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Table 1 Analysisresultsof smples (n= 3) , 4
SoF
) AL /% IV 141
(paeoniflorin sulfonate) ',
1 () 0.306 1.991 0.177
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4 () 0.378 2.276 0.299 2005 ,
5 ) 0.241 2.379 0.117 , 2005 ,
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Re Rb: Rb2 Rd Rb:
, >
99%; )
ICR
, i SCXK () 2002-0011
2
2.1 ,
, : > 80
. 0.8M Pa, 6m’/Mmin
1, 98%
2.2 2
, 1
100 um,
2.3
2.3.1 :
Re 6.26 mg Rb:5.38mg Rb25.31mg Rd 5. 65
mg, 5mL, 1mL
, 10mL , ;
Rbi2.13mg 10mL ,
2.3.2
1.5¢g, 50 mL ;
10 mL , , 20min,
2.3.3 M erk L ichroCART RP
C1(250mmx 4.6mm), : 0. 04% A)-
®), :0 20min, 20%B; 20 30 min,
20% 32%B; 30 60 min, 32% 33%B; 60 80

1 (A) (B)
Fig-1 Scanning electron m icroscopic observation
of canmon powdered smples (A) and
ultra-f ne powdered smples (B)

min, 33% 42%B, :30 : 203 nm
2.3.4
2 1 ,
1

Table 1 Content of ginsenosides in ultra-f ine powdered
and canmon powdered samples

Re/%  Rbi/% Rbz/%  Rd/%
Rb1/%
0.432 0. 685 0.634 1. 099 0. 085
0.131 0. 340 0.332 0.519 0. 040
2.4 : ICR 70 18
22 g, 7, 10
( 20mL /kg), (1.5
3 6g/kg) (0.75 1.5 3
a/kg) g : 1, 7d
1h, 20 g 250 mL
, 5 min

2 3 6g9/kg
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Fig-2 HPLC Chranatogram of Re (A), Rb1(B), ma-
lonyl-ginsenoside Rb:(C), Rb2(D), Rd (E) re-
ference substance, ultra-fine powdered (F),
and canmon powdered samples (G)

(xt s,n= 10)
Table 2 Effect of ultra-fine powdered or canmon
powdered samples on hypoxia tolerance

of mice (;:r s, n= 10)

/(mg- kg %) /min /%
— 27.8+ 3.8 —

1.5 31.7 4.9 14.0

3 32.1£ 3.1" 15.5

6 35.5+ 3.7 27.7
0.75 31.6+ 3.4" 13.7
1.5 32.5+ 5.1" 16.9

3 34.6% 4.4"" 24.5

: "P<0.05 ""P<0.01

"P<0.05 “"P< 0.01vscontrol group

0.75 1.5 3 g/kg ig 7d,

2.5 ; ICR 70
18 22, 7, 10

( 20 mL /kg)
(1.5 3 6 g/kg) (0.75
1.5 3g/kg) g , 1, 7d

1h, ( 5%), 40 an,

(15+ 0.5) ,

, 3 3 69/kg

1.5 3g/kg ig 7d,

(;i s, n= 10)
Table 3 Effect of ultra-fine powdered or canmon
powdered samples on hypoxia tolerance

of mice (;i s, n= 10)

/(mg- kg ) /min /Y%
— 10.9+ 2.2 —
1.5 11.3+ 3.2 3.7
3 14.7+ 4.0" 34.9
6 15.8+ 2.9"° 45.0
0.75 11.5+ 2.3 5.5
1.5 14.8+ 3.3" 35.8
3 15.2+ 3.1" " 39.4
: "P<0.05 ‘‘P<0.01
“P< 0.05 " "P< 0.01vscontrol group
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