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A B S T R A C T

Despite many etiological factors, gastric acid secretion is assumed to play a central role in the development
of gastric ulcer. Blockade of gastric acid secretion therefore, seems to be the key therapeutic objective of
gastric ulcer disease. Available acid-blocking/anti-secretory drugs used in the management of gastric ulcer
are associated with high cost, unwanted side effects and treatment relapse. Extracts from plants can be useful
and may serve as an alternative to conventional drugs in gastric ulcer management. This work was aimed
at assessing the gastric acid anti-secretory effects of fractionated ethanol extract of Piper guineense leaf on
histamine-induced ulcer in Wistar rats. This was conducted by administering orally, 400mg/kg of fraction
extracts obtained by fractionation of ethanol-extracted residue, to fifty six adultWistar rats randomized into
eight groups (n=7) of animals followed by induction of ulcer with 40mg/kg histamine, orally. The effects of
the plant extracts on histamine-induced ulcer, gastric pH and gastric volume were ascertained. From the
results, all the extracts significantly (p<0.05) produced ulcer inhibition, increased gastric pH and reduced
gastric volume.This study concludes that extracts of Piper guineense leaf possess antiulcer effects, whichmay
occur via histamine-2-receptor blockade and/or anti-secretory mediated activities.
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INTRODUCTION

Gastric ulcer being one of the major health disorders
that affects significant proportion of global population,
continues to increase both in occurrence and prevalence.1,2
Gastric ulcer has been described2,3 as the new “plague” of
the 21st century, with increasing morbidity. Pathogenesis
of gastric ulcer is linked to an imbalance between the
gastroprotective and destructive factors of the stomach.3
Gastric ulcer develops when the destructive factors are
in excess of the gastroprotective factors, or as a result
of diminished mucosal protective mechanisms.4–6 The
destructive factors include gastric acid, pepsin, non-steroidal
anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs), excessive consumption
of alcohol, free radicals, poor diet, stress and infection by
Helicobacter pylori.7,8 Recently, prevention and treatment of
gastric ulcer have posed some challenges to medicine, thus,

have stimulated a lot of research interest. Recent approaches
in the management of gastric ulcer involve blocking
secretion of gastric acid, using conventional histamine2-
receptor antagonists and proton pump inhibitors. Although
conventional drugs have reasonably reduced the morbidity
and mortality rates, they have some short-comings. High
treatment failure and relapse rates, drug-drug interaction,
high cost and unwanted side effects3 pose complexity in
routine management of this ailment. On this note and on
the basis of preponderance of evidence demonstrating the
effectiveness ofmedicinal plants,9–11 attention of researchers
has been drawn to medicinal plants as an alternative in
the pharmacotherapy of ulcer diseases. Plant can serve as a
novel source of therapeutic agents for management of ulcer,
whereby extracts with anti-secretory ability, in isolation
and/or in combination with other agents, can provide
gastroprotective actions. This formed the justification for
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study of antiulcer activity of Piper guineense leaf, claimed by
traditional medicine as remedy for various forms of stomach
disorders in the Eastern part of Nigeria.12

Piper guineense, a native of Tropical regions of Central
and West Africa, is a perennial plant cultivated in Nigeria
where it is locally known as “iyere” among the Yorubas,
“uziza” among the Igbos and “monsoro” among the
Hausas. Piper guineense is commonly used in Nigeria as
food spices and appetizer.13 Studies have reported various
ethnomedicinal uses of Piper guineense which include:
treatment of female infertility and low sperm count in
men,14 weight control,15 fish preservation,16 carminative
and eupeptic17 and insecticidal activity.18 Previous report
found that alkaloids, flavonoids, saponins, tannins, resins
and essential oil are present in Piper guineense leaves.19

We had earlier reported that the fraction extracts
of Piper guineense leaf exhibited significant antiulcer
activities against indomethacin-induced ulcer in Wistar
rats.20Nevertheless; its effect on gastric acid secretion was
neither examined nor explored in our previous study.
The present study, therefore, assessed the gastric acid
anti-secretory effects of fraction extracts of Piper guineense
leaf on histamine-induced ulcer in Wistar rats, with a view
to establish the possible mechanism(s) of antiulcer activity,
and to scientifically justify the tradomedical claim as ulcer
remedy.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Plant collection, identification and authentication

Piper guineense fresh leaves, were harvested from a farm
land in Naze, Owerri, Imo State, Nigeria, during rainy
season in the month of August, 2018.The plant material was
identified, authenticated and deposited as voucher specimen
(Herbarium Number: UPH/P/251) for further reference
in the Department of Plant Science and Biotechnology,
University of Port Harcourt, Nigreia.

Experimental animals/Animal ethics approval

Healthy adult Wistar rats of 12-15 weeks old that weighed
between 170 and 190g and healthy adult albino mice of
12-15 weeks old that weighed between 20 and 22g were
employed in the study. The animals were reared in Animal
Facility Unit of Madonna University, Nigeria, under well-
ventilated room temperature. They were housed in secured
cages, floored with adequate wood shavings/saw-dusts, fed
freely with commercial poultry growers feed (Top feedsR,
Nigeria) and supplied with clean drinking tap water. Animal
ethics approval (Reference number: MAU/SREC/A/17)
was granted by University Senate Research and Ethics
Committee of Madonna University, Nigeria

Animal handling compliances as published earlier21 were
strictly followed.

Study area

All studies that involved the use of animalswere conducted at
the Animal Facility Unit, Madonna University, Nigeria, Elele
Campus.

Drugs and reagents

Drugs and reagents employed in this work included the
following: Histamine (Fine Chemicals, Mumbai, India),
Phenolphthalein (Fine Chemicals, Mumbai, India) Cimeti-
dine (Cadila Pharmaceuticals Pvt Ltd, India), Chloroform
(Super Tek Chemicals, India), Sodium Hydroxide (Rankem
Mumbai, India), Tween 80 (3%v/v) (Super Tek Chem-
icals, Germany), Ethylacetate (Rankem, Mumbai, India),
Dragendorff ’s reagent (Super Tek Chemicals, Germany),
n-Hexane (Sigma Aldrich Chemie, Germany) Tween 80
(3%v/v) (Super Tek Chemicals, Germany), 96% Ethanol
(Gungsdong Guandgua Chemical Factory, China), Topfer’s
reagent (Fine Chemicals, Mumbai, India)

Extraction of crude (ethanol) extract.

As indicated in our earlier study,22 about three kilograms of
matured fresh leaves ofPiper guineensewere properlywashed
in water to remove foreign matters and air-dried under
shade for two weeks to obtain a dry mass for powdering.
Using a roller grinder, the dried leaves were ground into
coarse powder, and about 500g was soaked in two liters of
ethanol (80%) at ambient temperature. The soaked material
was occasionally stirred four times a day (every six hours)
for three days. The resultant solution was filtered through
filter papers (Whatmann, No 1) to separate the filtrate from
the marc. The marc was re-soaked and re-filtered. After
filtration, all the obtained filtrates were gathered together in
a previously weighed clean empty beaker. The beaker and its
content were placed in an oven at 40oC until ethanol was
evaporated and dried solid residue obtained.

Preparation of fraction extracts

Thin-layer chromatography (TLC)23 and column chro-
matography24 as reported earlier22 were employed in the
preparation of fraction extracts from ethanol-extracted
residue. Preliminary thin-layer chromatography (TLC) was
performed on eight solvent systems constituted in different
ratios, to obtain the one thatwould give the best resolution.22
The solvent system (Chloroform /Ethylacetate/Ethanol;
7:2:1) that gave the best resolution was subsequently
used in column chromatography to obtain the fraction
extracts and to determine their TLC mobility (R f values).
In column chromatographic procedure, 10g of ethanol-
extracted residue was dissolved in 10ml ethanol, placed on
the column and then continuously eluted with Chloroform
/Ethylacetate/Ethanol (7:2:1) solvent system. Seventeen-
10ml fractions were collected (labeled FE-1 to FE-17) and
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their TLC mobility (R f values) was calculated as follows22

R f = Distance (cm) travelled by the spot f rom starting point in T LC
Distance (cm) travelled by the solvent f ront in T LC

Pooling, labeling and storage of the plant extracts

Fractions with similar color reaction and R f value were
appropriately gathered together in a previously weighed
clean beaker, then labeled as: pooled fraction-1 (PF-1);
pooled fraction-2 (PF-2); pooled fraction-3 (PF-3); pooled
fraction-4 (PF-4) and pooled fraction-5 (PF-5). Each beaker
and its content were placed in an oven at 40oC to expel the
eluting solvent system to obtain a dried solid mass. After
drying, the labeled containers were stored in the refrigerator
until when needed.

Calculation of percent yield of extracts

Various beakers and their dried content were re-weighed,
compared with the initial weight of empty beakers, and
difference in weight was noted. Using the formula proposed
by,25 percent yield was calculated as the ratio of weight
(g) of the extracted residue to weight (500g) of the soaked
powdered material multiplied by hundred

Toxicity (acute) study

Both the ethanol extract and fraction extracts were tested
for acute toxicity, to ascertain doses that could be safe in
subsequent whole animal experiment. Healthy adult albino
mice (20-22g) of 12-15 weeks old that fasted over night
were used. A method involving two phases as demonstrated
by26 that used a minimal number of thirteen (13) animals
was employed. In this method, defined doses of 10mg/kg,
100mg/kg and 1000mg/kg of the extracts were respectively
administered orally to three groups of animals (n=3) in the
phase one of the experiment, after which, the animals were
observed for 24 hours for any sign of toxicity and death.
Based on the result obtained in phase one, the phase two
of the experiment was conducted, in which defined doses
of 1000mg/kg, 1600mg/kg, 2900mg/kg and 5000mg/kg of
the extracts were respectively administered to four groups
of animals (n=1) and then observed for sings of toxicity or
death for another 24 hours

Study design

Fifty six healthy adult Wistar rats of 12-15 weeks old
that weighed between 170 and 190g were randomly placed
into eight experimental groups comprising of six test
groups (labeled A to F) and two control (positive and
negative) groups (labeled G and H respectively). Each test
and control groups consisted of seven animals per group
(n=7). Each group was fasted for 24 hours prior to the
study but was allowed liberty to drink water until two
hours to the experiment. Drug and extracts were orally
administered through intra-gastric tube and the dose of

extracts administered was safe, as ascertained in acute
toxicity study. Various groups of animals were treated in
following way:

Each rat in Group A received at once, 400mg/kg PF-1,
orally

Each rat in Group B received at once, 400mg/kg PF-2,
orally

Each rat in Group C received at once, 400mg/kg PF-3,
orally

Each rat in Group D received at once, 400mg/kg PF-4,
orally

Each rat in Group E received at once, 400mg/kg PF-5,
orally

Each rat in Group F received at once, 400mg/kg EE, orally
Each rat in Group G (positive control) received at once,

100mg/kg cimetidine, orally
Each rat in Group H (negative control) received at once,

5ml/kg 3% v/v Tween 80, orally
Following the respective treatment above (i.e. 30 minutes

later), ulcer was induced in each animal via intragastric
administration of a dose of 40mg/kg histamine.27

Isolation of stomach and collection of gastric content

Six hours after the induction of ulcer, the animals were
humanely sacrificed under anesthesia and their stomachs
dissected. Gastric content of each animal was drained into
a separate graduated tube while the stomach was washed
under tap water.

Macroscopic assessment of gastric mucosal lesion

Using hand lens (magnification: x10), the washed stomachs
were pinned flat on a board and examined for ulcer/lesion
formation. The number of ulcers was counted and scoring
made as proposed by28 as follows:

Normal colored stomach = 0;
Red coloration = 0.5;
Spot ulcer = 1;
Hemorrhagic streak = 1.5;
Deep ulcer (ulcer > 3 but≤ 5mm) = 2;
Perforation(> 5mm) = 3
Equations proposed in,29 were used to calculate the ulcer

index and percent ulcer inhibition as follows:
Ulcer Index = Total ulcer score

Number o f animals ulcerated
% Ulcer Inhibition =

Ulcer index control negative−Ulcer index test group
Ulcer index control negative group x 100

Determination of gastric pH

Gastric pHwas determined according to procedure specified
by27. In this procedure, an 1ml aliquot of gastric juice was
diluted with 1ml of demineralized water, and pH of the
resulting solution was measured using pH meter (ADWA
AD 8000).
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Measurement of volume, free acidity and total acidity
of gastric content

The gastric content of each animal was centrifuged at 3000
rpm for ten minutes, after which, the supernatant portion
was decanted and measured using measuring cylinder to
obtain the gastric volume.

Determination of level of free acidity and total acidity
of the gastric content were done according to Topfer’s
method of gastric analysis as described by30. In this method,
1ml aliquot was pipette out into 100ml conical flask, two
drops of Topfer’s reagent (Dimethyl-amino-azo benzene)
were added and titrated with 0.01N Sodium hydroxide until
all traces of pink color disappeared and the color of the
resulting solution turned into yellowish orange.The quantity
of Sodium hydroxide added was recorded and this was taken
to correspond to free acidity. Titration was continued until
pink color of the obtained solution reappeared. Again the
total quantity of Sodium hydroxide added was recorded and
this volume was taken to correspond to total acidity. Using
the equation proposed by31, acidity was calculated as follow:

Acidity =
V x N x 100mEq

0.1

Where V = volume of Sodium hydroxide
N = Normality of Sodium hydroxide
The calculated values of free and total acidity are

expressed as mEq/L31

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF DATA

Data are expressed as mean ± standard error of mean
(SEM) of seven animals. Results were analyzed statistically
using one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA). Post-Hoc
(Duncan’s) multiple comparisons were used to compare
the values of the test and the negative control groups
using standard statistical Software Package of Social Science
(SPSS) version 24. P<0.05 was considered as significant.

RESULTS

Rf values and pooling of fractions

Column chromatographic separation produced a total of
seventeen-10ml fractions. Based on the R f values, FE-1, FE-
2 and FE-3 were pooled together as pooled fraction-1(PF-
1); FE-4 and FE-5 were pooled together as pooled fraction-2
(PF-2); FE-6, FE-7, and FE-8 were pooled together as pooled
fraction-3(PF-3); FE-9, FE-10, FE-11, FE-12, and FE-13were
pooled together as pooled fraction-4 (PF-4); FE-14, FE-15,
FE-16 and FE-17 were pooled fraction-(PF-5).

Yield of ethanol and pooled fraction extracts

As shown in Table 1, the quantitative yield of ethanol extract
was 21.08g. Among the pooled fractions, pooled fraction-4
(PF-4) gave the highest yield of 3.81g.

Table 1: Yield of Ethanol and Pooled Fraction Extracts
Extract Yield (g) % Yield
Ethanol 21.08 4.2
Pf-1 1.23 12.3
Pf-2 0.92 9.2
Pf-3 1.84 18.4
Pf-4 3.81 38.1
Pf-5 2.11 21.1

Toxicity (acute) study

The acute toxicity study did not produce any toxicity
symptoms at 5000mg/kg inmice. Nomortality was observed
within 48 hours in the treated groups, hence, the LD50 of
the extracts of Piper guineense leaf could be greater than
5000mg/kg.

Effects of extracts and standard drug (cimetidine) on
histamine-induced ulcer in Wistar rats

The effects of the extracts and standard drug (cimetidine)
on histamine ulcer model in Wistar rats were studied by
comparing the percent inhibition produced by the extract-
treated groups (test groups) with that produced by the 3%v/v
Tween 80-treated group (negative control). From the result
obtained, cimetidine at 100mg/kg and the extracts (ethanol
and fractions) at 400mg/kg, significantly (P < 0.05) inhibited
ulcer induced with histamine (40mg/kg). PF-3 produced the
highest ulcer inhibition of 20.85% as shown in Table 2

Table 2: Effect of plant extracts (ethanol and fractions) and
standard drug (cimetidine) on histamine-induced ulcer in
Wistar rats
Treatment
group

Dose (oral) Ulcer index % Inhibi-
tion

A (PF-1) 400mg/kg 5.78± 0.18 15.74*
B (PF-2) 400mg/kg 5.64± 0.21 17.78*
C (PF-3) 400mg/kg 5.43± 0.17 20.85*
D (PF-4) 400mg/kg 5.50± 0.31 19.83*
E (PF-5) 400mg/kg 5.79± 0.26 15.60*
F (EE) 400mg/kg 4.93± 0.30 28.13*
G (positive
control)

100mg/kg 2.07± 0.93 69.83*

H (negative
control)

5ml/kg 6.86± 0.28 —

Values represent mean±SEM of seven animals in each group
*Significant relative to negative control (3% v/v Tween 80), P < 0.05.

Effect of extracts on gastric p H

Table 3 reveals that both the ethanol and fraction extracts
significantly (p< 0.05) increased gastric acid pH. Pooled
fraction-2 (PF-2) produced the highest increase (41.94%) in
gastric pH.
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Table 3: Effect of plant extracts (ethanol and fractions) and
standard drug (cimetidine) on gastric pH inWistar rats
Treatment
group

Dose (oral) Gastric pH % increase
pH

A (PF-1) 400mg/kg 3.7±0.05 * 19.35*
B (PF-2) 400mg/kg 4.4±0.1 * 41.94*
C (PF-3) 400mg/kg 3.6±0.04 * 16.13*
D (PF-4) 400mg/kg 4.2±0.07* 35.48*
E (PF-5) 400mg/kg 3.4±0.03* 9.68*
F (EE) 400mg/kg 3.5±0.04* 12.90*
G ( Positive
control)

100mg/kg 4.8±0.05 * 54.84*

H ( Negative
control)

5ml/kg 3.1±0.08 -

Value represent mean±SEM of seven animals in each group
*Significant relative to negative control (3% v/v Tween 80), (P< 0.05)

Effects of extracts and standard drug (cimetidine) on
volume, free acidity and total acidity of gastric content
in Wistar rats

Table 4 shows that the ethanol extract (EE), pooled fraction-3
(PF-3), pooled fraction-4 (PF-4) and pooled fraction-5 (PF-
5) significantly reduced gastric volume (46.01%, 44.15%,
48.94% and 43.09% respectively); free acidity (54.90%,
47.84%, 33.82% and 35.05% respectively) and total acidity
(34.54%, 34.60%, 46.18% and 29.35% respectively) compare
to negative control (3% v/v Tween 80). Although gastric
content volume and total acidity were significantly (P<0.05)
reduced by pooled fraction-1 (PF-1), it did not reduce free
acidity.

DISCUSSION

Yield

This study reveals that the quantitative yield of the
ethanol-extracted residue is low (21.08g) when judged with
the amount (500g) of soaked powdered material. Pooled
fraction-4 (PF-4) although comprised of five fractions, gave
a low yield (3.81g) in relation to the proportional amount
of soaked material. This finding conforms to the previous
report32 that active biological principles usually occur in
plants in low concentration.

Toxicity (acute) study

Acute toxicity test was conducted to assess the adverse effects
that may occur within a short time after administrating
a single dose of a test substance33. Although earlier
reports34,35 suggest that medicinal plants have advantages
of toxicity considerations because of their long term use
by humans, we conducted acute toxicity test of the extracts
with the principal aim of ascertaining safe dose that could
be used in further pharmacological screening. The result
obtained indicated that up to LD50of 5000mg/kg of the leaf

extracts, no symptom of toxicity was noticed, and therefore,
it was judged to be safe for use in further pharmacological
screening. This finding is substantiated by the report that
compounds that do not show adverse effects when given in
doses of 3000mg to 5000mg per kilogram body weight are
essentially non-toxic36.

Antiulcer activity on histamine-induced ulcer

Earlier report37 showed that histamine plays an essential role
in the pathogenesis of ulcer since it is a potent stimulator
of H2-receptors of parietal cells. Further report29 indicated
that histamine causes gastric ulcers by its potent stimulation
of parietal cells that secrete gastric acid, and by its
vasodilating capability, which leads to increased vascular
permeability. These bio-pharmacological actions enable its
use as an ulcer model for evaluating agents with anti-
secretory and/or H2-receptor-blocking potential38. In this
sutydy, the ability of Piper guineense ethanol and fraction
extracts to block histamine-induced ulcer may suggest H2-
receptor blockade and/or anti-secretory as the mechanism
of action. This finding is similar to earlier report39 that
Cudrania tricuspidata ethanol extract prevents H2-receptor
related diseases like hyperacidity and reflux esophagitis.

Gastric pH, volume, free acidity and total acidity

Earlier report40 suggested that elevated concentration of the
hydrogen ion is a destructive factor that promotes gastric
damage via decreasing pH of the gastric juice. The result
of this study shows that pre-treatment with Piper guineense
leaf extract significantly (P<0.05) elevated gastric pH levels
with simultaneous decrease in gastric secretion (volume);
an effects that support anti-secretory and/or H2 receptor-
blocking activity of the leaves. These findings correlate with
the earlier report41 on Cuphea ignea, which significantly
increased gastric pH, and reduced gastric volume.

CONCLUSION

Piper guineense leaf extracts inhibit histamine-induced
ulceration, an actionmediated by their anti-secretory and/or
H2 receptor blocking mechanism(s), as evidenced by its
ability to elevate gastric pH, and simultaneously decrease
gastric secretion (volume). This finding has authenticated
the tradomedicinal claim on the plant as a remedy for ulcer.
However, this claim can further be substantiated by clinical
trials.

REFERENCES

1. Chen H, Liao H, Liu Y, Zheng Y,Wu X, Su Z, et al. Protective effects of
pogostone from Pogostemonis herba against ethanol-induced gastric
ulcer in rats. Fitoterapia. 2015;100:110–117. Available from: https:
//dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fitote.2014.11.017.

2. O’malley P. Gastric ulcers and GERD: the new “plagues” of the
21st century up date for the clinical nurse specialist. Clinical Nurse

Journal of Pharmaceutical Research Vol. 21, No. 1, Jan-March 2022:10

https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fitote.2014.11.017
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fitote.2014.11.017


Assessment of Gastric Acid Anti-Secretory Effects Onwudiwe et al

Table 4: Effect of plant extracts (ethanol and fractions) and standard drug (cimetidine) on volume, free acidity and total acidity of
the gastric content in Wistar rats

Treatment group Dose (oral) Gastric volume(ml) Free Acidity(mEq/L) Total Acidity (mEq/L)

A (PF-1) 400mg/kg 2.99± 0.18(20.48%)* 40.68± 0.62 (2.35%) 62.57± 0.74(24.16%)*
B (PF-2) 400mg/kg 3.17± (15.69%)* 25.24± 1.17 (39.41%)* 45.17± (45.16%)*
C (PF-3) 400mg/kg 2.10± 0.15 (44.15%)* 21.73±0.65 (47.84%)* 53.86±0.28 (34.60%)*
D (PF-4) 400mg/kg 1.92± 0.17 (48.94%)* 27.57± 0.41(33.82%)* 44.33±1.80 (46.18%)*
E (PF-5) 400mg/kg 2.14± 0.17 (43.09%)* 27.06± 0.80 (35.05%)* 58.19±0.52 (29.35%)*
F (EE) 400mg/kg 2.03± 0.13 (46.01%)* 18.79±0.58 (54.90%)* 53.91±0.26 (34.54%)*
G (positive control) 100mg/kg 1.29± 0.20 (65.69%)* 5.64± 0.51(86.46%)* 11.83±0.53 (85.64%)*
H (negative control) 5ml/kg 3.76± 0.09 (0.00%) 41.66± 0.63 (0.00) 82.36±0.41 (0.00%)
Values represent mean±SEM of seven animals in each group
*Significant relative to negative control (3% v/v Tween 80) data, (p < 0.05).

Specialist. 2003;17(6):286–289.
3. Zakaria ZA, Balan T, Azemi AK, Omar MH, Mohtarrudin N, Ahmad

Z, et al. Mechanism(s) of action underlying the gastroprotective effect
of ethyl acetate fraction obtained from the crude methanolic leaves
extract of Muntingia calabura. BMC Complementary and Alternative
Medicine. 2016;16(1):209–221. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.
1186/s12906-016-1041-0.

4. Khazei M, Salehi H. Protective effect of Falcaria vulgaris extract on
ethanol-induced gastric ulcer in rats. Iranian Journal of Pharmacology
andTherapeutics. 2006;5:1–4.

5. Laine L, Takeuchi K, Tarnawski A. Gastric mucosal defense and
cytoprotection. Gastroenterology. 2008;135(1):41–60. Available from:
https://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2008.05.030.

6. Panneerselvam S, Arumugam GA. Biochemical study on the
gastroprotective effect of hydroalcoholiic extract of Andrographis
paniculata in rats. Indian Journal of Pharmacology. 2011;43:402–408.

7. Rang HP, Dale MM, Ritter JM, Flower RJ. Rang and Dale’s
Pharmacology. Elsevier Churchill Livingstone. 2012.

8. Zheng YF, Xie JH, Xu YF, Liang YZ, Mo ZZ, Jiang WW, et al.
Gastroprotective effect and mechanism of patchouli alcohol against
ethanol, indomethacin and stress-induced ulcer in rats. Chemico-
Biological Interactions. 2014;222:27–36. Available from: https://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.cbi.2014.08.008.

9. Anandan R, Rekha RD, Saravanan N, Devaki T. Protective effects
of Picrorrhiza kurroa against HCl/ethanol-induced ulceration in rats.
Fitoterapia. 1999;70(5):498–501. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/s0367-326x(99)00081-7.

10. Akah PA, Nwafor SV, Co O, Orji UI. Evaluation of antiulcer
properties of Pseudocedrela kotschyi stem bark extract. Discov Innov.
2001;13:132–135.

11. Austin A, Jagdeesan M. Gastric and duodenal anti-ulcer and
cytoprotective effects of Cissus quadrangularis I variant II in rats .
Nigerian Journal of Natural Products and Medicine. 2022;6(1):10–14.

12. Besong EE, Balogun ME, Djobissie SF, Mbamalu OS, Obimma JN. A
review of Piper guineense (African Black Pepper). International Jour-
nal of Pharmacy and Pharmaceutical Research Human. 2016;6(1):368–
384.

13. Raji Y, Udoh US, Ojo OO. Gastric ulcerogenic activities Of Piper
guineense extract in Rats. Nigerian Journal of Physiological Sciences.
2003;18(1):27–30.

14. Nwachukwu CU, Ume NC, Obasi MN, Nzewuihe GU, Onyirioha C.
The qualitative uses of some medicinal plants in Ikeduru LGA of Imo
State. New York Science Journal. 2010;3(11):129–134.

15. Mbah MA. Effect of dietary intake of Piper guineense on growth and
indices of fitness in Rattus rattus. Isc Innoa. 1994;4:383–388.

16. Klin KD, Barimalaa I, Achimewhu SS, Adeniji TA. Effect of
extracts from 3 indigenous spices on chemical stability of smoked
dried fish during storage. Agriculture, Nutrition and Development.

2011;11(16):72–85.
17. Echo IA, Osuagwu AN, Agbor RB, Okpako EC, Ekanem BE.

Phytochemical composition of Aframonum melegueta and Piper
guineense seeds. World Journal of Applied Environmental Chemistry.
2019;2(1):17–21.

18. Su HCF. Insecticidal Properties of Black Pepper to Rice Weevils and
Cowpea Weevils124. Journal of Economic Entomology. 1977;70(1):18–
21.

19. Okoye EI, Ebeledike AO. Phytochemical constituent of Piper
guineense and their health implications on some microorganisms.
Global Research Journal of Science. 2013;2(2):42–46.

20. Onwudiwe TC, Unekwe PC, Chilaka KC, Ilo CE, Ughachukwu PO.
Aligwekwe A U. Evaluation of gastroprotective activities of fraction
extracts of Piper guineense on ethanol-induced ulcer in Wistar rats.
Saudi Journal of Medical and Pharmaceutical Sciences. 2021;7(9):458–
468.

21. Public Health Services Policy on Humane Care and use of Laboratory
Animals. US Department of Health and Human Services. 1986.

22. Onwudiwe TC, Unekwe PC, Chilaka KC, Ilo CE, Ughachukwu PO.
Evaluation, isolation and characterization of antiulcer principle(s) of
ethanol leaf extract of Piper guineense on indomethacin-induced ulcer
in Wistar rats. European Journal of Biomedical and Pharmaceutical
Sciences. 2021;8(10):426–434.

23. Stahl E. Thin-layer chromatography. A laboratory handbook. Berlin.
Springer. 1969.

24. Harbone JB. Phytochemical methods: a guide to modern techniques
of plant analysis. London, UK. Chapman & Hall. 1998.

25. Okoli AS, Okeke MI, Iroegbu CU, Ebo PU. Extraction and
evaluation of antibacterial principles of Harungana madagascariensis
leaf. Phytotherapy Research. 2010;16:183–186.

26. Lorke D. A new approach to practical acute toxicity testing. Archives
of Toxicology. 1983;54(4):275–287. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/
10.1007/bf01234480.

27. Dashputre NL, Naikwade NS. Evaluation of antiulcer activity of
methanol extract ofAbutilon indicumLinn leaves in experimental rats.
International Journal of Pharmaceutical Sciences and Drug Research.
2011;3(2):91–100.

28. Urushidani T, Kasuya Y, Okabe S. The Mechanism of aggravation
of Indomethacin-Induced gastric ulcer by adrenalectomy in the Rat.
Japanese Journal of Pharmacology. 1979;29(5):775–777. Available
from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0021-5198(19)31510-0.

29. Adinortey MB, Ansah C, Galyuon I, Nyarko A. In-vivo models used
for evaluation of potential anti-gastroduodenal ulcer agents. Ulcers.
2013;2013:1–12. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/
796405. doi:10.1155/2013/796405.

30. Hubbard RS, Meeker OD. The analysis of gastric juice for free acidity
(organic and inorganic). JAMA: The Journal of the American Medical
Association. 1924;82(17):1342.

Journal of Pharmaceutical Research Vol. 21, No. 1, Jan-March 2022:11

https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12906-016-1041-0
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12906-016-1041-0
https://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2008.05.030
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cbi.2014.08.008
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cbi.2014.08.008
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0367-326x(99)00081-7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0367-326x(99)00081-7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/bf01234480
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/bf01234480
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0021-5198(19)31510-0
https://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/796405
https://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/796405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/796405


Assessment of Gastric Acid Anti-Secretory Effects Onwudiwe et al

31. Abebaw M, Mishra B, Gelayee DA. Evaluation of anti-ulcer activity
of the leaf extract of &lt;em&gt;Osyris quadripartita&lt;/em&gt;
Decne. (Santalaceae) in rats. Journal of Experimental Pharmacology.
2017;Volume 9:1–11. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.2147/jep.
s125383.

32. Dhanani T, Shah S, Gajbhiye NA, Kumar S. Effect of extraction
methods on yield, phytochemical constituents and antioxidant
activity of Withania somnifera. Arabian Journal of Chemistry.
2017;10(51):S1193–S1199. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/
j.arabjc.2013.02.015. doi:10.1016/j.arabjc.2013.02.015.

33. Loha M, Mulu A, Abay SM, Ergete W, Geleta B. Acute and subacute
toxicity of methanol extract of Syzygium guineense leaves on the
histology of the Liver and Kidney and biochemical compositions
of blood in Rats. Evidence-Based Complementary and Alternative
Medicine. 2019;2019:1–15. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1155/
2019/5702159.

34. Ibrahim MB, Sowemimo AA, Sofidiya MO, Badmos KB, Fageyinbo
MS, Abdulkareem FB, et al. Sub-acute and chronic toxicity profiles
of Markhamia tomentosa ethanolic leaf extract in rats. Journal of
Ethnopharmacology. 2016;193:68–75. Available from: https://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.jep.2016.07.036.

35. Augustine NR, Madhavan G, Nass SJ. Committee on Ensuring Patient
Access to Affordable Drug Therapies; Board on Health Care Services,

Health and Medicine Division; A National Imperative. Washington
(DC) United States. National Academic Press. 2017.

36. Principles of evaluating chemicals in the environment. Washington
D.C, National Academy of Science. 1975.

37. Kitagawa H, Fujiwara M, Osumi Y. Effects of water-immersion stress
on gastric secretion and mucosal blood flow in rats. Gastroenterology.
1979;77(2):298–302. Available from: https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0016-
5085(79)90281-6.

38. Hay LY, Varco RL, Code CF,Wangensteen P. Experimental production
of gastric and duodenal ulcers in laboratory animals by intramuscular
injection of histamine in beeswax. Journal of Surgery,Gynecology and
Obstetrics. 1942;74:70–82.

39. Kim JY, Jang SS, Lee JL, Sim JH, Shim JJ. Cudrania tricuspidata extracts
protect against reflux esophagitis by blocking H2 Histamine receptors.
Preventive Nutrition and Food Science. 2019;24(2):159–164. Available
from: https://dx.doi.org/10.3746/pnf.2019.24.2.159.

40. Lullmann H, Mohr K, Ziegler A, Bieger D. Colour atlas of
pharmacology. New York. Thieme Stuttgart. 2000.

41. Mousa AM, El-Sammad NM, Hassan SK, Madboli AENA, Hashim
AN,Moustafa ES, et al. Antiulcerogenic effect of Cuphea ignea extract
against ethanol-induced gastric ulcer in rats. BMC Complementary
and Alternative Medicine. 2019;19(1):345–345. Available from: https:
//dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12906-019-2760-9.

Journal of Pharmaceutical Research Vol. 21, No. 1, Jan-March 2022:12

https://dx.doi.org/10.2147/jep.s125383
https://dx.doi.org/10.2147/jep.s125383
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.arabjc.2013.02.015
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.arabjc.2013.02.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.arabjc.2013.02.015
https://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2019/5702159
https://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2019/5702159
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2016.07.036
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2016.07.036
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0016-5085(79)90281-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0016-5085(79)90281-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.3746/pnf.2019.24.2.159
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12906-019-2760-9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12906-019-2760-9

	INTRODUCTION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Plant collection,  identification and authentication
	Experimental animals/Animal ethics approval
	Study area
	 Drugs and reagents
	 Extraction of crude (ethanol) extract.
	Preparation of fraction extracts  
	Pooling,  labeling and storage of the plant extracts
	Calculation of  percent yield of extracts
	Toxicity (acute) study  
	Study design
	Isolation of stomach and collection of gastric content
	Macroscopic assessment of gastric mucosal lesion  
	Determination of gastric pH 
	Measurement of  volume, free acidity and total acidity of gastric content

	STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF DATA
	RESULTS
	Rf  values and pooling of fractions
	Yield of ethanol and pooled  fraction extracts
	Toxicity (acute) study  
	Effects of extracts and standard drug (cimetidine) on histamine-induced ulcer in  Wistar rats
	Effect of extracts on gastric p H 
	Effects of extracts and standard drug (cimetidine) on volume, free acidity and total acidity of gastric content in Wistar rats

	DISCUSSION
	Yield
	Toxicity (acute) study
	Antiulcer activity on histamine-induced ulcer
	Gastric pH, volume, free acidity and total acidity

	CONCLUSION

