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Effect of Shenfu Tang on the Withdrawal Svmptoms and
Conditioned Place Preference of Morphine-dependent Rats
SU Jun-ai', ZH EN G You-shun’, MO Zhi=ian’, WEN Lei’, YU Lin—zhong’
(1 The 175th Hospital of PLA,Zhangzhou 350023;
2 The First Military Medical University, Guangzhou 510515)
Abstract: T he change of physical and psychological dependence of morphine after treat—

ment of Shenfu Tang(SFT) and Buprenorphine(Bup) was studied. The results indicate that

SFT combined with Bup could effectively abate and control withdrawal symptoms, but not in-

fluence conditioned place preference. It is speculated that the SFT combined with Bup could

not relieve the craving for opium-ike drues.

Key words: Shenfu Tang; Buprenorphine; morphine dependence; withdrawal symp-

toms; conditioned place preference
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