+ 512

- WFAERE -

B2 Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs %5 36 %55 4 3§ 2005 4E 4 H

ERTEHEAMRENHR

FR, B, 20T, RF&, 245, X8H
FE—EERE FHHAERAZRE. SR M 510515)

# KB MRBEEXEGAREGX EBEAERS GEMMTANEW SN EFHRERE. FE
R F HPLCE: WU & & L E /4T %% HPCE HURE KL, HEEIRR ARG E EANE. SR8 IS
AEMRERESEY, 4R BERAREREEZFRNSR, AERAHERM S 2, B8 . 8%  HEH/DERY
FRER BEETENRE. 20N EFES T ORE.BER HER. SARMEHS T, URENEASMIEE
HEBE ARNERBEFER BRAKET REASABRAIRS  ERMEARY BEA S RENL T
B, &t WBTDRATRERRE, 277 4 RGAS B,

XER BREEG E WE B ms

B4y 32 .R286. 02; R286.6 XEKFRIRAD A XERES 0253 -2670(2005)04 - 0512 ~ 07

Compatible regulation of Gegen Qinlian Decoction
LUO Jia-bo, TAN Xiao-mei, YU Lin-zhong, DAI Kai-jin, WU Jie-yong, WU Zhao-hui
(Key Laboratory of Chinese Materia Medica Pharmaceutics, First Military Medical University, Guangzhou 510515, China)
Abstract: Objective
Gegen Qinlian Decoction (GQD) by different compatibility whose regulation was analyzed comprehen-

Methods
observe the fingerprint changes of GQD. The pharmacological effects of in vivo and in vitro bacteriostasis,

To study the influence on chemical components and pharmacological effect of

sively. Using HPLC method to determine the contents of main components and HPCE to
antipyretic, and antidiarrhea were tested in animal pathologic damage model and their indices were
calculated by statistics. Results Radix Puerariae and Rhizoma Coptidis made baicalin decrease, Rhizoma
Coptidis made glycyrrhizinic acid decrease, Radix Puerariae, Radizx Scutellariae, and Radix Glycyrrhizae
made berberine decrease. There were some baicalin, berberine, puerarin, and glycyrrhizinic acid in the
sedimentations of compatible mixture. Rhizoma Coptidis had the strongest bacteriostasis, while different
bacteriostasic effects to various strains; Radix Puerariae combinated with Radix Scutellariae had the best
Rhizoma Coptidis combinated with Radix Glycyrrhiae Preparata had the best
GQD with the above four combination herbal medicines is the best to the

antipyretic effect;
antidiarrhea effect. Conclusion
diarrhea due to interior cold and exterior heat.

Key words: Gegen Qinlian Decoction (GQD); compatibility; bacteriostasis; antipyretic activity;
antidiarrhea
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ORION, 410A #); B2, Z i o 45 4, H il i 57
¥R BRE EEH NER . HERXN B
(PEAREYHGRERN. RFRRBFHE
(ATCC44113) . Fli J2 6 3R B (ATCC31004) . &£ # 5
B RE (ATCC26001) f A A4 My ot == 248
B 2o EWKE (ATCC51573) B E 25 & 4 4y
ahRE B iR A, 3 B IR/ Wistar KRBT
2HEFE-FEERELRHYPLORM, B K
X BRE HE@EROHMEHT REAH AR R4,
AR B E B PR .

2 FEE&ER

2.1 BCAXT B RS E % EZ R A 0
2.1.1 EEHEWME™ . @ik Zorbax ODS Cih
(250 mm X 4 mm,5 pm); F B H: B BE-0. 25 B R
IKIEW (48 2 52) (AWM E 1. 0 mL/min; iR : &
B R B4 0 280 nm. FRUERZMEIRFEAY Y=
15.867 2 X—4.534 7, r=20.999 9, B HWHE K
12. 04~96. 32 pg/mL,

2.1.2 BHREWED. AEHER Zorbax Sp-Ciu it
(250 mmX 4 mm, 5 pm); Fi 304 B BE-2 F-K
(12: 8¢ 80); (AR BE:1. 0 mL/min; iR : T ;
Rl 9 K 0250 nm, FREREKEIR TR Y=
38.745 2 X —2.184 5, r=10.999 9, &R ¥ B K
10. 01~160. 16 pg/mL,

2.1.3 /PMEBRMEY: BEHER Zorbax Sp-Ciult
(150 mm X 4. 6 mm,5 pm); H 31 ZHE-0. 2 mol/
L Z B % (0.01 mol/L KH,PO,+0.2% = Z &)
(47 + 53) s MR & 0. 8 mL/min; iR : F iR Kl
B 346 nm, FRAEMZ A EIEHFERH Y=19.568 9
X—9.5649, r=0.999 9, Lk ¥ B H 11.96 ~
95. 68 ug/mL,

2.1.4 HHEBRMEDS, @i KR Zorbax H (250
mm X 4.6 mm,10 pm); FEhHH : H EE-0. 2 mol/L
PREE-VKBEBR (67 + 33+ 1) ARH & :1. 0 mL/min;
R EE R K 250 nm, FRAERRR Y EHE
2 Y=2883.492 5 X —20. 650 2, 7=0. 999 9,2 1
YiEH 1. 06~6. 36 pg/mL,

2.1.5 EXRIT-HEREER A .EEMEHE B,
AEEZO. BEEEDEIAANMER, ERAS
(FOMARAL ()R 2K FHHEFHBHRKEE
FBL, (2, HRAKFRE 1, EXRRBRERILE 2.
2.1.6 EWREEHRLEMESAHH & RE
(GEBIFEREEGHE L EANERS, BRE
BT 20min , i1 £ 7K 18 ¥ 3 Omin #9 3 Ath 4k H 2L AT 2

£1 BERKFE

Table 1 Factors and levels

HE

S o

1 + + + T+
2 p— J— j— —_—

*2 SEENBEKNpHE. FRESMHBURTR
PERERB S
Table 2 pH Value, effective component yield of

compatible decoctions, and effective

components in sedimentation

ARBAMAER/ g M~ WRGERAAINE/ g HD

H

ERR RFE MRE HER  BER AFY MRE HER ’
4 J 0.4356 0.749 0.294 0.119  0.031 0.1195 0.064 0.034 4.48
BEE 0.4371 0.75¢ 033 0.029 0.132 0045 4.3

EXH 0.4634 0.943 0.166 5.27
BER 0.4456 0.295 0.075  0.072 0.121 0.056 4.38
-3:3:1 0.790 0.336 0.115 0.1797 0.044 0.058 4.31
B % 0.4508 0.893 5.11
B % 0.4466 0.388 0.020 0.033 4.23
§ #0461 0.132 5.18
X k& 0.908 0.357 0.611 0.209 414
x ¥ 1,032 0.176 5.30
i 0.414  0.116 0.086 0.116 4.08
B OB 04406 <0.01 5,00
% 1.123 0.02 5.45
% B 0.501 0.004 3.73
# K 0.171 5.23

Ko BK 30 min, EMDHHE LB, BREWKY
W ,90 CRBFEAZE 1000mL, B 10 mL,H 70
mL F BB A5 R B 30 min, JENE, VR, IR MER
% 100 mL, ¥ 5 mL, ARZIMEEARTF 10 mL
Bb.&H. HARMAAHSBUEHE.
2.1.7 BREHEHERMAPEERSWNE -GR
W 2,
2.1.8 FHEAABK pH HRIIEFTHEH . BR
EVNERB HERWWE . SEMAASHBHRL 5
L, EIEWR pH 7H pH B, T3 FAK¥E 3 K, 60
CTREEE,FE. BHRRA0.05g, M 704 H
B 40 mL B R 30 min, @M, ER IR, ERE
50 mL S ERE S mL, ARsIHES T 10mL &
B e SR E 2.
AARREAS . ES . EE HEXBRE, H
ENEEFT BER. AN HERGNBRAEYW; M
BR EEMNESE ER.EES . HEN/PER, &
EMNEHERNBEYE MR §8E A WELHR
FBHREMTIREPEERENEEST., FRAN
B E SN pH H R AU E AR B LK.
2.2 BLRXT BRI GRS E g H
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2.2.1 BREZEHEFIROE G . BREE
W 30 mmol/L BEER L #1 40 mmol /L BB L4
B REEHMEBHE (62 cmX50 pm, K HEF 40
em); B HEE 22 kV; BB K 254 nm; B E 30
Co. MEFMARBEW 1, EESHES K MEE
EEAE X T B (] AN T AR, S5 R R K E A
YHEE B BEREK RSD<5Y%; 2R R ER
SrBIFE 0.4.8.12,24 h #E#E, B E EBIEMM IR
B ) A g T AR, 5 SR R B A T AU XHE € L R E
REH RSD<5%; 4 FEC K82 il &%
W5, T EIERE, SRR 5 AR NS %
E % B [e) e T ARAE X4 E L RSD<5 % . £ B
EMETBELERLAE 1L,

2.2.2 WAEXT BIRE % 548 S0 E S R - A i
RAARHN & 2. 2. 1 T HFEWE, AR ECHES F

qg

B1 2% HPCESHHE
Fig. 1 HPCE chromatogram of GQD
BERAWHEELEMERIE 3.
T EFGER/DEEH q WM s 1§ ESER
WETE A, W B q1aqaqs BERE B BRTENE

®3 REXMBSEHBRIRXBERDBEME

Table 3 Effect of different compatibility on components (effective and unconfirmed components)

% A " % ' ¥ B E BR+AY HR+EE BRHE EE+HE EE4HE BXHE
I P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05
LOUMNER) P=0.041 P=0.017 P=0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05
s P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05
Is P=0.031 P=0.024 P>0.05 P=0.038 P>0.05 P>0.05
@ P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05
Q2 P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05
Qs P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05
Q P>0.05  P=0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05
o (RFH) P=0.048  P=0.027 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05
€ P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05  P>0.05
g2 P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05  P>0.05
g P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05  P>0.05
g (B P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05  P>0.05
gs . P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05  P>0.05
g6 P>0.05  P>0.05 P>0.05 P>0.05  P>0.05  P>0.05

B 5RO A : P>0. 05 X R A KW, P<0. 05 M A 1

Compatibility vs single herb decoction: P>>0. 05 shows no effect on component, while P<{0. 05 shows effect on component

FENEF HENES 4.9 @0 GBS F
TARE: BRES HER/D L, OMNER) I m AL
BEREBEEEMEZTEAERYER/D | BE; H
B R L E AR AR BB L,
L, TE AL, BAR B S MR EAE X 1.1, 1, dmE e,
HESER HESESWXEEANEE L. L.
L. SEAYKRABEEY®. 8. 85 . HE
MERT o (BERPDBEEHREEL W, BR.E5.
HEM L ONERD W EARB/D, BiE BRERS P
Qs (BAEF)EE BB/, HEX o(EFHH BRER

EFHER,X5HHPLC MBMERHE—B.
2.3 BAXMBREEHYBEERNEHE
2.3.1 HAAMERRET. RBERFRKBGITHE.
i R EERRE &R HEMBER 20 SHREAFR
SRR ARE ZAERBBIEFF LT L, LR AR
B VR B A B B KD OR A BN RSL R K 4,
A, SRR A DUBE  AMI BE TE E
B, KRERS  ARAMEKEEEER . KHEX
SHAHHRESBR 2« ERRAEBHWEE,
BRI ERCHAREABNMEESE E5RE
BCffirh, Ko 3 BRI KPR R KE



H1 825 Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs %5 36 %5 4 1 2005 4 4 B

* 515

F4 BEREHDEER
Table 4 Bacteriostatic effect of different compatibility

R & REEX i 48 % BR2aE LECH

B8 R HKE HERE
& K 1: 8 1:16 1:32 1: 256
# K 1:64 1:32 1:64 1:512
B & 1: 8 1:16 1:32 1: 256
X 1:32 1:16 1:16 1:256
# H 1: 4 1: 4 1:32 1: 256
BEE 1:32 1:16 1:16 1:128
BEH 1:16 1:16 1:32 1: 64
EX¥H 1: 4 1t 8 1:16 1:128
# X 1:16 1: 8 1:16 1: 256
B ¥ 1:16 1: 8 1:16 1:256
¥ H 1: 8 1: 8 1: 8 1+ 256
BEH 1: 4 1: 8 1+ 8 1+ 256
RHE 1: 2 1: 16
B H 1: 2 1: 32
- ! 1: 16

BB, & B R MR TER,
o BRI AR I T B B0 5 3o B A AR
B RN SR TSR,
KHE BRMEEH LB B E 20 KK
REMEW S XA ESBRTERER
HE . & S H HHE R, SR EE T
BAEAMEEEHERE D RS ENES
EHEER BREXHE2MAER.
2.3.2 HEBERROD.RESNRAF R E R
G YIS AR S, W Bk P B
% 5 S 0 BOR I R I TS AU R, DU S 46 2
Ko 14 FR IR 4 7R (R M AL /IS BRL B A T R T, 5 R
% 5,6,

AR NG RERENRB S, R E SR
HEMEADE BREESHHREENER, £

£5 FRARENEEMRNEREZHNENE (=10

Table 5 Effect of different compatibility on small intestine propellable rate in normal mice (n=10)

HBE B ¥ KE X RB¥ B¥ REF H BE  EW B £ BEH EFH BEFH  BER/ (K1t
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.721 1£0.042 1
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0.830 0£0.051 1
3 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 0.665 3+0.04L5
4 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 0.715 0£0.051 2
5 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 0.814 840.051 0
6 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 0.808 8+0.047 7
7 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 0.819 210.053 9
8 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 0.803 5+0.046 3
9 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 0.780 410.053 3

10 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 0.785 740.042 7
11 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 0.609 740.039 2
12 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 0.649 0+0. 066 8
13 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 0.8355%0.050 1
14 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 0. 855 4£0.050 8
15 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 0.891 840.051 8
16 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 0.840 210.047 4
K 6.176 5.760 6.356 6.432 6.168 6.472 6.122 6.136 6.152 6.084 6.160 6.160 6.198 6.240  6.135

K, 6.248 6.672 6.072 5.992 6.260 5.956 6.032 6.288 6.272 6.340 6.264 6.264 6.228 6.184 6.289

R —-0.072—0.912 0.284 0.440—0.092 0.516—0.180—0.512—0.120—0. 256 —0.104 —0.104 —0.030 0.056 —0.154

HEMEREENER ;RS BEEERE R,
REBEHAGNEE MBRS K HERYREE
L BE R EE.
2.3.3 BARBR.UKTEHRFRKRBITHE
BEBHEERARKBER, RE g ARRMAEH
25y, MR AR LR , WE A F R AX KRG
W, I 6 h pA IR I L H5 B K AR BB g BE L 45
RAET,8,

AT, X F 6 h AR R R, WA A B B R

BIEVRIMER, T 8E R HEX AR B NEhiE
ML BRI EEFHROEM HEAH FRBRN
WEXHENBER . HAEWEREM. X EHE
KRR N EEE, SES M, & R HHY
HHREVER, MERU RN BESOEM.
2.3.4 BERERRBU HEBERT L REM
B 2« EWKE R EHAER,ig RRIRMAS
7Y, 3 L. RELT . HTFK. UEHNEY
HEERCH . SHALNARERIEHR . SHRE
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Table 6 Effect of different compatibility on diarrhae index of mice induced by Folium Sennae (n=10)

ks R A 5 R T 2 T~ 2 J:2 S A 1A 1A 1A 3N i -2 3: M 2.3 BEKHGL)
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1.202140.290 8
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 4 Z 2 2 2 2 2 1223 8£0-3554
3 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 A 2 2 0.3327£0.2303
¢ 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 0.867 310.231 §
5 1 14 A 1 1 [ 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1.311940.336 3
6 1 2 2 1 1 4 2 2 2 1 1 A z 1 1 1.606 6£0.3719
7 1 2 A 2 2 1 } 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2.103 310.446 5
8 1 2 A 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 2.092 040.401 7
9 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1.424 840254 0
10 2 1 A 1 2 1 2 Z 1 2 1 A 1 /A 1 1.2151£0.3122
11 2 1 2 2 1 A 1 1 2 1 2 A 1 2 1 0.150 00.318 7
12 2 1 2 2 1 A 1 2 1 2 1 1 A 1 2 0.22000.3143
13 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 A 2 1 1.498 140.280 0
14 2 2 1 1 2 z 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 H 2 1.595 330.212 9
15 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 A 2 1 2 1 1 2 1.904 810.476 7
16 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 1.861 1£0.521 2
K;  107.5881 66.5482 105.0422 110.966 9 94.993 1 130.460 4 101.036 6 99.468 1 98.605 7 102.835 8 100.904 9 104.964 0 103.5757 109.4322  105.227 3
Ko 98.6916 139.7315 101.2376 95.3128 111.286 6 75.819 3 105.243 2 106.811 § 107.673 9 103.443 9 105.374 7 1013157 102.703 9 96.8475 1010524

R 8.8966—73.1834 3.8046 15.6541-16.2934 54.6411 —4.2066 —7.3435 —9.0683 —0.6082 —4.4697 3.6483 0.8718 12.5847

41749

F7 FRARENEZAKXBEADN 6 KB
REHEHEMN L, n=5)
Table 7 Effect of different compatibility on body

temperature response index of febrile rat

after 6 h antipyretic action (x+s, n=5)

HES ol R RS R R BB
1 6.50%1. 52 9 7.6641. 61
2 5. 14£0. 66 10 7.50£1.76
3 8. 44+1.34 11 5. 6810. 65
4 7.37+0.26 12 5.74£1.90
5 4.64+1.29 13 5.93+0.73
6 4.06:£0. 94 14 5.62+1. 52
7 6.88+1.87 15 4.48%1.52
8 8. 99:+0. 92 16 9. 8440. 69
£8 AEREAXNFHB/AKIRRKNEE

BRI rxs, n=5)
Table 8 Effect of different compatibility on average top

body temperature response height (x+s, n=5)

HRS  HRBRRMER/T HES  HERNER/T
1 1.4240.55 9 1.640.24
2 1.3140. 14 10 1.5340.28
3 1.7640. 33 11 1.2740.30
4 1.6840.17 12 1.36£0. 35
5 1.1240.17 13 1.4240.27
6 0.94£0.10 14 1.34£0.34
7 1.5140. 24 15 1.18+0. 34
8 1.540.17 16 1.810. 14

BOvE B RARBERNEW, SRIE 9~11,
A TR EYHEERICHEER, ®

B EEHREABEOBHNEMARNICE, BRE
HENERAARE, AEFHREENER BR.K
HEXNEE EEWERYTHBRE X FEHA
LNHEERICEIER, AU E RSN ERR
HE, BR.XHELHBER. BXSHERESE
M. ESRHBE. ERSES REHXERMA
L HEBRERELR. BR. AHENESHHE
ML BAERH NG RIERIEERE, X HEN AT
UHBREEHRER MER. TS HEMNER
AR, B R EEAERGITH 2N,

3 itig

3.1 AAFERMES 4 MERBAWELS RN, &
MAFTEREMNETMLEERER HEH DR
B HERMBLUSERABARNERR, 271
3 Ao B o AT 6796.59%.70% ., ZHHESK
RERER . FHEMAST, DEENEAINE
EHRRAFNERREFEZR BRARR P, &
HEHEIBRES  AREERRY  BEHAE IR
BEXRHE. MeERSHABEGRHARERES
WAL, ERERSERAPEABIMEANERE.
BEHNES I IBEMRE, HAEFHEEM,
AT P ROR B B AU P /D B
ME L MERA R, EME R EEARE R’
5 H R, /N H B A & b RO
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Table 9 Effect of different compatibility on bacterial number of colon tissue

L B OBE % E% BX EEF % B B B EH O BEN  EAT BEXY EER/Cueg)
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 26179403205
1A 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 A 2 2 2 Z 2 2.883 610591 7
3 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 A 1A 1 2.505 1£0.368 9
4 1 1 1 2 2 2 A 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2.550 24:0.566 2
§ 1 2 1A 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2,694 3£0.2820
6 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 I 1 1 2 2 1 1 2.848110.392 7
7 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 A 2 A 2 1 1 3.607 7£0.203 5
8 L 2 2 2 /1 1 1 2 2 1 i 1 1 2 2 k3‘ 912540707 6
9 A 1 2 1 2 1 A 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2.866 7£0.472 %

10 2 1 1 1 2 1 A 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2.760 940.337 8
11 2 1 A 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2.465 410,465 9
12 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 A 1 2 2.189 8+0.207 9
13 2 2 1 i 2 2 1 I 2 2 1 1 A 2 1 2.720 110405 9
14 2 2 1 1 A 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2.685140.193 2
15 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 A 1 2 1 1 2 3.756 610.399 5
16 1A 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 A 2 1 3.725140.205 4
Ky 944774 83.3584 93.7748 §8.3068 92.7234 104.5238 92.3284 92.9347 91.1431 94.5035 93.2435 93.1063 93.7713 92.4879 93.1817

Ko 926784 103.7974 93.3810 98.8490 94.4324 82.6320 94.8274 94.2011 96.0127 92.6523 93.9123 94.0495 93.3845 94.6679 93.9741

R 17999 —20.4390 0.3938 —10.5422-1.7090 21.8918 —2.4990 —1.2864 —4.8696 1.8512 —0.6688 —0.9432 0.3868 —2.1800 —0.7924

F10 FREENEARYARITHHEME

Table 10 Effect of different compatibility on bacterial number of colon contents

s # £ BE % B% BF EEX O B E# B EE BEN %% BEXH ARHH/Cheol)
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 5. 242 810,160 7
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 5,680 110,432 6
3 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 5122 010,498 5
4 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 b2 1 1 1 1 5.475 9+0.104 3
5 1 2 ? 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 5.517 6:0.487 9
6 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 5,049 740,240 1
7 1 ? 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 6.956 6:+.0. 626 0
8 1 2 ? 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 ? 6.798 9£0.613 5
§ 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 5,553 310,587 2

10 2 1 ? 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 5.922240.223 3
il 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 5.290 60403 8
12 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 4869 3+0.686 9
13 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 5.850 240.327 6
14 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 5.603 4£0.520 8
15 2 2 1 2 1 1 ? 1 2 ? 1 2 1 1 2 6.640 740.580 8
16 2 2 1 2 1 1 ? 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 6.769 20.580 4

Ky 186.974 6 172.624 7 185.537 0 181.277 4 183.839 7 198.255 0 185.167 5 184.394 8 184.012 3 185.319 2 185.583 3 184.308 7 187.001 3 187.803 2 183.1413

K 1859951 200.345 0 187.432 7 191.692 3 189.130 0 174.714 7 187.802 2 188.274 9 188.957 4 187.650 5 187.386 4 188.661 0 —1.0329 —2.636 7

6.687 1

R 0.9795 —27.7203 ~1.8957 —10.4149 —5.290 3 23.5403 —2.6347 —3.5801 —4.9451 —2.331 3 —1.803 1 —4.352 3 187.001 3 187.803 2 183.1413

THUE TS 18 A P B  FR4 J % 15 07 | 47 A
HEHREREHET RN BT EA B F R s
W PURIE SR, 22 2Ry R HMBAHR AR
B 1, BT LAMIETT “ B 88T A ESR UL, & 07 4 BRESA
AR, RSN 4 RAK EBEH BRI 5
ARBHEEDNHK.

3.2 JUIRCHEBIRE VT B AR I I i R AR

ABRBITR SERATE BOGRE, LU
BRZFGGHEE, BUFESEL BREED
TS R R R T PN S EH TR
BRZEL, R EREE)R“TFF AR
RAEBZEHEAZE HETHBEAHZIE, RHE
Bz B, WERTRBRERD . JEERE
ZEAERARGB LRI EE B
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Table 11 Effect of different compatibility on colitis index
RRE ¥ # HE ¥ BY &% % # 0 BH EE HE AEH EEd EXF BEXH B R EH
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.437 5£0.239 3
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1.250 0+£0.790 5
3 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 0.750 010.841 6
4 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 0.625 0+0.750 0
5 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 0.687 5+£0.5153
6 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1.125 0+1.266 5
7 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 0. 687 53+0.590 7
8 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 1. 500 04+1.457 7
9 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1.250 01-0. 645 4
10 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1. 375 010. 968 2
11 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 0.562 5+0.314 5
12 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 0.875 010. 946 4
13 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1.250 040.540 0
14 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 0.562 5+0.375 0
15 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 0.3125+0.1250
16 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 1.750 0£0.353 5
K, 2825 2850 27.75 31.75 28.00 34.25 28.50 23.75 28.50 31.75 30.50 33.50 24.25 23.50 31.25
K, 31.75 31.50 32.25 28.25 32.00 25.75 31.50 36.25 31.50 28.25 29.50 26.50 35.75 36.50 28.75
R —3.50 —3.00 —4.50 3.50 —4.00 8.50 —3.00 —12.50 —3.00 3.50 1.00 7.00 —11.50—13.00 2.50
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