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Abstract
cancer,and to study the inhibitory effect of combined administration of gamboge and capecitabine on liver metastasis from colon cancer.[ Meth-

(1 Key Laboratory of Forest Plant Ecology , Ministry of Education, Northeast Forest-

[ Objective ] CT26.WT cells were injected into the spleen of BALB/c mice to establish a mouse model of liver metastasis from colon

od] After CT26.WT cells were injected into BALB/c male mice by spleen implantation method to establish the liver metastasis model of color-
ectal cancer,the in vivo inhibitory effect of gamboge combined with capecitabine on liver metastasis of colorectal cancer was investigated by
comparing body weight change,survival period,tumor inhibition rate and liver pathological section of each group.[ Result]The mean survival
time of control group,gamboge group, capecitabine group, gamboge and capecitabine combined administration group were (18.00+1.41) d,
(23.33+3.08) d,(27.17+£3.66) d,(30.83+3.06) d,respectively.The mean survival time of mice in the combined administration group was
significantly longer than that in the control group and the single administration group (P<0.05) ,the number of liver tumor metastasis in mice
was significantly reduced,and the tumor tissue was damaged to a certain extent. [ Conclusion ] The combined administration of gamboge and
capecitabine has a significant inhibitory effect on liver metastasis of colorectal cancer.This study provides a new combined administration meth-

od for the treatment of liver metastasis of colorectal cancer.
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Table 1 Liver weight and tumor inhibition rate of mice in each group
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Capecitabine group
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Gamboge combined
with capecitabine group
T AT SRR, # = P<0.0L; BR G A 2545 P — 25 4L
b, ##P< 0.01
Note ; Compared with the control group,the drug group * * P<0.01;compared
with the single-dose group ,the combined drug group ## P<0.01
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Fig.3 Liver samples from model mice
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Fig.4 HE-stained liver pathological sections of model mice
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