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Effects of Niaoxuexiaol on Oxidative Stress in Rats with Damp — heat Renal Hematuria
LAN Fang LIU Shaohui XIE Yongxiang et al
The First Affiliated Hospital of Guangxi University of Chinese Medicine Nanning( 530023)

ABSTRACT Objective: Objective To observe the effect of Niaoxuexiao 1( NXX1) on the oxidative stress in rats with damp —
heat? renal hematuria and the underlying mechanisms. Methods: 108 rats were randomly divided into the blank group the model
group the Shenyansiwei Capsule( SYSWC) - controled group the NXXI1 — treaded groups( low — dose group middle — dose group
and high — dose group) 18 rats in each group. To establish a model of damp — heat? renal hematuria the model group the SYSWC —
controled group and each treatment group of NXX1 regularly were injected BSA into stomach feeded high sugar and high fat feeding
and given the corresponding environment which took 12 weeks to be completed. Six rats were randomly selected to test 24 h urine pro—
tein( Upr) and urinary red blood cell( URBC) on day 0 14 after the success of the building What s more six rats were randomly se—
lected to test the superoxide dismutase ( SOD) malondialdehyde ( MDA)  glutathione ( GSH) in the kidney tissue on day 0 7 14
after the success of the building. Results: Compared with the blank group the levels of URBC 24 h Upr and MDA were obviously in—
creased and the levels of SOD and GSH were significantly decreased in the model group the SYSWC — controled group and each
treatment group of NXX1 on day O after the success of the building. After treatment of 14 days the levels of URBC.24 h Upr.MDA
were obviously higher and the level of SOD.GSH were clearly lower than before receiving the treatment Compared with the before initi—
ating treatment the levels of 24 h Upr MDA reduced obviously in each treatment group of NXXI and the SYSWC - controled group
which had statistically significance. Compared with the SYSWC — controled group the levels of URBC.24 h Upr.MDA were obviously
decreased while the levels of SOD.GSH were visibly increased in the big — dose group of NXX1 the effectiveness of the big — dose
group of NXX1 was much better than the SYSWC — controled group which had statistically significance. Conclusion: NXXI could re—
duce hematuresis and proteinuria in rats with damp — heat renal hematuria whose mechanism of action could be related to antagonistic
oxidative stress by reducing the level of MDA and improving the levels of SOD.GSH in the kidney tissue.
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