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Toxin on Expressions of MVD HIFla and VEGF/KDR from Hepg2
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Abstract: Objective: To observe the effects of Prescription of Strengthening Qi and clearing stasis and poison( SQCSP)
of the expressions of MVD HIFla and VEGF/KDR from HepG2 hepatocellular carcinoma nude mice transplantation tumor
( HepG2 Tumor) . Methods: HepG2 tumor was divided into 7 groups respectively intervened by SQCSP astragalus root
rhizoma zedoariae paris polyphylla gecko and cisplatin. After 21 d of drug intervention immunohistochemical detection
was carried out in tumor tissue. Results: (1) The effect on MVD: SQCSP group compared with the others except the cispl-
atin group was statistically significant ( P <0.05) . In addition to the radix astragali rhizoma zedoariae in other groups
compared with that of blank group was statistically significant ( P <0.05) . (2) The effect on HIFla: SQCSP group com—
pared with others except astragalus membranaceus group was statistically significant ( P <0.05) . Each group compared
with the blank group was statistically significant ( P <0.05) . (3) The expression of VEGF: the influence of SQCSP group
compared with the others except the cisplatin group had statistical significance ( P <0.05) . Rhizoma zedoariae group
compared with the blank group had no statistical significance ( P >0.05) . (4) The expression of KDR: the influence of
SQCSP group compared with other groups had statistical significance ( P <0.05) . Astragalus membranaceus group com—
pared with the blank group had no statistical significance ( P >0. 05) . Conclusion: SQCSP can inhibit the expressions of
MVD HIFla and VEGF/KDR from HepG2 hepatocellular carcinoma nude mice transplantation tumor and enhance anti —
angiogenesis. Each single herb has own effect particularly but as the whole party they play a synergy effect.
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