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Comparion on the Inhibitory Activities of « — glucosidase from Anemarrhenae Rhizoma before and after Processed with Salt — water. Wu
Ying ,Gao Hui, Song Zebi. College of Pharmacy, Liaoning University of Traditional Chinese Medicine( TCM) , Liaoning 116600, China
Abstract Objective

To compare the inhibitory effect of anemarrhenae rhizoma and salt anemarrhenae rhizoma on a — glucosidase,
thus to investigate the hypoglycemic effect of different processed products of anemarrhenae rhizoma in vitro. Methods PNPG bing taken
as the substrate, the inhibitory activity against a — glucosidase of 5 different concentrations extracts were analyzed with the contents of PNP
in hydrolyzate by HPLC method. Results All groups showed weak inhibition at low concentrations. In 2.6 —65mg/ml concentrations,
anemarrhenae rhizoma and salt anemarrhenae rhizoma groups showed a certain inhibition, which was positively correlated with the concen-
tration. The salt group was stronger than anemarrhenae rhizoma group, and better than the positive control group acarbose. Conclusion

Both anemarrhenae rhizoma and salt anemarrhenae rhizoma can inhabite a — glucosidase activity and enhance hypoglycemic effect signifi-

cantly after processing.
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