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Abstract: Objective To observe the main effects of the Ruzaoqingfei Gao in the treatment on asthma, cough and anti-inflammator.
Methods Fifty rats were divided into 5 groups, the normal group, Ruzaoqingfei Gao high, middle, low, jizhi yrup, by with ammonia
water spray determination of cough incubation period and Citrate spray induced cough model of guinea pigs; 60 big mice divided into
6 group, the normal group Ruzaoqingfei Gao high, middle, low dose group, jizhi syrup group or ammonium chloride, with the rat model
of chronic bronchitis was induced with intratracheal instillation of lipopolysaccharide to observe the lung pathematology; 50 mice were
divided into 5 groups, the normal group, Ruzaoqingfei Gao high, middle, low dose group, jizhi syrup group, acute inflammation model
caused by dimathyl benzene and albumen.To evaluat bacteriostasis in vitro bacteriostasis experiment. Results Ruzaoqingfei Gao with
high, medium and low dose groups of guinea pig cough obviously prolong the incubation period (P < 0.05, P < 0.01), less cough
obviously (P < 0.01); The histopathological examination revealed Ruzaoqingfei Gao could reduce the chronic bronchitis rats with
varying degrees of bronchial mucosa and submucosa infiltration of inflammatory cells, and reduce airway secretions; Ruzaoqingfei
Gao with high, middle dose group significantly inhibited the increase of blood capillary permeability of the abdominal in mice caused
by acetic acid (P < 0.05, P <0.01); Ruzaoqingfei Gao with high, medium and low dose group obviously inhibit ear swelling in mice (P
< 0.05, P <0.01). With Ruzaoqingfei Gao on staphylococcus aureus and epidermis staphylococcus aureus, klebsiella pneumonia and

escherichia coli, shows that there are different degrees of inhibition. Conclusion we confirmed the effects such as antitussive,
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anti-asthma and anti-inflammatory on animals of Ruzaoqingfei Gao.

Key words: Ruzaogingfei Gao; Anti-asthma; Anti-inflammatory; Animal models
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Table 1 Effect of Ruzaoqingfei Gao on the cough mice

model induced by ammonia liquor (X *s, n = 10)
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T T I 22.0 313+14.77  9.5+577
11.0 36.0+14.2" 11.4+56"

5.5 26.6+10.0° 11.9+74"

LR L. TP<0.05, TP<0.01
"P<0.05, "P<0.01 vs model group
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Table 2 Effect of Ruzaoqingfei Gao on Citrate spray
induced cough model of guinea pigs (X £s, n =10)
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Table 3 Effect of Ruzaoqingfei Gao on rat model of bronchial pathological grading (X £s, n = 10)

#151 M (gkg ") R FRA 56 () P1i
+ =+ ++ +++ -+

A — 0 0 2 4 4 0 - -

B - 10 0 0 0 0 0 55 <0.01

SRR 20.0 mL 0 3 2 5 0 0 77 <0.05

TR i 10.8 0 3 4 3 0 0 71 <0.01
5.4 0 3 3 3 1 0 78 <0.05
2.7 0 2 3 2 3 0 90 >0.05

TEEE I 10.8 mgkg™!
1 JREARSMX[ERERMBLRREFNE
Fig. 1 The lung pathematology observation of the rat model of chronic bronchitis
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Table 5 Effect of Ruzaoqingfei Gao on mice increased
capillary permeability (X s, n =10)
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Table 6 Effect of Ruzaoqingfei Gao on rat ear edema
extent (X £, n=10)
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Table 7 Comparation of Ruzaoqingfei Gao MIC and MBC
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