2014 4£6 H
2028 H3W

T [ S5 Bl 2
ACTA LABORATORIUM ANIMALIS SCIENTIA SINICA

June 2014
Vol. 22 No. 3

K%\%\/-f\%\'g

ARG 7 20 H22 JH-9s farJed /N BRI 7 33 LA
KERE, %%, £#H
(g EZ R HaiE2Re, i 201203)

(HE] BH WEARIRITFEN 022 HEerE /R, ik RA H22 R SEA98 KM /MR
AR TR T % S S A0TT Iy R B S R B AR T8 1R, B 0 106 G oy T 5 % /)N BRL 410988 4 Ik A5
HIsZI, S5R  FTEEH 3 AVRYT T EBEAT — e IR AR R, 256 6l S0 B BH 1A 1% 52 i) B2 M e A e = 42 LA
HHEAIT T R EH A RPARE DR, &8 RSN ARG RPARE DR RI7 88 .

[X8iR] s/ NRIRIT 85974

[FESZEE] 095-33,R394.2 [ CHERFRIZED] A

Doi:10. 3969/]. issn. 1005 —4847. 2014. 03. 014

[ XEHES] 10054847(2014) 03-0067-06

Comparison of the curative effect of three therapeutic
regimens on H22 hepatoma-bearing mice

ZHANG Yuan-yuan, FANG Zhao-qin, WANG Yan-ming

(Shanghai University of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Shanghai, China,201203)

[ Abstract)
Methods

cin and cisplatin) , oral administration of sorafeni, or the both combined, respectively. Standardized and quantitative syn-

All these

Objective To compare the therapeutic effect of three treatment regimens on H22 tumor-bearing mice.

H22 tumor-bearing mice were treated by local injection of compound chemotherapeutic agents (5-FU, mitomy-

drome differentiation methods were used to assess the syndromes and tumor-inhibition rate in the mice. Results
three therapeutic regimens were effective in suppressing the tumor growth in mice. Among them, the combined therapeutic
regimen of local injection of compound chemotherapeutic drugs plus oral administration of sorafeni was the best. Conclu-
sion  The effect of sorafenib combined with local injection of compound chemotherapeutic agents is better than the other
two regimens used separately.
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Fig.2  Tumor growth inhibition rate of different treat-

ments
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Fig.6 Changes of qi degree in different groups before and
after therapy
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