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The Comparison and Analysis of the common doses in Treatise on Exogenous Febrile Disease and Miscellaneous Disease

He Liging' ,Fu Yanling’

(1. Shanxi College of Chinese Medicine , Taiyuan 030024 ;2. Beijing University of Chinese Medicine ,Beijing 100029)
Abstract In this paper,the doses of commonly used herbs in Treatise on Exogenous Febrile Disease and Miscellaneous Disease
were compared and analyzed. In the two books most commonly used herbs(20 types) are the same,and most of 20 herbs have
basically the same average dose, usual dose. dose distribution range and usual dose range, only a few drugs are different. It is
shown that the two books are from the same source and have basically the same dose.
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1 2.1 2.2 2 2 0. 25~4 0.5~5 L4~27 L5~28
2 12 121 12 12 4~30 1~30 10 4~13. 7 10 6~13 8
3 2.7 2.9 3 3 0. 25~6 1~5 1L9~35 2.2~3.6
1 3.2 41 3 3 1~8 1~8 2.1~3 8 2. 7~5. 1
5 2.8 3.2 3 3 0. 25~6 2~6 L 9~3 6 2.4~3.6
6 2.2 2.7 3 3 1~3 1~4 L5~29 2.1~3.5
7 2 2.8 3 3 0. 25~3 1~4 1L2~28 2.2~3.5
8 2.3 2.7 3 3 0. 75~3 1~3 1 4~33 2.2~3
9 0.5 0.7 0.25~0. 5 0. 5~2 0.3~0.5 0.5~0,9
10 1 L6 1 1 1~ 1 1~3 1~1 1~2 1
11 3 3.2 2 4 2~6 1~6 2~14 2, 3~4, 1
12 2.5 2.9 2 2 0. 25~4 2~5 16~35 2~36
13 2.5 3.6 3 3 0. 67~6 0.5~6 1 4~3 3 2. 5~4,7
14 2 18 1 1 1~14 1~3 L1~31 1~3
15 3 4 4 3 4 0.25~8 1~8 1L 5~38 3 2~5.7
16 41, 4 14 140/50 50 16~70 10~70 26, 7~53. 3 32 5~60
17 9.5 9 16 8 0. 25~16 2~16 1~16 5. 4~13.6
18 4.8 5.4 2/8 8 2~8 2~8 2.3~7.3 3.3~7.6
19 2.8 2.6 3 3 2~3 2~3 2.3~3 2.1~3
20 3.8 47 3/4 5 3~5 3~7 31~45 4~5,7
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