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Taple I1l. Effect of OHP and HlN;~0 on the Survival Time of
1umor-inoculatec Mice

Pressure uroup Mo.of mice | Survival time| 3
TTA Control 8 19.6 # 0.6

oip 8 2.1 00 0.02¢P<0,0%
Hi =0(2ug) ' 8 23.6 * 1.0
OiP + .iNg-0(2mg) 8 2549 % 1.3

3AT4 Control 17 22.2 3 0.9
it 15 24.3 & 2.0 o-3r<ou
Hig =0(cag) 12 27.8 + 1.5
CHP + liy ~0(2ng) 14 26.4 # 1.8
Hii2=0(kg) 11 31.7 » 2.0 >° <oz
OGP + 1.3 ~0(kug) 12 3640 & 2.2

Table IV. Effect of OHP and HNy~O on the Mitosis of Tumor

Cells in the Abdominal Cavivy of Mice

Pressure Group No.of mice Mitotic index
’ mean * S.E.(%e)
LATA Control 8 11.5%0.8
OHP 8 9.510.7
HN, -0 8 8.5%0.7
OHP + HN, =0 8 9.0%0.8
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Flg.l. Rffect of OMP amd HN;-O on the growth of Body weight of

tumor-inoculated mice.
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