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A TR R AT H AR (Ye ), 53 B 300g
TR H AL, Rl 2L M AR B 3 I AR H 24
KEEPI(Ys) o
1.5 a4
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=POp 5 / 9.52+0.92

Ys K 5 200 5.90+0.76

Ys th 5 100 6.85+3.15

Ys /)h 5 50 9.02+1.98

Ye K 5 200 8.22+1.80

Ye 5 100 5.15%1.20

Ye /) 5 50 7.12+0.57
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IMARE/(mmol/L)

Omin 30min 60min 120min
2RI 9.02£0.92 11.70+£1.11 11.58+1.93 9.38+0.88
Ys K 5902076 9.70+1.82 9.38+0.87 7.70+1.99
Ys i 6.85£3.15 7.95+2.08 7.55+2.95 7.32+3.16
Ys/v 0 9.02+1.98 9.65x1.07 9.82+0.55 9.82x1.25
Yo K 8.22+1.80 10.40+1.14 10.08+0.59 8.28+1.63
Yol 5.15£1.20 8.35+1.89 8.65x2.30 7.1022.52
Yo/ 7.1240.57 10.45+1.38 10.35+1.29 8.40+0.62
PHPEXTIE  9.3541.91 14.30+3.36 13.38+2.44 9.40+2.42
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Effects of Uygur Medicine Matricaria chamomilie to Normal Mice Blood Glucose and Glucose Tolerance

LAN Wei"?, GUO Yuting’, CHEN Yang®, DUAN Muhan®, GENG Zhi*>, NI Jian'
(1. School of Chinese Materia Medica of Beijing University of Chinese Medicine, Beijing 100029, China;
2. Xinjiang Medical University Institute of TCM, Urumuqi 830011, China;
3. Counterpart Cooperation Office of Xinjiang Medical University, Urumuqi 830011, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To observe the effect of chamomile extract to normal mice’ blood glucose and glucose tolerance.
Methods Mice were divided into two groups:normal and model group. Normal mice were divided into 8 parts, they were blank, Ys
high (200mg), Ys middle (100mg), Ys low group (50mg), Yc high (200mg), Yc middle (100mg), Yc low group (50mg) and
metformin (positive control group 110.5mg), there were 5 mice in each group. Each group was respectively administrated the
corresponding component or distilled water, for 7 days, blood glucose and oral glucose tolerance text (OGTT) were measured to
observe the effect of chamomile extract on blood glucose of normal mice, and observe the ameliorative effects of chamomile extract on
glucose tolerance of normal mice. Results Chamomile extract can reduce the blood glucose level of fasting mice dramatically than
metformin (positive control group). Yc medium dose is best, that the effect of each group was much better than metformin (positive
control group ). The best effect of aqueous extract is Ys large dose and showed a certain dose—effect relationship. Chamomile extract
can ameliorate the glucose tolerance level of normal mice, better than metformin(positive control group) also. Conclusion Chamomile

extract has hypoglycemic effect on the normal mice, and can be used as treatment on diabetes in clinical.
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