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Tab 1. Effect of CWZLO and CWZLI on tumor weights in Heps bearing mice (x &5, n=30)

Dose Wt. of mice (g) Wt. of tumor Inhibitory rate
Groups mg/ kgX d Route Preadm. Postadm. (g) %
Control ig 18.80+2.52  24.50+4.03 4.46+0.77
CWZLO 1000X 8 ig 18.304+2.19 26.90+3.14 2.49+0. 66 44. 17 *
500X 8 ig 18.40+2.11 26.3914.28 2.6910.70 39. 69 *
250X 8 ig 18.70+£1.79  27.40+3.26 3.11£0.55 30. 27 *
CWZLI 250X 8 ip 18.90+1.58 26.50+3. 14 2.56+0.56 42.15 *
125X 8 ip 19.20+1.33  25.20+1.83 2.73+0.62 38.79 *
62.5X8 ip 18.70+1.68  25.70+2.24 2.79+0.55 37. 44 *
5-Fu 25X 8 ig 18.90+2.21  26.30+2.61 1. 8040.54 59. 64 *
*P<0.01 vs control
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Tab 2. Effect of CWZLO and CWZLI on tumor weights in Sigp-bearing mice (x s n=130)

Dose Wt of mice(g) Wt. of tumor Inhibitory rate
Groups Route
mg/ kg d Preadm. Postadm. (g) %
Control ig 19.60£2.30  27.90£3.6 3.71£1.05
CWZLO 1000X< 8 ig 19.30+3.10 28 90+2.91 1.66+0.70 55.26 *
500X 8 ig 19.2043.22  27.79£3.49 1.86+0.85 49. 87 *
250X 8 ig 19.10£2.88 27.30+3.10 2.07+£0.77 44.20 *
CWZLI 250X 8 ip 19.20£2.79  28.3342.75 1.524+0.45 59.03 *
125< 8 ip 19.70+2.87 27.82+2.85 1.63+0.67 56. 06 *
62.5X8 ip 19.7042.93  27.53£3.62 2.08+0.51 43.94 *
5-Fu 25X 8 ig 19.90£3.36  27. 0543.65 1.51£0.36 59.30 *

*P< 0.01 vs control
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Antitumor Effect of Compound Weizl on Experimental Tumor

GAO Lings, WANG Yi-Xian, ZHANG Qin-Fen, ZHANG Neng-Fang
Jiangsu Institute of Cancer Research, Nanjing 210009

Abstract Compound Weizl is a traditional Chinese medicine. It is mainly composed of Chinese medicinal
plants of Wei Ling Xian ( Clematis chinensis Osbeck ), Bai Hua She She Cao (Oldenlandia diffusa
(Willd. ) Roxd Jand Tian Hua Fen ( Trichasanthes kirilowii M axim. ), and Fuling (Poria wcos (Schw.)
Wolf). The preparation was made into Compound Weizl oral solution (CWZLO) and Compound Weizl in-

jection (CWZLI). The inhibitory effects of Compound Weizl on the tumor growth in tumor-bearing mice
were examined. The results showed that inhibitory rate of Compound Weizl oral solution against Siso and
Heps reached 55.26 % and 44.17%., and Compound Weizl injection reached 59.05% and 42.15%, re-
spectively (P<Z0.01).
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