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A Sudy on the Elabor ation of
Liu-Wel-Die-Huang-Wan

Wen-Jen Yu, Juei-Tang Cheng
Hung Kuang University

ABSTRACT

Diabetes mellitus (DM) is a metabolic disease cduseimpaired insulin action,
and 90% diabetic patients belong to typediabetes. Because insulin resistance is a
major of typell diabetes, it is the main target to treat typeliabetes by improving
insulin resistance. The aims of this study are l&baate different compositions of
Liu-Wei-Die-Huang-Wan, to clarify the efficacy oflaborated Liu-Wei-Die-Huang
-Wan, and to study the insulin sensitivity and Iimsvesistance in the diabetic animal
model fed with elaborated Liu-Wei-Die-Huang-Wan.

Several methodologies were applied in this studyefealuation the effects of
elaborated Liu-Wei-Die-Huang-Wan including estdimment the IDDM and Insulin
resistant rats by STZ injection and high fructosd despectively, fasting blood sugar
examination for the hypoglycemic effects of elaledaliu-Wei-Die-Huang-Wan,
intraperitoneal injection of glucose for the glueowlerant effects of elaborated
Liu-Wei-Die-Huang-Wan, and intravenous injection ingulin for the evaluation of
insulin sensitivity affected elaborated Liu-Wei-EHeiang-Wan.

In this study, the hypoglycemic effect of elabodatéu-Wei-Die-Huang-Wan was
confirmed in the normal Wistar rats, Zucker rag &angh-fructose diet fed rats (insulin
resistant), however, no significant hypoglycemieetfwas found in the IDDM rats. In
spite of fail to decrease the blood sugar in IDDiMhaal, the improvement of insulin
sensitivity was superior to that of traditional tivei-Die-Huang-Wan. More profound
hypoglycemic effect should be addressed on theoedddd Liu-Wei-Die-Huang-Wan.

Keywords: Liu-Wei-Die-Huang-Wan, elaboration, Insulesistance
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