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ABSTRACT 

Frailty is a state of increased vulnerability resulting from aging due to cumulative decline in physiological system 

over a lifespan. Few pharmacological agents have been investigated for the treatment of frailty. In Ayurveda, 

Ashwagandha (Withania Somnifera) is a popular botanical medicine used for improvement in physical strength 

and mental stress and has a potential for treatment of frailty. This placebo-controlled study assessed the efficacy 
and safety of a capsule containing 300mg of Ashwagandha Root Extract (ARE) administered twice daily orally 

for 8 weeks. Fifty elderly subjects with a frailty score ≥7 based on Frailty Assessment and Screening Tool (FAST) 

were randomized in a 1:1 ratio to receive either Ashwagandha (ARE, n=25) or placebo (PL, n=25). Improvement 
in frailty after 8 weeks was assessed by FAST, 6-minute Walk Test (6MWT), Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index 

(PSQI), Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE) and Short Form Survey (SF-12) scores. Blood samples were 

collected at baseline and week 8 for estimation of C-Reactive Protein (CRP), cortisol and Creatinine Kinase (CK). 
Significant improvement (p<0.01) in scores for FAST, 6MWTs, PSQI, MMSE, and SF-12 were seen with ARE 

after 8 weeks. Also, significant improvements (p<0.05) were observed in CK and in CRP with ARE. These 

improvements were greater (p<0.05) with ARE as compared to placebo. ARE was well tolerated with no adverse 

effects, and no changes in hepatic and renal parameters. Thus, Ashwagandha root extract can be a valuable 

therapeutic option for improvement of health condition in frailty. 

Keywords: Frailty, Ashwagandha, Withania Somnifera, Efficacy, Safety. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 18, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.15.24315515doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.15.24315515
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


  

  Page 3 of 17 

INTRODUCTION 

Aging and senescence are natural and unavoidable conditions in humans, and frailty is a rapidly increasing major 

health challenge in aging society. Geriatric frailty is found in 20-30% of the people over 75 years and it increases 

with aging.[1] The prevalence of frailty in India ranges from 11-58%.[2], [3], [4] Globally, due to increase in 

elderly population, management of aging and its associated frailty is a challenge for the healthcare systems.[5] 
Good health remains an unaccomplished goal in elderly, and frail individuals have a two-fold increased risk of 

complications compared to non-frail individuals.[6] Decline in physical strength in elderly has been attributed to 

the loss of skeletal muscle mass and muscle quality referred to as sarcopenia, resulting from anatomic and 
biochemical changes in the aging muscle.[7] There is a need to explore pharmacological and non-pharmacological 

interventions to prevent and improve frailty.  

Alternate therapies such as Ayurvedic medicines including Rasayana herbs, Yoga, and exercises prove to be 
effective in the management of age-related health issues.[5] Ashwagandha (Withania Somnifera) commonly 

known as Indian winter berry or Indian Ginseng, is one of the most important traditional Ayurvedic medicine 

used in India since past 6000 years. It is an adaptogen and used for its wide range of health benefits to promote 

youthful state of physical and mental health. The root of Ashwagandha is regarded as tonic, aphrodisiac, narcotic, 
diuretic, anthelmintic, astringent, thermogenic and stimulant. It is commonly used in therapy for emaciation in 

children (when given with milk, it is the best tonic for children), debility in elderly, rheumatism, leucoderma, 

constipation, insomnia, nervous breakdown, goiter etc.[8] Pharmacologically active constituents of Ashwagandha 
root extract contain steroidal lactones, named Withanolides. Withania, a group of alkaloids isolated from the roots 

of plants, forms 38% of total weight of alkaloids as well as steroids, saponins, phenolics flavonoids, Phyto-

phenols, and glycosides. It is widely used in traditional medicine formulations as an antipyretic, analgesic, 
adaptogenic, and anti-inflammatory agent.[9] It also has numerous health benefits, enhanced brain and nervous 

system function, improved memory, and promotion of a healthy sexual and reproductive balance. [10], [11] 

Ashwagandha is used as a general tonic and as an adaptogen to help the body cope with the stress and may be 

useful in Frailty. Ashwagandha root extract (ARE) can be a potential therapeutic option for improvement of frailty 
and quality of life in older adults. This placebo-controlled study evaluated the efficacy and safety of Ashwagandha 

root extract in elderly frail individuals. 

MATERIAL AND METHODS 

Study Design and Setting 

This eight-week treatment period, prospective, randomized, double-blind, two-arm, placebo-controlled, parallel, 

comparative study evaluated the efficacy and safety of ARE in improving frailty and quality of life (QoL) in 

elderly men and women. The clinical study protocol and related documents were reviewed and approved by the 
Institutional Ethical Committee of Government Medical College and Government General Hospital, Srikakulam-

532001, Andhra Pradesh, India. (Date of approval: January 31, 2022). The study was conducted in compliance 

with the good clinical practice guidelines (ICH GCP), New Drugs and Clinical Trials Rules 2019 (India), and 
Declaration of Helsinki (Taipei 2016). Approval was obtained from the institutional ethics committee prior to 

study procedures, and written informed consent was obtained from all the subjects prior to any study related 

procedures. The study was registered at clinical trials registry of India (CTRI/2022/02/040554; dt. 23 Feb. 2022). 
Reporting of the results of this study adheres to the Consolidated Standards of Reporting of Randomized Trials 

(CONSORT) criteria.  

Study participants 

Elderly men and women aged 65 years or more with a baseline score of 7 or more on the Frailty Assessment and 
Screening Tool (FAST) scale, and willing to comply with the study activities were included. Those with known 

cognitive impairment having a Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE) score of ≤20, those with known mental 

disorders, or receiving palliative treatment were excluded. Those with a history of alcohol or substance abuse, 
presence of any clinically significant cardiovascular, renal, metabolic, hematological, neurological, systemic, or 

other infectious disease or malignant tumor, or any other acute illness were also excluded. Those with a history 

of surgery within one year, consumption of any other dietary or nutritional supplements, multivitamins at least 
one month before the study, and history of allergy to any of the components of investigational product were an 

exclusion. 
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Randomization and Blinding 

Enrolled subjects were assigned a unique serial number and randomized (1:1 ratio) to receive a capsule containing 

either ARE (n=25) or placebo (PL, n=25). Enrolled participants received pre-sealed study medication packs based 

on their serial number. The study products (active and placebo) were identical and were of the same form and 

color. Being a double-blind study, sequentially numbered opaque sealed envelopes (SNOSE) were used to 
maintain blinding. It was ensured that the subjects as well as the researcher and the staff were blinded to the two 

treatments. Blinded randomization codes were maintained at the custody of investigator. No member of the study 

site (except principal investigator) nor the study monitor had access to the randomization code until the end of the 
study. Investigator could only break the code, in case of emergency. A non-affiliated researcher who was deprived 

of sight gathered the results of the assessments at each planned appointment. 

Interventions 

Participants in the ARE group received capsule containing 300 mg of ARE (KSM-66 Ashwagandha root extract, 

Ixoreal Biomed, CA, US) orally twice daily after breakfast and dinner, with a glass of water, for a duration of 

eight weeks. The placebo (PL) group was administered an identical capsule containing 300 mg starch.  

Study outcomes 

The primary outcome was a change from baseline in the Frailty Assessment and Screening Tool (FAST) scores 

at week 8. Secondary outcomes included change in the values for 6-minute walk test (6MWT), PSQI (Pittsburgh 

sleep quality index), MMSE (Mini-mental state examination), and SF-12 (Short-Form 12). Safety was assessed 
based on clinical adverse events, serum C-reactive protein (CRP), cortisol, creatinine kinase levels assessed at 

baseline and week 8. 

Study assessments 

The study comprised of two on-site visits (baseline visit - day 1, end of study visit - week 8) and one telephonic 

visit (week 4). A telephonic follow-up visit was done to ensure adherence to drug therapy and protocol, as well 

as to gather safety data regarding adverse events (AEs).  

Frailty Assessment and Screening Tool (FAST) 

FAST is a validated tool with good psychometric properties commonly used to assess frailty in older people.[12] 

It consists of a total of 14 items pertaining to 10 domains. Time required for completion of this scale by the 

clinician is less than 15 minutes. The highest total score is up to 14, and higher score denotes a frailer condition. 

6-minute walk test (6MWT) 

The 6-minute walk test is a sub-maximal exercise test used to assess aerobic capacity and endurance.[13] The 

distance covered over a time of 6 minutes is used as the outcome by which changes in performance capacity are 

compared. The test evaluates the functional capacity of the individual and it provides valuable information 
regarding all the systems during physical activity, including pulmonary and cardiovascular systems, blood 

circulation, neuromuscular units, body metabolism, and peripheral circulation. The objective of this test is to walk 

as far as possible for 6 minutes. Six minutes is a long time to walk, so patients exert themselves and probably get 

out of breath or become exhausted. 

Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI) 

PSQI is an effective instrument used to measure the quality and patterns of sleep-in adults.[14] It differentiates 
“poor” from “good” sleep quality by measuring seven areas (components): subjective sleep quality, sleep latency, 

sleep duration, habitual sleep efficiency, sleep disturbances, use of sleeping medications, and daytime dysfunction 

over the last month. The questionnaire contains 19 self-related questions that form 7 “components” scores, each 

of which has 0-3 points. There are 5 questions rated by the sleeping partner or a roommate. Only self-related 
questions are included in scoring and rated on 0–3-point scale. (0 indicates no difficulty and 3 indicates severe 

difficulty). Single global score is obtained by adding 7- component (0-21- point scale) score (0 indicates no 

difficulty and 3 indicates severe difficulty in areas). 

Mini-Mental State Exam (MMSE)  

The MMSE is a widely used test of cognitive function among the elderly; it includes tests of orientation, attention, 

memory, language, and visual-spatial skills. It can be used to indicate the presence of cognitive impairment, such 
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as in a person with suspected dementia or following a head injury. The examination has been validated in several 
populations. Scores of 25-30 out of 30 are considered normal; the National Institute for Health and Care 

Excellence (NICE) classifies 21-24 as mild, 10-20 as moderate and <10 as severe impairment.[15], [16] 

Short Form Survey (SF-12) scale for Quality of Life (QoL)  

It is used to assess quality of life for the assessment of impact of health on an individual’s everyday life. It consists 
of 12-question survey using 8 domains such as limitations in physical activities due to health problem, in social 

activities due to physical and emotional problems, in usual role activities due to bodily pain, vitality (energy and 

fatigue) and general health perceptions. It is assessed by scores ranging from 0-100 with higher scores indicating 

better physical and mental health.[17]  

Laboratory assessments 

Effects of ARE on blood, liver and kidney were assessed by laboratory assessments at baseline and week 8. Blood 
samples were evaluated for C-reactive protein (CRP), cortisol, and creatinine kinase levels. Hematology (cell 

counts, hemoglobin, and hematocrit), and serum biochemistry was done. Hepatic parameters included serum 

bilirubin, total cholesterol, and alkaline phosphatase, whereas renal parameters included blood urea nitrogen 

(BUN), creatinine, aspartate transaminase (AST), and alanine transaminases (ALT). 

Safety assessments 

Adverse events (AE) reported by the patients and children were recorded based on their recall during telephonic 

follow-up and site visits. Treatment-emergent AEs were described by counts and percentages, and summaries 
were presented both by treatment and overall. Results from physical examinations were listed, and vital signs 

results were summarized using descriptive statistics. A telephonic follow-up visit (day 28) was done to ensure 

adherence to drug therapy and protocol, as well as to gather safety data regarding adverse events (AEs). 

Sample size 

The sample size was calculated based on the meaningful improvements in gait speed (estimated at 0.05 to 0.2 

m/s) predicting positive outcomes on a population level. An improvement of 0.05 to 0.2 m/s in the gait speed is 

considered clinically significant. The sample size was estimated based on hypothesis that the intervention group 
had a 0.05 m/s improvement from baseline in the gait speed. A sample size of 21 in each arm (total 42 patients) 

provides 90% power to detect this change. Expecting a drop-out of 15% patients’ post-randomization, a total 

sample size was set at 50 (25 patients in each arm). 

Statistical methods and data analysis 

Since all patients completed the study, data of all patients was included for analysis of efficacy and safety 

outcomes. For continuous variables, the number of subjects, mean, median, standard deviation (SD), and 

minimum and maximum values were presented. Paired t-test was used for the within-group (baseline – week 8) 
comparison, a two-independent samples t-test was used for the between-group (ARE vs. Placebo) comparison at 

baseline and week 8 and ANCOVA was used for the comparison of between-group (ARE vs. Placebo) after 

controlling for baseline. All relevant statistical calculations were completed using SPSS software (Version 21, 
IBM Corporation, USA). The obtained analysis outcomes for ranking data and scores were tabulated as mean ± 

SD. To ensure adherence to best statistical practices, 95% Confidence Intervals (CI) were utilized in the study. 

All analyses were done using two-sided tests and a p-value of less than 0.05 was considered the threshold to claim 
statistical significance. For categorical variables, the number and percentage of subjects within each category 

(with category for missing data as needed) of the parameter were presented and P-values were determined by Chi-

square test between the groups (ARE vs. Placebo). 

RESULTS  

A total of 50 participants (31 males and 19 females) were allocated equally into two groups (figure-1). All 

participants completed the study as per the protocol and were included in the ITT/PP datasets for efficacy and 

safety analysis.  

Profile of patients and baseline data in ITT dataset 

The two groups in the ITT dataset (n=50) were comparable (p>0.05) with respect to the profile of participants 

(table-1), and baseline data for different laboratory parameters (table-3). 
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FAST, 6MWT, MMSE, PQSI and SF-12 scores 

The two groups were similar (p>0.05) with respect to the baseline values for FAST score, 6MWT, MMSE total 

score, PSQI score, and SF-12 score (table-2). The FAST scores were lower with ARE at week 8 (p=0.004), and 

greater reduction (p=0.020) was seen with ARE compared to placebo. Thus, significant reduction in FAST score 

was seen with ARE (p=0.008) but not with placebo (p>0.05) from baseline to week 8, which indicates greater 
improvement in frailty with ARE. Similarly, significant improvements in 6MWT, MMSE, PSQI and SF-12 scores 

were seen with ARE (p<0.0001) at the end of week 8, whereas no improvements were seen with placebo (p>0.05). 

Between group comparisons show better improvements (large effect sizes) for 6MWT score (p<0.0001), MMSE 
score (p<0.0001), PSQI score (p<0.0001) and SF-12 (p<0.0001) score with ARE compared to placebo (table-3). 

Greater percent improvement from baseline in different parameters was observed after 8 week therapy with ARE 

as compared to placebo (figure-1). 

Serum cortisol, CRP and creatinine kinase 

The two groups were similar (p>0.05) with respect to the baseline values for serum cortisol, CRP and creatinine 

kinase (table-2). The serum cortisol, CRP and creatinine kinase values were similar with both ARE and placebo 

at week 8. However, significant reduction (p<0.0001) in these values were observed with ARE, but not placebo 

(p>0.05). 

Hematology and serum biochemistry 

The two groups were similar (p>0.05) with respect to the baseline values for hematology (cell counts, hemoglobin, 
and hematocrit), and all serum biochemical assessments (table-3). No significant changes were observed with 

both ARE or placebo in any of the laboratory parameters. 

Adverse events 

No serious adverse events (SAE) were reported during the study. However, 6 patients (5 with ARE and 1 with 

placebo) reported mild adverse events (AE). Patients treated with ARE reported headache (n=2), nausea (n=1), 

vomiting (n=1) and body pain (n=1), whereas patients in the placebo group reported stomach pain (n=1). Stomach 

pain was treated with oral acetaminophen, nausea was treated with domperidone, and pain was treated with 
analgesic and non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs. All the adverse events completely recovered. However, no 

serious adverse events/episodes were reported in the study period and during the follow-up. 
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DISCUSSION 

The elderly frail individuals are the main users of medical and social health care services. However, no 

effective therapeutic options are available to improve frailty.[18] Pharmacological options such as ACE 

inhibitors, testosterone, IGFs, Vitamin D, and calcium are not recommended for the treatment of 

frailty.[19], [20] Protein supplementation to improve muscle mass can be used in prefrail or frail 
malnourished elderly people, and no detrimental effect on kidney function in elderly people has been 

reported in one study by Park Y et al (2018).[21] However, as reported by Vasconcelos QDJS et al. 

(2021), long term consumption of excess protein supplementation may have some adverse effects on 

the body, which can further be aggravated by sedentary lifestyle.[22], [23] 

Traditional Ayurveda and the modern medical literature writings report many potential health benefits 

of the plant Ashwagandha (Withania somnifera) as herb. Ashwagandha is a member of the family of 
herbs referred to as “adaptogens”. The term “adaptogen” is applied to an herb with phytonutrients that 

regulate metabolism when a body is perturbed by physical or mental stress, and help the body adapt by 

normalizing system functions, developing resistance to future such as stress, and elevating the body’s 

functioning to a higher level of performance.[24] This study assessed the efficacy of Ashwagandha root 
extract in the management of frailty in older adults using FAST (Frailty Assessment and Screening 

Tool), 6-minute walk test, MMSE, PSQI, and SF-12 scores. We observed a statistically significant 

reduction in FAST score (p=0.008), PSQI (p<0.001), and SF-12 score (p<0.001) with ashwagandha 
root extract compared with placebo. This indicates a significant reduction in stress levels. Significant 

improvement in sleep quality is an important indicator of better stress management. Stress management 

effects of Ashwagandha which helps to improve sleep quality and thus improves quality of life in older 
frail patients. Salve J et al (2019) have also reported significant reduction in stress as assessed on the 

Perceived Stress Scale (PSS scores) and serum cortisol levels with Ashwagandha 250 mg/day (p<0.05) 

and 600 mg/day (p<0.001). The participants who received ashwagandha showed significant 

improvement in sleep quality as compared to the placebo group.[25] Chandrashekhar et al (2012) also 
reported significant reduction in all stress assessment scale scores and serum cortisol levels. [26] Kae 

Ling et al documented in a systematic review and meta-analysis that ashwagandha root extract appears 

to have a beneficial effect in improving sleep in adults. A total of five randomized controlled trials 
containing 400 participants were analyzed. Ashwagandha extract exhibited a significant effect on 

overall sleep (Standardized Mean Difference -0.59; 95% Confidence Interval -0.75 to -0.42; I2 = 62%). 

It seems to be a relatively safe intervention and can be considered as a more effective option in 

improving sleep, with a dosage ≥600mg/d for ≥8weeks. Ashwagandha extract was also found to 

improve the mental alertness on rising in morning and anxiety level. [27]  

The effect of ashwagandha supplementation on muscle strength and recovery has been studied in the 

last few years. A randomized placebo-controlled study by Wankhede S et al (2015) reported significant 
increases in muscle mass and strength with ashwagandha root extract supplementation. There was a 

significant increase in muscle strength in bench press (p=0.001) and the leg extension (p=0.04) exercises 

with Ashwagandha. These findings suggested that Ashwagandha supplementation may be useful in 
conjunction with resistant training program.[28] In our study, we assessed the aerobic capacity and 

physical endurance using the 6-minute walk test. We observed significant improvement in 6MWT score 

in ARE group (p<0.001) whereas, no change was observed with placebo (p=0.794). Further, 

ashwagandha cause a significant reduction in exercise induced muscle damage as indicated by the 
stabilization of serum creatine kinase with Ashwagandha. Also, there was greater recovery from muscle 

damage with Ashwagandha supplementation. This faster recovery could be attributed to the antioxidant 

effects to combat free radical damage both at the muscle and central nervous system levels, anti-
inflammatory, analgesic and reduction in lactic acid and blood urea nitrogen caused by 

Ashwagandha.[29], [30], [31] Harish S et al (2021) reported significant improvement in total MMSE 

total and subscale scores for different domains of cognitive function with 8-week therapy with 
ashwagandha, suggesting a definitive role of Ashwagandha in the management of cognitive impairment 

and dementia.[32]  

In a prospective population-based study in 1020 participants aged 65 years and older living in Italy, 

serum inflammatory markers CRP, IL-6, and IL1 were correlated with physical performance (r=-0.162, 
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r=-0.251, and r=-0.127, respectively).[33] Thus, in elderly reduced physical performance is associated 
with increase in inflammatory markers. We observed significant reduction in serum CRP, cortisol and 

creatinine kinase with 8-week ashwagandha treatment. Oxidative stress and inflammation are the 

characteristic features of age-related muscle atrophy. Our study assessed the aerobic capacity and 

endurance by using 6-MWT. A significant reduction in 6MWT scores was observed with ARE group 
(p<0.001) whereas no reduction was observed with PL group (p=0.794). Furthermore, ARE group also 

had a significantly greater reduction in exercise-induced muscle damage (EIMD), stabilization of serum 

creatinine kinase as ARE group showed significant change 0.04 (1.54) from the baseline to week 8 as 
compared to PL group 0.08 (1.47) Ashwagandha has demonstrated the potential to mitigate these 

physiological alterations by suppressing systemic low-grade inflammation by reducing levels of IL-1β 

and TNFα in serum.[34] Additionally, Ashwagandha significantly increased the expression of growth 
factors related to muscle regeneration & mitochondrial biogenesis and thus contributes to the 

enhancement of muscle function, exercise endurance, muscle mass & strength. In multiple clinical 

trials, Ashwagandha has shown to be effective in reduction of chronic inflammation markers such as 

C-reactive protein (CRP).[35] This may suggest anti-inflammatory effects of Ashwagandha even in 
individuals with low levels of inflammation. These findings are consistent with our findings. This 

supports the use of Ashwagandha to prevent chronic inflammatory diseases. The decreased effect of 

Ashwagandha on cortisol levels may have contributed to the muscle growth and consequent increase in 
creatinine levels. Adrian Gomez et al (2023) reported maintenance of normal ranges for serum 

creatinine with Ashwagandha in their study and suggested that it was most likely due to increments in 

muscle mass by Withanolides present in Ashwagandha extract.[36] The increase in serum testosterone 
and reduced cortisol caused by Ashwagandha may have caused muscle growth with resultant increase 

in creatinine levels. 

The adverse effects reported in this study were body-ache (4%), headache (8%), nausea (4%), vomiting 

(2%), and stomach pain (2%) of mild to moderate severity which were unlikely related to Ashwagandha 
administration and recovered completely with concomitant therapy. Kelgane SB et al (2020) also 

observed that Ashwagandha supplement was well tolerated and safe for the study population.[5] Several 

clinical studies have proven the efficacy, tolerability and safety of use of Ashwagandha in various 
contexts. others benefit of ARE boasts sleep quality and muscle endurance. This herbal remedy holds 

significant potential for elevating overall health and well-being, serving as a general tonic for the same 

purpose. Furthermore, when employed as a complementary treatment in various psychosomatic 

disorders, ashwagandha is recommended due to its capacity to enhance neuromuscular endurance, 
mental and physical resilience, and tissue viability. Thus, Ashwagandha looks like a potential treatment 

for old adults with frailty. This herbal remedy holds significant potential for elevating overall health 

and well-being and serving as a general tonic for the same purpose. 

STRENGTH AND LIMITATIONS 

The strengths of this study include its double-blind design and >80% power of analysis of primary 

outcome of the study. The study cohort was narrow due to stringent eligibility criteria for participation 
in the study. It should be considered during interpretation of the results. Further research is needed to 

confirm the findings of this study in a larger & diverse group of the population. 

CONCLUSION 

Ashwagandha has demonstrated an excellent efficacy & safety profile in older adults as there were no 
serious adverse effects & no changes in hepatic and renal parameters observed. There was a significant 

reduction in FAST score and improvement in, 6MWT, PSQI, MMSE & SF-12 scores at the end of the 

study. These findings denote the definitive role of Ashwagandha in the management of frailty-
associated cognitive impairment, physical & mental vulnerability, poor sleep quality, stress, anxiety & 

sarcopenia. Ashwagandha showed significant potential in enhancing overall health, general well-being 

& quality of life in older adults. Therefore, it can be recommended as a better supplement to reduce 

diverse symptoms of frailty. 
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TABLES 

Table 1: Demography at baseline in ITT dataset (n=50) 
 

ARE (n=25) Placebo (n=25)  

 Mean (SD) Mean (SD) t p 

Demography     
Age (yrs.) 64.3 (1.1) 64.0 (0.8) 0.953 0.346 

BMI (kg/m2) 22.9 (2.4) 24.0 (2.1) -1.643 0.107 

     

 No. (%) No. (%) 2 p 

Sex      

Male 15 (60.0%) 16 (64.0%) 0.085 0.771 
Female 10 (40.0%) 9 (36.0%)   

Marital Status     

Married 23 (92.0%) 19 (76.0%) 2.381 0.123 
Widow 2 (8.0%) 6 (24.0%)   

Education 0.00%    

SSC 3 (12.0%) 1 (4.0%) 3.41 0.182 

HSC 4 (16.0%) 1 (4.0%)   
Degree and above 18 (72.0%) 23 (92.0%)   

Nutritional Status     

Malnutrition 3 (12.0%) 0 (0.0%) 3.243 0.198 

Undernutrition 3 (12.0%) 4 (16.0%)   
Overnutrition 19 (76.0%) 21 (84.0%)   

Occupation     

Office or business 19 (76.0%) 17 (68.0%) 0.535 0.765 
Skilled or semi-skilled 5 (20.0%) 6 (24.0%)   

Unemployed 1 (4.0%) 2 (8.0%)   

Cohabitation     

Alone 2 (8.0%) 3 (12.0%) 0.892 0.640 
Living with spouse 4 (16.0%) 2 (8.0%)   

With spouse and children 19 (76.0%) 20 (80.0%)   

Income (INR per annum)     

<5 lakhs 21 (84.0%) 24 (96.0%) 1.960 0.157 
5 to 15 lakhs 4 (16.0%) 1 (4.0%)   

     
ARE: Ashwagandha root extract; BMI: Body mass index; HSC: Higher secondary school certification; INR: 

Indian rupee; ITT: Intent-to-treat; SSC: Secondary school certification
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Table 2: Comparison between groups for different parameters 

Parameter ARE (n=25) Placebo (n=25) Difference between groups Unpaired t-test Effect size 

 Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (95% C.I.) t (p) Cohen’s d 

Assessment scales      

FAST score Baseline 7.56 (1.19) 7.60 (0.76) -0.04 (-0.61 to 0.53) -0.141 (0.888) -0.040 
 Week 8 6.60 (1.29) 7.48 (0.65) -0.88 (-1.46 to -0.30) -3.041 (0.004) -0.860 
 Change in wk. 8 -0.96 (1.67)* -0.12 (0.53) # -0.84 (-1.54 to -0.14) -2.398 (0.020) -0.678 

6MWT score Baseline 119.08 (17.75) 123.04 (16.99) -3.96 (-13.84 to 5.92) -0.806 (0.424) -0.228 
 Week 8 142.08 (32.47) 122.32 (15.89) 19.76 (5.22 to 34.30) 2.733 (0.009) 0.773 
 Change in wk. 8 23.00 (25.84)** -0.72 (13.65) # 23.72 (11.97 to 35.47) 4.059 (<0.001) 1.148 

MMSE score Baseline 20.68 (090) 20.48 (0.77) 0.20 (-0.28 to 0.68) 0.844 (0.403) 0.239 
 Week 8 24.40 (4.43) 20.52 (1.23) 3.88 (2.03 to 5.73) 4.216 (<0.001) 1.192 
 Change in wk. 8 3.72 (4.41)** 0.04 (0.93) # 3.68 (1.87 to 5.49) 4.081 (<0.001) 1.154 

PSQI score Baseline 15.44 (1.92) 14.84 (2.15) 0.60 (-0.56 to 1.76) 1.040 (0.303) 0.294 
 Week 8 9.24 (5.99) 15.00 (2.04) -5.76 (-8.31 to -3.21) -4.548 (<0.001) -1.286 
 Change in wk. 8 -6.20 (5.96)** 0.16 (1.21) # -6.36 (-8.81 to -3.91) -5.230 (-0.001) -1.479 

SF-12 score Baseline 19.84 (2.21) 19.28 (2.46) 0.56 (-0.77 to 1.89) 0.847 (0.401) 0.240 
 Week 8 21.44 (1.23) 19.68 (1.77) 1.76 (0.89 to 2.63) 4.081 (<0.001) 1.154 
 Change in wk. 8 1.60 (1.83)** 0.40 (1.08) # 1.20 (0.35 to 2.05) 2.828 (0.007) 0.800 

Specific laboratory parameters      

CRP Baseline 3.20 (1.08) 3.31 (1.11) -0.11 (-0.73 to 0.51) -0.362 (0.719) -0.102  
Week 8 3.28 (1.03) 3.46 (1.06) -0.18 (-0.77 to 0.42) -0.598 (0.553) -0.169  
Change in wk. 8 0.08 (1.32)** 0.14 (1.55) # -0.06 (-0.88 to 0.76) -0.157 (0.876) -0.044 

Serum Cortisol Baseline 209.64 (57.53) 225.28 (75.71) -18.20 (-54.38 to 17.98) -1.011 (0.317) -0.286  
Week 8 206.64 (57.53) 225.28 (75.71) -18.64 (-56.88 to 19.60) -0.980 (0.332) -0.277  
Change in wk. 8 -18.04 (56.40)** -2.56 (52.65) # -15.48 (-46.51 to 15.55) -1.003 (0.321)  -0.284 

CK Baseline 2.60 (1.35) 2.28 (1.06) 0.32 (-0.37 to 1.01) 0.930 (0.357) 0.263  
Week 8 2.56 (1.00) 2.36 (1.08) 0.20 (-0.39 to 0.79) 0.680 (0.500) 0.192  
Change in wk. 8 -0.04 (1.54)** 0.08 (1.47) # -0.12 (-0.98 to 0.74) -0.282 (0.779)  -0.080 

* p<0.01; ***p<0.0001; #p>0.05 (Within group comparison of baseline versus week 8 data, paired t-test) 

ARE: Ashwagandha, PL: Placebo, C.I.: Confidence Interval, SEM: Standard error for mean, SD: Standard deviation, FAST: Frailty index score assessment, 6MWT: Six 

Minute. Walking Endurance Test, MMSE: Mini-Mental State Exam, PSQI: Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index, CK: Creatinine kinase CRP: C-Reactive protein; SF-12: Short-

Form 16 quality of life questionnaire. 
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Table 3: Laboratory parameters (baseline and change from baseline) in two groups 

 
 

ARE (n=25) Placebo (n=25) t-test 

  Mean (SD) Mean (SD) t (p) 

Blood parameters     

Hemoglobin (g/dl) Baseline 14.16 (0.80) 14.36 (0.86) -0.851 (0.399) 

 Week 8 14.48 (0.82) 14.60 (1.00) -0.463 (0.645) 

 Change in wk. 8 0.32 (1.03) 0.24 (1.05) 0.272 (0.787) 

RBC count (million/cmm) Baseline 4.776 (0.36) 4.740 (0.29) 0.388 (0.700) 

 Week 8 4.5640 (0.52) 4.6400 (0.50) -0.531 (0.598) 

 Change in wk. 8 -0.2120 (0.53) -0.1000 (0.54) -0.739 (0.463) 

Hematocrit (%) Baseline 42.48 (2.40) 43.08 (2.58) -0.851 (0.399) 

 Week 8 43.44 (2.47) 43.80 (3.00) -0.463 (0.645) 

 Change in wk. 8 0.96 (3.09) 0.72 (3.16) 0.272 (0.787) 

Absolute Leukocyte Count (/cmm) Baseline 4868.44 (791.70) 4975.48 (827.28) -0.467 (0.642) 

 Week 8 4843.76 (825.14) 4822.88 (897.71) 0.086 (0.932) 

 Change in wk. 8 -24.68 (1023.74) -152.60 (1418.09) 0.366 (0.716) 

Absolute Lymphocytes (/cmm) Baseline 1322.00 (148.66) 1283.72 (304.57) 0.565 (0.575) 

 Week 8 1337.64 (298.98) 1330.76 (348.17) 0.075 (0.941) 

 Change in wk. 8 15.64 (363.81) 47.04 (417.36) -0.284 (0.778) 

Absolute Monocytes (/cmm) Baseline 250.72 (57.68) 247.68 (57.59) 0.186 (0.853) 

 Week 8 245.52 (51.49) 257.28 (56.11) -0.772 (0.444) 

 Change in wk. 8 -5.20 (76.21) 9.60 (79.54) -0.672 (0.505) 

Absolute Eosinophils (/cmm) Baseline 231.88 (37.36) 249.08 (35.92) -1.660 (0.104) 

  Week 8 241.12 (47.00) 224.00 (54.39) 
1.191 (0.240) 

  Change in wk. 8 9.24 (55.80) -25.08 (67.88) 1.953 (0.057) 

Absolute Basophils (/cmm) Baseline 34.24 (4.75) 37.08 (6.29) -1.801 (0.078) 

 Week 8 37.12 (11.73) 37.40 (12.58) -0.081 (0.935) 

 Change in wk. 8 2.88 (10.96) 0.32 (13.15) 0.748 (0.458) 

Absolute Neutrophils (/cmm) Baseline 3029.60 (818.27) 3157.92 (874.83) -0.536 (0.595) 

 Week 8 2979.64 (839.02) 2967.20 (844.20) 0.052 (0.959) 

 Change in wk. 8 -49.96 (1045.80) -190.72 (1314.42) 0.419 (0.677) 
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ARE (n=25) Placebo (n=25) t-test 

  Mean (SD) Mean (SD) t (p) 

Platelet Count (/cmm) Baseline 176000.00 (52568.21) 202760.00 (74798.77) -1.464 (0.150) 

 Week 8 214004.16 (76771.48) 235646.48 (86725.01) -0.934 (0.355) 

 Change in wk. 8 38004.16 (76091.89) 32886.48 (104821.38) 0.198 (0.844) 

Hepatic parameters     
Total bilirubin (mg/dL) Baseline 0.6800 (0.43) 0.5280 (0.40) 1.296 (0.201) 
 Week 8 0.684 (0.36) 0.696 (0.33) -0.124 (0.902) 
 Change in wk. 8 0.004 (0.44) 0.168 (0.56) -1.155 (0.254) 

AST (IU/dL) Baseline 22.48 (4.59) 21.28 (4.35) 0.948 (0.348) 

 Week 8 23.40 (2.83) 22.48 (2.96) 1.124 (0.267) 

 Change in wk. 8 0.92 (3.96) 1.20 (4.41) -0.236 (0.814) 

ALT (IU/dL) Baseline 24.80 (4.81) 22.60 (4.92) 1.599 (0.116) 

 Week 8 24.24 (5.21) 25.80 (6.12) -0.970 (0.337) 

 Change in wk. 8 -0.56 (5.72) 3.20 (7.77) -1.949 (0.057) 

ALP (IU/dL) Baseline 77.92 (14.99) 88.16 (12.42) -2.631 (0.011) 

  Week 8 84.68 (38.40) 101.60 (32.62) -1.679 (0.100) 

 Change in wk. 8 6.76 (32.71) 13.44 (34.53) -0.702 (0.486) 

Renal parameters     

BUN (mg/dL) Baseline 19.076 (3.48) 18.480 (3.91) 0.569 (0.572) 

 Week 8 18.80 (5.82) 17.84 (6.88) 0.533 (0.597) 

 Change in wk. 8 -0.276 (6.60) -0.640 (7.22) 0.186 (0.853) 

Creatinine (mg/dL) Baseline 0.9392 (0.26) 0.9320 (0.23) 0.102 (0.919) 

 Week 8 0.8904 (0.18) 0.9704 (0.16) -1.665 (0.102) 

 Change in wk. 8 -0.0488 (0.34) 0.0384 (0.27) -1.011 (0.317) 

Creatinine Kinase (ug/dL) Baseline 2.60 (1.35) 2.28 (1.06) 0.930 (0.357) 
 Week 8 2.56 (1.00) 2.36 (1.08) 0.680 (0.500) 
 Change in wk. 8 -0.04 (1.54) 0.08 (1.47) -0.282 (0.779) 

p>0.05: Not significant 

ARE: Ashwagandha, BMI: Body mass index, C.I.: Confidence Interval, SEM: Standard error for mean, SD: Standard deviation, AST: Aspartate aminotransferase, ALT: 

Alanine transaminase, ALP: Alkaline Phosphatase, BUN: Urea/Blood Urea Nitrogen, C.I.: Confidence Interval, CK: Creatinine Kinase, CRP:C-reactive protein, RBC: Red 

blood cell, PCV: Hematocrit, SEM: Standard error for mean, SD: Standard deviation 
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FIGURES 

Figure 1. CONSORT 2010 Flow Diagram
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Figure 2: Percent change from baseline after 8 week therapy in two groups 
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