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Infrared Spectroscopy Analysis and Pharmacological Activity of
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Abstract: To compare the ingredient and pharmacological activity of ethanol extracts of wild and cultivated Swertia mus-
sotii Franch. The method of HPLC and infrared spectroscopy was used to compare the ingredient of extracts of wild and
cultivated S. mussotii Franch;liver injury model induced by CCl, in mice, acetic acid-induced writhing experiment and
normal mouse were used to compare the hepatoprotective function, abirritation and peristaltic inhibition of the extracts.
The total content of swertiamarin, gentiopicrin and mangiferin of wild and cultivated S. mussotii Franch were 3. 949%
and 4.539% respectively ; Infrared spectroscopy of ethanol extracts had no obvious difference , while two-dimensional cor-
relation spectroscopy (2D-COS) of them had evident difference. The pharmacological experiments results proved their
hepatoprotective function, abirritation and peristaltic inhibition ,while the enhancement pharmacological activity of culti-
vated sample with the increasing of dosage was more obvious when it compared with that of wild sample.
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o ARSCEAR A HPLC FNZLAMGTE 487 7%, 4
S BEF A R R % 1 D4 35 28 S I 24 1 AN R 1k =
853 FFERT CCL, 755 i /N U O /)N Bl
PRSI A/ BRIt 2 DIy BE S 36 X6 P Rk AR M 17
20 HUBIT T

1 MRS

1.1 #E5i7H

Sy A NPERE A3 2013 4R 8 H Tl /ha B
KA, 2P [ER A B 74 AL R A YIS BT e o U
BF 9T G %2 R I P 5% 32 ( Swertia  mussotii
Franch. ) ; B35 )1 74 58 2 5 Sy v [ B2 g 74 I e Dt
YIRS B AR . AN (ALT) (45 Rk
W (AST) (GUHZLE (TBIL) JHITHAER (TBA) (/)KL
HIFIRER E2(PGE2) /MR —% LA (NO) (/LG
—SFALA A (TNOS) /N iE 3 A —FHAL A S K
fity (INOS ) 1257 &5 (P s A A= ) TARBTSE ) 5 B )
EAR 7 i e (Ll v K 58 BE 24 T, [ 2 oE
H14023040) ,

1.2 zh#

SPF 2% L WA (KM) /NER, (AT 18 ~22 o, iflAf
A WK T HIR BB S g sy rhos A VT
E5 : SCXK( H)2011-0001
1.3 (&

Spectrum One & BL 7228 46 21 40 56 3% A ( 36 [E
Perkin Elmer 23] ) ; Millipore #3 4li 7K #% ( 35 [ Milli-
pore A ) ) ; TECAN Infinite 200 31 22 T) g B i {3
(M4 F)) ; A2 TBA4ORF AU 4 [ 3h 4 1k 43 B4
(HA) ,ZH-YLS-6B 4 RE A (AL IE A A= YL
A AR .

2 SRWHIE

2.1 #HmElE

FRECE SR BT #38 f5 1)1 P4 252 1. 50 kg, il
A 10 FEARFRAY 75% £ i3 0 5 7% 0 Jin 4 [l 3t 42
W, T & A AR T, 28— R BRI 2 h 5, R R R
RS s B 6 AR U AR B 1 h AW 7
PR =, A9 SRR EBOR, A U il 2
B ARSI . BFA NV 28 75% £ BEAE L)
{ETPR T A= S , R 5 )1 VG5 425 75% B2 HUY)
fRTFRAR 15 L)
2.2 BAEMBENEEFXERVEIRSSE

E

2.2.1 #m 44

FIFH HPLC Agilent 1100 A Il #5 5 I £12 B4 b
P A3, IR A R A &, XDB-C18 A
T (250 mm x 4.6 mm,5 wm; USA) JIRFE 25 C L0
# 1.0 mL/min, FEEhAH A K (A) A EL(B) . BAEE
YRR W R .0 ~ 10 min, 18% ~30% B;10 ~25
min,30% ~55% B;25 ~47 min,55% ~80% B;47 ~
60 min,80% ~95% B, F % 4 3281 e 1w
PR, P 254 nm,
2.2.2 HPLC #3X 4 5 4) &

FREVEZEY) 0. 30 g, % T 20 mL HIE, R 20
min J5 i U8 E 2 F) 25 mL T, SERERTS 0. 45
pwm JEME
2.2.3 HEWS

KB PRI A 38511 2. 96 mg, Je B4 4. 61
mg, TR H 3.76 mg, /M HIVE T 5 mL AT W E
43514 0.592 0. 922 0. 752 mg/mL, = FbR i TR
DA RABUR A S IR & bR i —Fi B 2.4 .8 .16,
64 A5 J5 PERR ARG , AR o X 0 T LA ARG O il % <
R Y = 12814X +34. 513, R =1.0000(0. 03 ~
5.92 ug); B Y = 11422X + 46. 24 R =
0.9999 (0. 05 ~9.22 pg); =R H: Y = 28848X-
75.693 ,R =0.9999(0.04 ~7.52 pg) .
2.2.4 WHEHE

Xt 0. 25 £ 1R A 6 B BRI SE ERE 6 IR, 7E
2.2.1 g SRR AT 48T, THIR 6 URaERE =t
R 0T () W TR FEURT 6 YR HEAE IS TRT AR 9 RSD {3 Fil
R4 RSD (B 43518 0. 21 % 0.17 % f10. 14 % ,
FEULER RS % B R AT
2.2.5 EEM

KB FRBCET A R il 6 43, B3 29 0. 300 g, fK IR
A3 A B A T Ak PR RSV Y, TR I
BARVRIL AT O IR 6 e Sl A bR B o & i 1)
RSD B, & 5 3w 1 e I 1 e R A R —4t 6 4>
RES B0 A B0 RSD 4291k 2. 21% 1. 72% FiI
0.98% , R &I HEMEL R
2.2.6 REMEE

HUEF A HPLC IR RE i, IR CE , 23 31 7E 0
2.4.8.12 24 h gEFE S pL, i mAR , 735 RSD
(IR E87 A € BN | R S TR S I i =4 7 1 a1}
RSD 433114 1.48% 1.79% F12.04% . WA 5
VR R I ST R IR AT SR AR 24 h NER
JE o
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2.2.7 etk R L
X B = FhFE bR o A ST R
TR B B RE A, 3 RS BRI 9 R L AR
FESZIFR L 0.100 g, 20l IAZY 0.5 .1.0 F12.0 %
ZRPFR BRI AT BE A 2 R AR A TR 4 O s R
AR 2 B, = FPFE A5 o3 0 =i A it
[ RSD (R 43514 0. 82% (1.44% F10.94% .,
2.3 EFAEFNREE)| IR T SRERIR WA S L
B AE i B PR T R 2R AR TR B IR
00 H LA GG . R Spectrum One Y FL i
LT IMETEAL (55 E Perkin Elmer 22 7] ) , Y6155
Fil :4000 ~400 cm™ ; DTGS ¥l %%, 73 4 em™ 549
B 16 U A B SE R BR K A CO, B T4
G 2 A BRI TR AR A AR R
PN I AR AR L, AL 50 ~ 120 °C R3Fg 10 °C i
TR SE RS LT AN , 3R A% sh O 4
2.4 BFARNEEE)|EE T REIRYMATRIPIE
SPF 2% KM /NEL 90 H 18 ~22 g, B RNERIK
12 h J&5 , FEHLA 4, BR2H 10 iy, Midfiss . &
25 U0 A B RN IR (7218 7K 20 mL/kg) (BH M
XFHRZH (JRAUEE 0. 10 g/kg ) , B A= FIRHG )11 P4 5
FREEFEY G2, 254 451 & 0. 501,00 Al
2.00 g/kg =Nl 25 4L RIS R4 1 2818 K
HE A USR] 550 e A B A oA 155 $ B 7 s e
B R 1 IRES8 do RKIRGZ2 h 5 BRIER 41,
HAPRSHIEWEFESS 0. 1% CCL, (v/v, % THH ) 10
ml/kg ZEEANERIK 22 h J5, FREE, W ST, 43 25 1
I, A F ST ALT AST TBA i1 TBIL,
2.5 EFAEANEEE )| R REIRMMEREER
SPF 2% KM /NEL 90 H,18 ~22 o, 2 Ak K
12 h J5  BEMLST 4, B4 10 Hah¥y, M £52F, 73 5
SRS AR IR SR 2 | BH A B A R R A
SR 28 N R AR A A3 i S A ) i 1 2%
TROK , FHPEZL IR 0. 20 g/ kg 477 9 ' B =] DTAK,
P A RN )1 PG A 2 SR B P U AN () 35 i 25 2 A1y
HIFEE 0.50.1.00 F12.00 g/kg, £ KHEH —K, &
%28 d,55 8 d WEH 30 min J5, [B2S (A% BAL A, BT
A28 /N AR IR 10 mL/kg &R TS 1. 0% 1Y
VKBRS min J5 0 WSS KA S n; (HE R A IMT
iR 5 B, B R AR ) ME R I, i 5% 10 min N
HARE, HATIEEH 30 min J5, BT AT 2560/ B

KW B, T 3.5 x 10°r/min 250> 10 min, 43
B . SR & r Ui, 2 e bR G
I35 A AL 8% PGE2 NO TNOS #i1 iNOS.
2.6 EFAEFNEREE I PR OF RERIR Y XT IEFE INRR N
B ¥ 14 T e H 22 i

SPF 2% KM /NEL 90 H |18 ~22 g, 28 & REE /K
24 h J5  BfHLA N 8 A1, B4 10 HU/NER, MEREAF
MUK P25 PN RAZE | PEPE X R B A D 43 )11 e 4
KRB A 240 . 25 X R 4% ] 20 mL/kg i
B 10% FEN B K 5 BH P X 8 20 #2218 10 mL/kg 8
i VS BRTHE L 30 min J5 L EE 10 % (A ENEEEROK B
A RN N PG 2 SIS [R) 590 4 45 245 28 3 531 A
1.25.2.50 F15. 00 g/kg 714k 2 24 42 UMD 1) 7K 75 W
(7 5% MEPRERRIK) 45U ME S 2 min J& , F S50AHE B
FIR /N BRARSE . /NRARSESS ST DS . B 3
AE i, TR /D A BER K A SR L, FAR
By L MEE S L R K AR I fi
AR R AE B B AR b (BRI AR LA A1 AR R
K UAB A RGBS AR ) o LU IR ] oS A,
BIE A, W IR e/ Ma 2K (em) |, Il &
HEA TR, ST TEE N RATRIIEES (em) o /Mg
HeE 2R ( % ) = 24 5 357K AT 20 e ) 0 i 5 (4
HEEES) /NIRRT ZEIRTE ) x100 %
2.7 HiEALIE

FIH Origin #AF b H—AELT SN, RS E
KGR TR O LM GRS A AT B 4R S AT
AL BB S STESE IR ZGEAH LA

24 PRS0 v 2% 2 U LU AR T SPSS 17..0 3
TTHIZR J7 25 (ANOVA) 73, SEERE5 R DIIE =
FrifE2E (S. D. ) BARXTEH 230 (% ) IR, P <0.05 3
INNRAGITESR.

3 KBAER

3.1 BHAEMEEIIAEFXRERNEREGHR S
=1

il

FRAE 2.1 TR AR BUR R, 75% L4532
VEUHY A FRR B )N PO 2422, JF B IO . AR A 2.
2.1 TR [ FE bR A3 I i, I R O [ 4 B
Py o S AT R IR A R AT I
FESRZGRE BT o EAg o $ R 8 A B A P A
ZERIFE T,
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Table 1  Extraction yield of wild and cultivated S. mussotii F. with ethanol and content of targeted constitutes
H bl
X Content of targeted constitutents ( % NI
5% 2. B LR ontent of targeted constitutents ( % ) Ezﬁgﬁ
Extraction yield (% ) e
WA S BHAF Total content (%)
Swertiamarin Gentiopicrin Mangiferin
A= I PG4 2F 32 Wild S, mussotii 27.4 0.365 2.974 0.610 3.949
AR BN VG5 5% Cultivated S. mussotii 36.2 0.448 3.323 0.768 4.539

3.2 EAEMEKENWEETFRERYALINLEN S
R
3.2.1 —tpirsh kg Hr

F 3% 2 AL 1 0] LAA Y, B A RAR 35 )1 79 4 F
SARBUC T S A N () 280005, A T 524
b, SR R 2R A R i 0 ] B (2853 em™ )

Absorbance

S Z 181 R0 2568 2 (6] O £L A IR B AR
3.2.2 gL kiESAT

PAFACR 175 5 B4 — 4R LD OCTE , OB A THiR Bl 1
FErf, B REAR 2% 21 23 A G HE AT Y 701 Ik 30 £
MRLAAT N o LB 1200 ~ 900 em™ X4, X 1]
VOISR P SRS , 75 % L3 IO 73 5 64T 53 B L

HILLSMSEE B

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500

Wave number(cm™)

BFAE )| PR %E 2 SRBEAR D () (HRER )| P 305 2F S Bz iR
#1(b) EFEIEET 3 (c) REIFNEEFRK(d)

Fig. 1  Infrared spectra of wild S. mussotii ethanol extract

(a) ,cultivated S. mussotii ethanol extract (b) ,wild

B S. mussotii (¢) and cultivated S. mussotii (d)
x2 NIABEFERRERYAIMLIEHEERBIERIFE
Table 2 The main absorption peaks and attribution of S. mussotii and its extracts
% Wave number (cm™)

FPLIRE) BRI im0 Je Vionaton et
cample e Wild Cultivated roup model ttribution
extract extract sample Sample
2924 2924 2926 2926 YHIEE -CH, S X BR S
2853 2853 - - K H L -CH, X B BEE

— - 1739 1738 I C=0 GE [LEES
1703 1703 - - B C=0 {15 S

— - 1641 1641 BFC=0 L [LiES
1610 1610 1612 1612 c—C B FR A 45 [lES

1460 1460 - - HI 3 -CH,4 THA 5 RS (T
1423 1417 1425 1425 c-0 e G
1376 1376 1375 1376 CH, ik EES

— - 1332 1325 0-H il [{igS
1278 1277 1263 1263 C-0,C-OH ik w2, WS, BT

— - 1247 1247 C-O(H) e 2, W W
1208 1208 - - C-0,C-OH s i, W2 W
1076 1076 - - C-0,C-OH ik 2, W2 W
1046 1046 1052 1055 BEER Rzl GAGED)
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P 2 FIE 3 ] 0, B AR )1 PO AR 25 75 % T em 11079 em™ &I PG 55 F 3% 75% 2 BE 3L B
REWI N A shiEH 5 A, BERIETE 927 cm™ 1020 () QSR 4 4, BRIETE 1069 em™
F3 BFAEMBEEEFEESEN 75% ZEIREN I = 4EHE X LS4 (1200 ~ 900 cm™)

Table 3 Autopeaks of ethanol extracts of wild and cultivated S. mussotii in region of 1200-900 cm™

FE A sl
Sample Automatic peak (em™)
WA B Wild sample extract 927,989,1020,1079,1179
FREEHLHY Cultivated sample extract 931,986,1069,1149
1200 ——————
TE 1125 TE
L o2
g 5
E E
£ 1050 E
g =
v v
4 £
z =
B 975 =

900 k] L — Wi . .
900 975 1050 1125 1200 900 975 1050 1125 1200
Wave number(cm™) Wave number(cm™)
a
2 BFENIEEFE 5% ZEHREY (o) MBI EEFE 75 % ZEIREY (b) B ZHELT 53 (1200 ~ 900 em™)

Fig.2 2D-IR spectra of 75% ethanol extracts of wild S. mussotit (a) and cultivated S. mussotii (b) in the region 1200-900

1
cm

HIPE 3 Rk 4 0, S AR N PSR o8 2 00 A sl 35 S A 0) BBF A RO B 1) DU 8 2 3 T5% LR
A6 A BERIGEAE 948 cm™ 976 om™ RRIFNIVERE  HUYZ 0] 43 BEARIX —RF A, R A AR Ol X 43 B A
TN A B 4 A, R IEAE 948 em™ R 976 FARKEEFA PG A SR I ik, A R itk —2B
em” o 3.3 FFARMBIE)IAEFRERYRFEELR
K1 ~3 1582 ~4 BoR  BHEFRIE IV SKRER
SKIRZGH ) —HELL AT Z 18], 75% £ B3R BV GER IR, SRRRIZEAR L, B A FRES )1 PG
—ARLLHMEIE Z 8], B A AR N VA 2 S pf SR REIpy CCL, B0 R AT/, ALT Al AST
M LA Z 8] A W B 255, 75% ClEde PIHEER BRI Mg 25 4 2 [ A k22 = (P
WY — LT 2 22 B . T HELTASE <0.01), ALT TBIL Fl TBA =85 n , AN T Ak K:

1200 1200

Wave number(cm™)
—
S
S
S
Wave number(cm™)
—_
=
S
S

900 s U H ME H | 900 ! _
900 975 1050 1125 1200 900 975 1050 1125 1200

Wave number(cm™) Wave nﬁmber(cm")
a

B3 BFAIFEF S (a) M) BT K (b) R ZHLT ML (1200 ~900 cm™)
Fig. 3 2D-IR spectra of wild S. mussotii (a) and cultivated S. mussotii (b) in the region 1200-900 cm
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T4 EFAERHE I FE T SEM0 GRS LISM K (1200 ~ 900 em™ )
Table 4  Autopeaks of wild and cultivated S. mussotii in region of 1200-900 c¢m™

R fi
Sample

F 3

Automatic peak cm™

BpA: I Wild S, mussotii

FL 557G Cultivated S. mussotii

948,976 ,1068 ,1098 ,1138 ,1192
948 ,976,1001 1148

DIV S5 28 S v 1) 245 245 1) TSI 047 BV LU B P
YRR 0GB TR A TR (P < 0. 01) 5 Bl 35 B A
TR B8 1 VA5 2 S T i ) 2 245 590 1, 80 97 JE-43d
D R i, A7 W S A S8OC %, T ELAR B ) 1 P 4
IF S Ri2n 2570 S g o i SRR E I . B
RS,
3.4 FAEMBIE)IAEFRERYOEBERL
®

S £ RV 5 1| DU 552 28 S S U X DK T T 5
PR A GIE FHAE R A2 6 o, 25 57 A2 sl )1
PR 2 25 I 41 1 A () 79 I 240 B8 D 20 /0N BRCHL AR T
B0 REARAR G LT A= AL A8 R, EL A 122 BRI <t
Mo MIASETULIA LE , 19 g 7 2 25 4 A LR R

PSR bR s BA B 3% 25 5% (P <0.01) ; S5 EHMES
ZGZAAALE, A R 2R 2 LI LTS NO 5 A 8
FR (P <0.01), AR A G2 (P <
0.05) , 5L HA B A= 1R 55 )11 78 38 2F S 5 O #8 H AT
BURER
3.5 EFARIRE)I AR SRR 3NN
BEIhRERI R M SLIR 45 3R

FIZR 7 AT, A [5) 550 ek B A4 sl 8 1) 74 6 A 35
AR 4 2 1E R 24 R I S AR /N B/ N i 4 4 2 2
B FNZS FIZHAHLE , 75 5 Bl b Y BH PR ) HR 2 AN
(70 45k 205 25 2H 1) /0 i 4 ik R B B 3 25 5 (P <
0.01) s FHFHVELS 252 A LE , B 25 BORE 35 )11 G 4 F 3
P 1y e R A ZEL N R SR O A P S (P

%5 FAMLE) EETEBERYERFERLEE (v+ 5,n=10)

Table 5 The hepatoprotective effects of ethanol extract of wild and cultivated S. mussotii (; + s,n=10)

205 5 PN 4 WG A HARLT R BARFR
Group Dose ALT(U/L) AST(U/L)  TBIL(pmol/L)  TBA( umol/L)
42.40 + 145.10 + 217 + 3.09 +
23 14 N Tt ’
23 4 Control distilled water 1 36 509 0.33 0.73
" 1456.87 + 821.30 = 3.34 + 4.61 +
CCI, B2 CClL, Model 0.01 ml/k
BRI CClyMode ml/ke 106.32% 71.30% 1.04% 1.08%
L Posits 0.10 g/kg( Bifendate) + 955.12 = 216.88 + 3.04 7.51+
A4 Positive 0.01 mL/kg(CCl,) 130.47%* = 40.89%* * 0.82% 1.69% = *
N 1016.62 + 647.33 = 3.23 + 6.02 +
FPAEATAIREAL Wild-L 1.25 g/kg + 0.0 m/kg(CCL) - Coagme e gy g7t a0 1.04% 1.64% = =
o 991.57 + 556.42 + 2.88 + 540+
PRI REAL Wild-M 2.50 g/ke + 0.01 ml/kg(CCL) o agm s g gqme + a0 0.83% 1o1# = o
SR 794.00 = 449.71 = 2.39 + 525+
BFA: 2 Wild-H 5.00 g/kg + 0.01 mL/kg(CCl,) 79.36M * ¥ A&& 35 7 x AA& 0.87*08 1. 12# A8
N . 1214.57 = 681.22 + 2.31 + 5.42 %
HSGRIREAL Cultivate-1. 125 g/kg + 0.0 mL/kg(CCL) oo m 69. 697 * A4 0.654¢ 1.09% = &
b . 769.05 = 529.42 + 2.15 + 3.99+
R4 Cultivate-M 2.50 g/kg + 0.01 mL/kg(CCl,) Q0. 72H ¢ * DAKY 40 gaMtr x AN () g5 * * AAKK 0. 7240 A&
S , 198.00 + 224.22 + 1.83 + 3.79 +
F b 74 Cultivate-H 5.00 g/kg + 0.01 mL/kg(CCl,) 09 5g# % % AAKY |3 3gF* < && () 5 x AAKK 0. 612088
W HEAXBHL,* P<0.05,% P<0.01; SHX AL, * P<0.05," * P<0.01; 5FPEXBA L, 2P <0.05,22 P <0. 01 ; 5 FF A% 5

BAZGAN,Y P<0.05,% P<0.01,

Note : Compared with control group,* P <0.05,* P <0.01; Compared with model group,* P <0.05,* * P <0. 01 ; Compared with positive control
group, 2 P <0.05, %% P <0.01 ; Compared with low dose group of wild S. mussotii,& P <0.05,%¢ P <0.01.
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F O EFAANIE I TR T REHR R KBS B B B AR (v £ 5,0 =10)

Table 6  Effect of ethanol extract of wild and cultivated S. mussotii on acetic acid induced pain of mice(; + s5,n=10)

IMiE A 4bT584R  Serum biochemical indices

oy o ﬁ%ﬁk? W g R BRI

number (%) PGE, (pg/ml) NO (mol/L) | FATHE - fCHEHS

TNOS(U/mL) INOS(U/mL)
— B
o e R WS M S ew
FFERIAL Positve 0,20 g/kg + 10 ml/kg (1.0% AcOH) *7 %7 1295. ‘7521: g ffj 42'351 * §58251
PG Wild L 0.50 g/kg + 10 mL/kg (1.0% AcOH) 336.09981 11231.‘27;** 02.'3218*** 42:3;* 388381
B PR Wild-M 1,00 g/kg + 10 mL/kg (1.0% AcOH) 2;':25*1 1(1)7038* 0_301*9*1&& 42:;‘3‘: 238.-;;)*1
WP RS RURAL Wild-H 2,00 g/kg + 10 mL/kg (1.0% AcOH) ;iffi ;0223Sj 0.15'7 e 358;“ §44§1*
BT RAL Cultvate-L 0,50 g/kg + 10 ml/kg (1.0% AcOH) ;20" 138(?‘9751: é:;‘g,j W8 3(3'%3
HeFs B Cultivate-M  1.00 g/kg + 10 mL/kg (1.0% AcOH) 32‘388*1 1281.‘ 6574,,* 1.%2 ijM 4;:2‘6‘; 237.'5623*1
BT AR Cultivate-H 200 g/kg + 10 mL/kg (1.0% AcOH) jij? o0 41_53' 22 e 0.23'30? . 2632“ ?8261

T H2 P HRALE, " P <0.05,™ P <0.01; SIS IRULEL, © P <0.05," * P<0.01; S5HMEXR4LH, # P <0.05,4% P <0.01,
Note : Compared with control group,* P <0.05,* P <0. 01 ; Compared with model group, * P <0.05,* * P <0. 01 ; Compared with positive control
group,“ P <0.05,24P <0.01.
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Table 7 Effect of ethanol extract of wild and cultivated S. mussotii on normal mouse intestine propulsive function(x + s,n=10)

Iye R /N
Group Dose Small intestinal propulsion rates (% )
10 % ink 75 1%} #82H Control 20.00 ml/kg 54.39 £3.23
Atropine FHM:XT IR positive 10.00 mL/kg 29.78 +5.01*
B2 AR F R4 wild-L 1.25 g/kg 30.12 £3.92%
AR A wild-M 2.50 g/kg 23.11 £6.75™
PR B 2 wild-H 5.00 g/kg 20.78 £5.21% 4
FRIEARFI A cultivate-L 1.25 g/kg 31.71 £9.32%
Fe b P4 cultivate-M 2.50 g/kg 25.83 +5.59% 4
eI H R cultivate-H 5.00 g/kg 19.78 +3. 87" x A4

5% AL, " P <0.05," P <0.01; SFITEXTIRALLE, * P <0.05, " P <0.01; 5EFERARL 4R B I, © P <0.05, 24 P <0.01,
Note ; Compared with control group,* P <0.05," P <0.01; Compared with positive control group, * P <0.05, % # P <0.01;Compared with low dose

group of wild S. mussotii group,” P <0.05,44P <0.01.
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