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Screening of prescriptions of JIUFEN SPRAY by transdermal experiments
SUN Yiqun, ZHOU Liding, HUANG Yue—hun
(First Affiliated Hospital, Guangzhou University of TCM, Guangzhou Guangdong 510405, China)

Abstract: Object To screen the prescriptions of JIUFEN SPRAY. Methods Four prescriptions
were primarily obtaned from 19 prescriptions of JJIUFEN SPRAY on the basis of their stability and spray-
ing effect, then the obtained four prescriptions were screened further according to transdermal rate of
them. Results Prescription 17th was considered to be the best as its high stability, spraying effect and
transdermal rate. Conclusion The optimal prescription of JIUFEN SPRAY consisted of 20% alcohol so-
lution of sample, 3% borneol and 5% glycerne.
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* JIUFEN SPARY oringinats from an ancient prescription of Chinese herbs. It has the function of in—

vigorating the circulation of blood and dissipating blood stasis eic. .
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