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Analysis on 15 882 prescriptions of Aconiti Lateralis Radix Praeparata®

CHEN Yan, YU Jia, RUAN Jinghua, LI Guangsong, PAN Dingju, ZHANG Ning, LI Ling ( Dept. of
Pharmacy, the First Affiliated Hospital of Guizhou University of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Guiyang
550001, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To investigate the application of aconiti lateralis radix praeparata, and to analyze the
common dosage of aconiti lateralis radix praeparata and the proportion of off-label use compared with the Chinese
Pharmacopoeia: Part I (hereinafter referred to as “pharmacopoeia” ). METHODS: Retrospective analysis method was
used to count all traditional Chinese medicine prescriptions of aconiti lateralis radix praeparata in the hospital from
2020 to 2021. Gender, age, number of traditional Chinese medicine used in each prescription, method, dose of
aconiti lateralis radix praeparata, commonly used compatibility, and commonly used syndrome types were statistically
analyzed. RESULTS: A total of 15 882 prescriptions containing aconiti lateralis radix praeparata were included. Most
of the patients were females. The prescriptions with the dose range of 3 to 15 g accounted for 94.55% (15 016
prescriptions) of the total prescriptions. The number of traditional Chinese medicine in a single prescription was mainly
7 to 15, totally 11 724 prescriptions (73.82%). There were 9 308 prescriptions (58.61%) with 1 to 7 doses
prescribed in a single prescription, and 15 638 prescriptions (98.46% ) with 30 or fewer doses prescribed in a single
prescription. The most frequently used traditional Chinese medicine in combination with aconiti lateralis radix
praeparata was angelicae sinensis. CONCLUSIONS: The dosage of aconiti lateralis radix praeparata in the traditional
Chinese medicine prescriptions of the hospital was generally in line with the provisions of the pharmacopoeia, and there
was no record for use of raw aconiti lateralis radix praeparata. Aconiti lateralis radix praeparata is often used in
combination with other medicinal materials.
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Tab 1 Basic information of patients with aconiti lateralis

radix praeparata in prescription

i Stk LTS itk AR %
<20 71 634 1 361 8.57
>20~40 1294 3792 5086 32.02
>40~60 1913 3473 5386 33.91
>60~80 1363 1991 3354 2112
>80 360 329 689 4.34
&1t 5657 10219 15 876 99.96
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Tab 2 Top 10 departments with aconiti lateralis radix

praeparata prescriptions

[+ BE Wik R B e %
1 HEE1L 4382 27.59
2 JIEfEN 2111 13.29
3 LRBE 1730 10.89
4 Do Rk 1622 10.21
5 EZ MR 1239 7.80
6 e Rt 558 3.51
7 HRI2 531 3.34
8 JLEHT2 516 3.25
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10 WA 458 2.88
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Fig 1 Dose distribution of aconiti lateralis radix praeparata

in different age groups
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in a single prescription
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Tab 3 Number of doses in a single prescription with aconiti lateralis radix praeparata

Uil 1~7#] 8~ 147 15~21 %] 22~30 7 31~60 61~120 7 At
VYV 9308 324 1850 1256 232 12 15 882
HIRE % 58.61 20.30 11.65 7.91 1.46 0.08 100. 00

F4 RFHBEERASHFERMAERRKBERN S H
(ZHE=20.95%, BI5E=99.98%)
Tab 4 Compatibility and correlation between single
traditional Chinese medicine and aconiti lateralis radix

praeparata ( support =20.95%, confidence =99. 98%)

Li-F AL ok Bk BEE/Y % HIHE
HE=HT 7382 100. 00 46.48 1.00
BH= T 5 400 100. 00 34.00 1.00
ETEEY RS 4 896 99,98 30.83 1.00
FESHT 4743 100. 00 29. 86 1.00
=Y Fd 4645 100.00 29,25 1.00
HA=MHT 4597 100. 00 28.94 1.00
[ R =T 3047 100.00 24.85 1.00
HE=MF 3630 100. 00 22.86 1.00
HA = 3333 100. 00 20.99 1.00
KigE=HF 3308 100. 00 20.95 1.00

x5 S 2 RAESHFEREEREXBERAN 54
(ZHE=12.30%,BEE=95.00%)
Tab 5 Compatibility and correlation between two kinds of
traditional Chinese medicines and aconiti lateralis radix

praeparata (support =12.30%, confidence =95. 00%)

2R S P BEE/Y % I
L & HESHT 3903 100. 00 24.57 1.00
#% & AR=HF 2915 100. 00 18.35 1.00
i & ARSI 2723 100. 00 17.15 1.00
& AA=HF 2424 100. 00 15.26 1.00
i & TE=MF 2421 100. 00 15.24 1.00
% & HE=HF 2397 100. 00 15.09 1.00
W & HH=MF 2216 100. 00 13.95 1.00
& HAT= IR 2140 100. 00 13.47 1.00
M7 & R =T 2023 100. 00 12.74 1.00
YT & B K=MT 1954 100. 00 12.30 1.00

F6 AT 3 BRZE 5 M FELRE R R KB  53 4
(XHE=8.37%,BE5E=95.00%)
Tab 6 Compatibility and correlation between three kinds
of traditional Chinese medicines and aconiti lateralis radix

praeparata ( support =8.37%, confidence =95. 00%)

3 K2 S Bl BREE  IREE%  BIVE
R & HE & A2 1839 100. 00 11.58 1.00
B% & & AT 1710 100. 00 10.77 1.00
YT & Bl & B R =T 1602 100. 00 10.09 1.00
BT & RE & BEEsMT 1523 100. 00 9.59 1.00
B & & TESMT 1501 100. 00 9.45 1.00
SEl & MRE & B KT 1475 100. 00 9.29 1.00
B & & FESHTF 1452 100. 00 9.14 1.00
BT & Billy & BB K=MT 1413 100. 00 8.90 1.00
RUT & KE & R ESHT 1 405 100. 00 8.85 1.00
BT & HA & AT 1329 100. 00 8.37 1.00
3 itig
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