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Table 1. composition of experimental diets

Crude protein 22.1%
Ether extracts 35%
Crude fiber 5.0%
NFE 60.4%
Ash 8.0%
Ca 0.6%
P 0.4%

Table 2. prescription of sosihotang and

sosihotangganoyong.
a dose of medicine (g)
Medicinal stuff Sosihotang  {Sohihotangga-
nogyong
Bupleurum scorzonefolium wild
oy 12 12
(Bupleuri Radix)
Scutellari baicalensis Georgi 8 9
{Scutellariae Radix)
Pinellia termata (tnumb.) 4 4
Breit (Pinelliae Rhizoma)
Panax ginseng C.A. Mey. 4 4
{Ginseng Radix)
Glycyrrhiza uralensis Fisch. 9 5
{Glycyrrhizae Radix)
Zingiber officinale Rosc. 3 3
(Zingiberis Rhizoma)
Zizyphus jujuba Mill. var.
inermis(Bgel)Rehd. 3 3
(Zizyphinermis Fructus)
Cervi pantotrichum comu 4
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Figl. Effect of sosihotang and sosihotangga-
nogyong on the activity of serum
alanine aminotransferase
(ALT, karmen unit/ml of serum) in
mice with CCls solution.
control(@-@), CCl4(IR-ID, CCls+sosiho-
tang ((O-0), CCls+sosihotangganogyong
(C-h.
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Table 3. Effect of sosihotang and sthotangga-
nogyong on the activity of serum
alanine aminotransferase (ALT) in
mice with CCls solution

No.of ALT
Treatment animals |(karmen unit/ml of
serum)
Control 10 279+ 49°
CCl 10 1983 + 20.2°
CCly+dodihotang 10 1178 + 197
CCly+sosthotangganogyong 10 935 + 21.3°
a, b, ¢ : means on the same line with

different superscripts are significantly
difference (p<.05)



- KERTAREETE £16% B2 -

Table 4. Effect of sosihotang and sosihotangga-
nogyong on the actinity of serum
Glutamic Oxaloacetic transaminase
(GOT) and Glutamic pyruvic trans-
aminase (GPT) in mice with CCH4

solution
Treatment Bt (almr?gtr wi) (kan?el;r it
Control 0| s 5465
ool 0 | 1307 | %el0d
CCle+ sosihotang 0 | mMZ | s
CCly + sosthotzngganogyong | 10 | 109108 | 6479

a, b, ¢ :Means on same line with different
superscripts are significantly difference
(p<.B)

Table 5. Effect of sosihotang and sosihotangga-
nogyong on the activity of swrum
Lactic dehydrogenase (LDH) in mice
with CCls solution.

Tratment No. of Animals | LDH(u1)
Control 10 192:17°
CCly 10 B3
CCl + sosihotang 10 2412
CCL + sosihgtangganogyong 10 199:19°

a, b, c : means on the same line with
different superscripts are significantly
difference (p<.05) .
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Table 6. Effect of sosthotang and sosihotangga-
nogyong on the Hepatic lipid
peroxide in mice with CCly

No. of Hepatic lipid peroxide

Treatment . (malondialdehyde n
Animals .

mols/g of tissue)

Contro} 10 180:24°
ccly 10 0227
CCly + sosthotang 10 09119
CCls + sosihotangganogyong| 10 192:18

a, b, c ‘means on te same line with
different superscripts are sigificantly
difference (p<.05)
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Fig.2. Effect of sosihitang and sosihotangga-
nogyong on the Hepatic lipid peroxide
in mice with CCly solution.

(Malondialdehyde, n moles/g of tissue)
control(@-@), CCl«(li-lD, CCly+sosiho-
tang (O-O),  CCly+sosihotangganogyong
(0.
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ABSTRACT

Effects of sosihotangganogyong on the activity of serum alanine
aminotransferase (ALT) and hepatic lipid peroxide in mice
with CCls solution.

Effects of sosihotangganogyong on the activity of serum transferase and hepatic lipid
peroxide in mice with CCly solution were determined.

The activity of ALT showed a high value in the mice with CCls, however in the mice
with sosihotang and sosihotangganogyong, these values showed a tendency to rapid recovery
compared with those of the mice with CCly only and the activity of ALT in the group of
sosihotang and sosihotangganogyong showed a low values compared with CCly only group
on the 21 days after treatment.

On the 21 days after treatment, the activities of glutamic oxaloacetic transaminase
(GOT), glitamic pyruvic transaminase (GPT) and lactic dehydrogenase (LDH) in the mice
with sosihotang and sosihotangganogyog were similar to those of control group, however
these values of CCls only group showed a high values compared with those of other groups.

The value of hepatic lipid peroxide in the mice with sosihotang and sosihotangganogyong
showed a tendency to rapid decrease and recovery compared with those of CCls only group and
on the 21 days after treatment, this value showed a similar to those of control group.

The activity of serum transferase and the value of hepatic lipid peroxide in the mice
with sosihotngganogyong showed a tendency to decrease compared with those of sosihotang
group, however these values showed a no significantly deference.

Results from this study indicated that the sosihotagganogyong can effectively improve
the recovery of liver function in mice with CCla.



