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Abstract

In the present study, combined Cordyceps wine of the two dose groups of 0.45 g/kg-BW/d (low
dose) and 0.9 g/kg-BW/d (high dose) were administered orally to mice for 1 month. Coefficients of
immune organs, humoral immune function and mononuclear macrophage activities were deter-
mined to study the immune function of combined Cordyceps wine. The results indicated that the
combined Cordyceps wine in the high-dose group could significantly increase the numbers of an-
tibody of mice, which was 62.94% higher than that in the blank control group. The high-dose and
low-dose groups could significantly increase phagocytic index of the chicken’s erythrocyte, ac-
counting for 44% and 40% higher than that of the control group. The percentages of phagocytosis
increased by 21.57% and 19.61%, respectively, compared with the control group. The high-dose
group of combined Cordyceps wine had an effect on increasing numbers of antibodies and en-
hancing the phagocytic activity of mononuclear macrophages of mice.
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Table 1. Effect of combined Cordyceps wine on coefficients of immune organs of mice (X +S, n = 10)
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Table 2. Effect of combined Cordyceps wine on numbers of hemolytic plaques and antibodies of mice (X = S, n = 10)
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Table 3. Effects of combined Cordyceps wine on carbon clearance and peritoneal macrophages of chicken erythrocytes of
mice (X £ S, n=10)
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