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Study on the Analgesic and Anti-inflammatory Effects of “Bingso-San” and

“Kamibingso-San”

Woong-Dug Park and Dug-Kyung Ann

College of Oriental Medicine, Kyung-Hee University

The results of the comparison among the effect of “Bingso-San® exiract powder,

“Kamibingso-San” extract powder, separately extracted “Bingso-San” extract powder and

separately extracted “Kamibingso-San” extract powder are as follows:

1) All prescriptions were tested for analgesic effects in mouse, having pain caused by

acetic acid, and their voluntarinesses were recognized. And separately extracted

“Kamibingso-San” extract powder has the most effective analgesic function, then

“Kamibingso-San” extract powedr, then “Bingso-San” extract powder, then separate-

ly extracted “Bingso-San” extract powder.

2) The anti-inflammatory effects of “Bingso-San” extract powder and “Kamibingso-

San” extract powder on the edema at the rat paw showed significantly statistical

value than those of the other prescriptiens.

3) According to the above mentioned results it was concluded that the addition of

Olibanum and Clematidis Radix strengthen the algesic effect of “Bingso-San” and

there is addition in the anti-inflammatory effect of the “Bingso-San” extract pow-

der.
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Tale 1. Analgesic effect of sample by acetic acid method in mice (Writhing syndrome frequency)
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1 26 12 10 15 11

2 27 20 14 18 15

3 28 20 19 22 16

4 30 21 19 23 18

5 34 23 21 26 20

6 36 23 22 27 20

7 38 31 24 29 24

8 39 38 27 33 26

Mean=+S.E. 32.2+2.1 23.6%3.2 19.5+2.2 24.1+2.4 18.7+2.0

P 0.05 0. 001 0.05 0.001
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Table II. Anti-inflammatory effect of “Bingso-San” and “Gamibingso-San” on the formation of paw
edema by acetic acid in rats. (Increase in paw edema %, M.=%S.E.)

\

Time ( min)\Gg) Control Sample I Sample 1 Sample T Sample
30 48.5+1.3 44.4+1.3% 44.7+1.6 49.342.3 50.5%3.2
60 70.3%+2.7 58.313. 3** 68.3+1.6 58.9+3.7* 73.2t1.4
120 83.8+1.2 76.9:£2. 0%* 78. 410, gF** 80.5+2.4 83.3x2.4
180 84.2+1.5 73.241.2¥%%  72,640. 9% 80.5+2.4 74.541. 9+
240 82.4+2.4 72. 441, 7 71.5£1. 2%** 77.542.2 71.84£1. 2%**

. *Statistically significant to compare with control group (¥P<{0.05 **P<{0.01 ***P<0.01 ****P<0.001)
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Table III. Anti-inflammatoro effect of “Bingso-San” and “Gamibingso-San” on the formation of
paw edema by acetic acid in rats. (Anti-edematous effect %, M.+S.E.)
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