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The Experimental Study of Shu Di, Cang Zhu and
Different Compatibility of Them to Protect Rat’ s Remnant
Kidney and Inhibit Transforming Growth Factor

ZHANG Farong" , MENG Zhi-yun®, ZHAO Ping’
(1. Affiliated Hospital o Shandong Unwersity o Traditional Chinese Medicine, Jinan 250001, China;
2. Shandong Unwersity o Traditional Chinese Medicine, Jinan 250014, China)

[ Abstract] Purpose: To observe the protective effect of Shu Di, Cang Zhu and their compatibilities on rat model of
remained kidney; and to figure out the best compatibility of the two herbs for their effect and for inhibiting transforming
growth factor Bl of the animal. Methods: Rat model was established by removing 5/6 kidney. The model rats were divided
into the following groups: Shu Di group, Shu Di+ Cang Zhu( 1: 1) group, Shu Di+ Cang Zhu( 2" 1) group, Shu Di+ Cang
Zhu( 1> 2) group, Cang Zhu group, and model control group. Additionally, a control group of normal rats was also used.
Before and after the experiment, the general condition, hemoglobin( HGb) , renal function( Ser) , expression of transforming
growth factor BI of the animals were observed and determined. Results: Shu Di group, Shu Di+ Cang Zhu( 1: 1) group and
ShuDi+ CangZhu(2: 1) group were significantly different from the model control( P < 0. 05) . There were also significant
differences between Shu Di+ Cang Zhu( 1 1) group and the following groups: Shu Di group, Shu Di+ Cang Zhu( 2 1)
group, Shu Di+ Cang Zhu( 1: 2) group and Cang Zhu group( P< 0.05). Conclusions: Shu Di group, Shu Di+ Cang Zhu
(1: 1), Shu Di+ Cang Zhu(2: 1) appears to have the function of antifibrosis to kidney, especially the compatibility of Shu
Di + Cang Zhu(1: 1).
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