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Table 3 Proliferation inhibition of compounds
from P. polyphylla var yunnanensis
on HeLa cells and 1929 cells (n=6)
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Table 1 Comparison of theraputic effect
between two groups

aM A% BRe/H BH/R AR/A IR/H FRE/Y%

[oid 60 6 17 30 7 88.3**
bt 60 3 15 29 13 78.3

xR, © - p<o.01
* * P<0. 01 vs control group
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