFAe] e Aoz gejA gleme®s
s ol2) gl Bel MAM fERCl k3
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EEROER7T vehdes ez B,
FJel BHE mok¥e A WS HKE
pigrstsled 7 BAMS AEEe BEs
A %83t '

XRes BMA7: FHEo=Res @R

(heat puncture)oll oj3 Jjk# ME REE
aESe & Hikol Ak BAMBRA Ao
A Qe HaE =S typhoid vaccinent-g
FHET HEHS FAY FRWREST et
stoo], FMHEABRY NRELREE QR
HRES By #E % 1, 2pHA HEE
(P<0.05)e] eSSt BAMS] £RE
vdehdz] oiokel 15% EREERE ZHRAY
K5l A= BHRA &k SRS SRE
PR KM, MREINEAE SRERR
B2 1, Mo FEL(P<0.05)E 2o
REDLEAIBS MAIEHl £ HEHA 4
egtev @hHe FEES BEHA g%
ot ERRAEST MRl BY b FHF
g MAEMCl dow MUkEME BB
ke BWFAKRE 2 fFHol de*?

BRBEA dodAdc BAR HB/E 7
(ol o3t} EMWAE 2 MKEIRRES
250 RREEEY BEEMEAC] HEBEA K
o MHsle] FNBME | MRERBEES
BREHRFANT FEKE BESAT B
BEEC SloiAd+ BRWmEE &E 295
% MSRERBEAB-S 33.4%9 MEGRE
el 95, carrageeninfRfE W dextraniPfi
ol SJdME BMEMBE B\ 24% 2 27
% TIBRERMMWEMBES 27% W 33%9] MEiw%
e Jelvio] mokEREABS] PEMHK
27 piFdgch amBR REMHKRRREA
A BREAE o MokELRAS RERE
25 HEH WES AmNEE B G
fdov RS BEAR W3t

RIES £EMHe s FHEY + A BFEE
e W) M 4o BHRREo2 8
AR, B, £F o JiERke ERS e
WP, EERES © FERNR 98 @l
o] # % ¥ mEsEel FAMITE © ghX
o &, W @ MY BE, AFEE
M Rasled, KB JMERES X
M sz I FlRC) 93] chemical media-
tor7t HFIE R HTEM FES £
faol BB ™. chemical mediatorv HBIER
B HAdde HEE amino acidel hista-
mine, serotonin, polypeptide?] bradykinin, =
dlol] kallikrein, plasmin % t$o] Bi=slo] st
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Abstract

Studies on the Effect of Guichoolpajing— Tang
‘and Gamiguichoolpajing —Tang

Seog Ho Song, 0.M.D, Byoung Key Song, O.M.D and Kyoung Sup Lee, 0.M.D
Department of Gynecology, Collegy of Oriental Medicine, Kyoung Heé Universily, Seoul, Korea

The present work was done to investigate the pharmacological effectiveness of Guichoolpajing
—Tang and Gamiguichoolpajing—Tang. The extracted water of those two prescription were
administered to experimintal animals and determined analgesic, anti—pyretic, anti—inflammato-
ry effects and effects on intravascular coagulation, spontaneous morements of the isolated rat
uterus, the uterine contracion induced by oxytocin or PGF:e, lifespan of mice implanted
intraperitoneally with Sarcoma 180. The following results were obtained. .

1) The extracted water of Guichoolpajing—Tang and Gamiguichoolpajing—Tang were re-
vealed significant analgesic effect.

2) The extracted water of Guichoolpajing— Tang and Gamiguichoolpajing—Tang showed anti
—pyretic effect.

3) The extracted water of Guichoolpajing—Tang and Gamiguichoolpajing —Tang showed anti
—inflammatory effect. Especially, the extracted water of Gamiguichoolpajing—Tang showed
more significant dffect than another.

4) Concerning the degree of concentration of FDP, Gamiguichoolpajing —Tang treated groups
tevealed significant decreases.

5) The extracted water of both prescriptions revealed uterus relaxation on the spontaneous
movement of the isolated rat uterus and showed uterine contraction induced by oxytocin or PDF,
o- Especially Guichoolpajing — Tang showed more significant effect than another.

6) The extracted water of both prescription both prescriptions showed effect on lifespan of

mice implanted intraperitoneally with Sarcoma 180.

Key Words . Studies, Effect, Guichoolpajung —Tang, Gamiguichoolpajing — Tang.
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