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[(FEE] BE M S Pl e b 2575 9 (TCMI) 51 B9 BALB/ ¢ /)N BR300 45 S 7, 38 i P2 i 5 90 7 10 508
o FiE:70 Kl BALB/c /N BB LA FHM: SO (SR ), B M X B2 (A= 3R K) & dh 25 1 5 4, B4l 10 H, 52
G581 K, /N — M By 2 B se 50 pL/ RAEFRER KBl 50 we/ RAALTR 45 P 24 7 S I 4L 45 0 IR = A 1 4 A5 8 25, se T/l
BRL— 000 22 7 3 43 590 o 985 JF 2 4 B9 0. 96 mL-kg ™' 5F 0 3 TE ST 0.96 mL-kg T b KU S 192 mL kg SR U
0.96 mL-kg ™" MRIEMRFESH 0.48 mL-kg ' 56 d J& AL FE , 75 W 000 E 55 9k B2 45 (PLN) , #R R, 355 0 4 45 %% (weights index,
WD) s &40 4 HUNRGY PLN B PRS2 R 2, Joqy 6 Sl 4% B0 40 B 800, 3153 400 Jo 48 2K (cells index, CI) , H %8 PLN (145 4k .
LEBR . 5/ B AL BN Ik L 25 A L, A Ak R4 (WL =3.82 £0.93,C1 =7.40 =0.63), i35 K 5% (W1 =2.21 20.15,CI =
5.23+0.18) JEF R EH M (WI=2.1320.10,C1=5.17 0. 18) K ZF.LEF T4 (W1 =2.06 0. 14, C1 =5.04 20.27) , 5
JIN R A BN 6K B &8 A EE L BT 5 R A IR Ak e g N, B WI>2 Hl CI>5(P <0.05 8¢ P<0.01); 54E kK4 (Wl =
1.10 £0.14,CI=1.23 0. 11) b4 ,PLN s AT E 7, B Rk B (P <0.05 3k P <0.01) ;i B # K 4, 4E
RO W R R BT X P A B R K (HEV) RS BT i 1 2 . IS4 (WI=1.39 £0.16,CI =3. 15 £0.21) Fifk MR 4 (W1 =
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[ Abstract ] Objective: To study sensitization potential of five kinds of traditional Chinese medicine
injections (TCMI) with clearing-heat function by using the BALB/c popliteal lymph node assay. Method: Seventy

female BALB/c mice were randomly divided into positive group ( mercuric chloride ), negative control group
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(normal saline) and the traditional Chinese medicine injection ( TCMI) groups, mice were injected subcutaneously
(50 L) with drugs into the right pad of hind foot. Dosages of each animal from normal saline group and mercuric
chloride group were 50 wL 0. 9% NaCl and 50 wg HgCl,, respectively. The traditional Chinese medicine ( TCM)
injection groups, were given 1.92 mL +kg ' Zhongjiefeng injection (ZJF), 0.96 mL -kg ™' Qingkailing injection
(QKL), 0.96 mL -kg ™' Chuanxinlian injection (CXL), 0.96 mL kg ™' Chaihu (CH) and 0.48 mL -kg™'
Banlangen (BLG). The animals were killed on the 6th day, the popliteal lymph nodes (PLN) were isolated and
weighed respectively to calculate the PLN weight index ( WI). Then the PLN from four of ten mice in each group
were fixed with paraformaldehyde solution for histopathologic examination; the other PLN were calculated cell index
(CI). Result; Compared to untreated sides, WI and CI of the PLN from mercuric chloride group (WI =3.82 *
0.93, CI=7.40 £0.63), Zhongjiefeng injection (ZJF, WI=2.21 £0.15, CI =5.23 +0.18), Qingkailing
injection (QKL, WI=2.13 £0.10, CI =5.17 £0.18) and Chuanxinlian injection (CXL, WI=2.06 0. 14,
CI=5.04 £0.27) reached to WI>2 and CI>5 (P <0.05 or P <0.01) and Compared to normal saline groups
(WI=1.10+0.14, CI=1.23 £0.11), their PLN were significantly enlarged, cells were increased. And their
pathological examination showed that treated side PLN were enlarged with remarkable germinal center and increased
high endothelial venules proliferation. And the responses in Chaihu injection ( CH, WI =1.39 +0.16, CI =
3.15 £0.21) or Banlangen injection (BLG, WI=1.38 £0.13, CI =3.25 +£0.36) were unreached to positive
response standard, corresponding change was not obvious. Conclusion: ZJF, QKL and CXL have the allergenic

potential the sensitization of CH or BLG is not obvious.
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Al S (IR IR R AW 25 A R A
1103141) , 0 3 13 5 v (o BR A R 1R 25 ) il 25 ),
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]S 110438) A AR T SH R (e 2, S
100006) .
1.2 {4 TMS-F B Bi (€ [ Nikon 24 7)),
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fF R (22 £2) C W 65% ~85% , HINIKE .
2 FHik
2.1 UPBUEEMEE MO AR e BALB/c /b
BAE R R 7 20, B2 10 2, 4300 o A B AR K
A AR T RS A e KOG SR A
A3 T S VR ZH | S T S VR ZE R AR I SR A, SR
oRA 4 258 50 g/ H AR A 45T 50 pl/ R
R A BRER K o A% T R R Y 4 24 A I IR B v
B AR VR SR 0. 48 mL-kg ™', S ST IF
R W 25 AR O 50 WL, o0 0 3% T 5k 0. 96
mL-kg ™" b5 XU SR 1. 92 mL-keg ™", 53 51 AR 2
AR K IS B 2 2GR B, R T 0.2 m A R AL 8
[E SO IR0 R

S 0 K [ /N B AR R RO S /) B
A ) B B TR L 75 % 1Y 20 TR BRI B Ak BEN
B AR B AR, T 1T L (0 G v S A5 R S0 L 4% 320k
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U5, UG AR T K 43, 3 A RV FRE L, 3155 PLN | o i
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2 R SO A Ve R 5% 9 L8 45 B 7 2 PR 4R R % %
R A7 B T 5 B 2, A BR P I I, 48 1%
Z W) JC B RE

2.5 Gl 5RO, R SPSS 17.0 Gt
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H B A 8RR 35 20 B M AR . DL B g5 SRR,
Fip = R B LY O R TR R 5 E TR A
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F1 SHEHRETEHDRAMNERDEERELE WIHHM (25,0 =10)

PLN/mg
21 51 42 /mL-kg ™! W1
K Ak B A b A

He PR k) 50 1.39 +0.09 1.53 +0.20 1.10 0. 14
Ak R® 50 1.59 +0.18 6.03 £1.47% 3.82 +0.93%
I R 05 0.96 1.44 £0.12 3.06 0. 33" 2.13 £0. 10"
T 0 T B TR 0.96 1.50 £0. 08 3.08 0. 26" 2.06 £0. 149
Tl = XU S 3 1.92 1.49 £0.09 3.29 +0.39Y 2.21 £0.15%
S A VE SR 0.96 1.43 +0. 14 1.98 +0.26% 1.39 £0. 16
W AR 0.48 1.39 £0.12 1.81 £0.23% 1.38 +0.13

T SAHRALBMAR L P <0.05,2 P <0.01; 5B K HAH LY P <0.05,9 P <0.01;%) 4258k ul/HO 258 pg/ H(K2 [/,

K2 SHEHBRETEHINDRAEMNERBMEEHELE CIHEM (2 +5,1=6)

AN HCR/ A x 10°

215 425 /mL kg ™! CI
A 3 ) A B A

ECS: I S 50 1.19 £0. 11 1.46 £0.19 1.23 £0. 11
S R® 50 1.88 +0. 18 13.91 = 1. 86% 7.40 +0. 637
T R 5 W 0.96 1.53+0.19 7.99 +0.94% 5.17 0. 18"
T W 0.96 1.44 +0. 14 7.26 +0.77% 5.04 +0.27"
Ji =45 IR i 5 1.92 1.75 +0. 19 9.15 +1.20% 5.23 0. 18"
SEHAVE S W 0.96 1.23+0.13 3.88 +0.47% 3.15 0. 21
5 MRV SR 0.48 1.34 £0.10 4.36 +0.73% 3.25 +0.36
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A K BRI R AN, B R P 21 240 e B
AR 22 AR (B LE 7 Sk s o BEAIAR ) o 25
2RI 5 AR 2 4 205 g R DL B S AR A
4 #tig

D-PLNA = 902 51 X5 25 ) BU05s 5 B B, DL Ry
5 IR b L 25 38 B Oy LB ¢, AT B 5 0 Ak 3
B A B A TR R S R A 43 A R 2 Sk
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E1 EZEHBLEFEREHE, x400)
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