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Table 1 Effect of Roselle calyx on body weight gain

in ddY mice.
Control Roselle calyx
Body weight gain
9=£0. .0=x0.
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Fig. 1 Effect of Roselle calyx on blood glucose level
in ddY mice.

Closed circle : Roselle calyx-treated ddY mice (100
mg/kg body weight) , open circle : control mice.
Each point indicates the mean * SE. from 7 mice.
Significantly different from the control, *p<0.05.
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Fig. 2 Effect of Roselle calyx on glucose tolerance
test in ddY mice.

Closed circle : Roselle calyx-treated ddY mice (100

mg/kg body weight) , open circle : control mice.

Each point indicates the mean = SE. from 7 mice.
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Fig. 3 Effect of Roselle calyx on Liver weight /
Body weight in ddY mice.

Closed bar : Roselle calyx-treated KK-Ay mice (100

mg/kg body weight) , open bar : control mice. Each

point indicates the mean = SE. from 7~8 mice.
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Table 2 Effect of Roselle calyx on body weight gain
in KK-Ay mice.

Control Roselle calyx
Body weight gain
(/4 weeks) 5.3+0.4 5.2+0.2
Mean + S.E.
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Fig. 5 Effect of Roselle calyx on glucose tolerance
test in KK-Ay mice.

Closed circle : Roselle calyx-treated KK-Ay mice

(100 mg/kg body weight), open circle : control mice.

Each point indicates the mean = SE. from 7~8 mice.

S
B

600

500

400

%
300

Blood glucose level (mg/dl)

100 f —0—Control
—8—Roselle calyx

Fig. 4 Effect of Roselle calyx on blood glucose level
in KK-Ay mice.

Closed circle : Roselle-treated KK-Ay mice (100 mg/kg

body weight), open circle : control mice. Each point

indicates the mean = SE. from 7~8 mice. Significantly

different from the control, *p<0.01.
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Fig. 6 Effect of Roselle calyx on insulin tolerance
test in KK-Ay mice.

Closed circle : Roselle calyx-treated KK-Ay mice

(100 mg/kg body weight), open circle : control mice.

Each point indicates the mean = SE. from 7~8 mice.
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Fig. 7 Effect of Roselle calyx on Liver weight /
Body weight in KK-Ay mice.

Closed bar : Roselle calyx-treated KK-Ay mice (100

mg/kg body weight), open bar : control mice. Each

point indicates the mean * S.E. from 7~8 mice.

Significantly different from the control, *p<0.01.
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Fig. 8 Effect of Roselle calyx on glycogen contents
in KK-Ay mice.

Closed bar : Roselle calyx-treated KK-Ay mice (100 mg/

kg body weight), open bar : control mice. Each point

indicates the mean = SE. from 5~8 mice. Significantly

different from the control, *p<0.05.
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