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ABSTRACT Objective To analyze hepatotoxicity of Polygonum multiflorum and clinical character-
istics of drug-induced liver injury (DILI) caused by Polygonum multiflorum and its preparations. Methods
A retrospective study was performed in 158 patients treated at 302 Military Hospital between January
2009 and January 2014. All of them had used Polygonum muiltiflorum and its preparations before the onset
of DILI, and their clinical characteristics and prognoses were analyzed. Results  Of the 158 DILI patients
who used Polygonum multiflorum or its preparations, 92 (58.2% ) combined with Western medicine or
Chinese herbal preparations without Polygonum multiflorum ; 66 patients (41.8% ) used Polygonum multi
florum and its preparations alone. In 66 DILI patients induced by Polygonum multiflorum or its preparations
alone, 51 cases (77.3% ) were induced by Polygonum multiflorum compounds and 22. 7% by single Po-
lygonum multiflorum ; 4 cases (6.1% ) were caused by crude Polygonum multiflorum and 62 (93.9% ) by
processed Polygonum multiflorum and its preparations. Clinical injury patterns were hepatocellular 92. 4%
(61 cases), cholestatic 1. 5% (1 case), and mixed 6. 1% (4 cases). Pathological examination was per-
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formed by liver biopsy in 32 cases (48.15% ), manifested as hepatocellular degeneration and necrosis,

fibroplasia, Kupffer cells with pigment granule, and a large number of eosinophil infiltration, were ob-

served. Four patients were developed into liver failure, 4 into cirrhosis, and 1 died. Conclusion

Polygo

num multiflorum and its preparations could induce DILI, but clinical diagnosis of Polygonum multiflorum

induced hepatotoxicity should be cautious.

KEYWORDS Polygonum multiflorum ; hapatotoxicity ; clinical characteristics; pathological manifes-

tation
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