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Abstract — We compared the antitumor activity between hollow fiber assay and xenographic animal assay on thirty herbal
plants. It is evaluated that the antitumor activity of above 30% is regarded as “positive response”, and its of below 30% is
regarded as “negative response”. The two herbal plants extracts (Ulmus davidiana and Hedyotis diffusa) among thirty herbal
plnats show to be positive in xenographic animal assay and they were also correctly identified as positive by the hollow fiber
assay. The correlation of the hollow fiber assay data with xenographic animal assay would suggest that hollow fiber assay pre-
sents a potentially unique tool to develop the herbal medicine for cancer.
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JEES o83 7189 FEEIET A1 24
9 (Hollow fiber assay)S N&agdeh*'? wigAZE
polyvinylidine fluroride(PVDF) 2t © & ¥F&E0{%l hollow
fiberol] F3tod AP FEC] EAfold F579] o]2slo n}
2 71E FERYA EFol g F4E olHT A
3} AR Bdg A7) Ao, H=e] SEYATE
ol sekA Aalo] AlgEo] gt
B Aore dEooM e AR EE SR st 3
dAge] AU T& 7t A=EHAY F8E Foll
A 4 Foll di3le] hollow fiber & o83 HAHH =
u}9-2Z 0|83k xneographic animal FUH O FE F&AF
FEE9 L vy st
e L
HE|E - w20 AEo]4E AT hollow fiber
(500,000 Da molecular weight cut-off, 1.0 mm ID, USA)
£ polyvinylidine fluroride (PVDF)Z = o] 32 Fol| <3}
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o] FFe] 7Fs3 AN spectrum laboratories Inc. 2 E-E]
FUSAL, Flle Mg oA stekpEato iy 29)s)
AT} Paclitaxel sigma® KB 79)8kic).

AME =N - ANEe Ax 298 FAE methanolE 7}
Bt 24A17F B oM &8 F, A Azs 10
mg/ml DMSOE THE% 0, FAFA] = cremophore EL/
ethanol (1:1, v/v)oll 5] 235 5% cremophore EL/ethanol
i PBSOll o] FAM-0 2 AMR-8I%AL, paclitaxel SEALE
Aot e whio g )

BUYMEF - THAEF= A7 AZHER; A EFS)

HeLa$} S21£01 SK-MEL-2E o]&sld.om, ul< vix| &

Table 1. Hollow fiber assay®l] ]38l &<kA|

!
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= RPMI164091 10% FBS7} 3H-4-¥ Mix|E o] 8315t}

AESE - Blab/c auwnu (male, Sweeks) "2~ Y&
9] SLC Ale] F25 SUAHF=E FH FFHoF A
ATt AL BEARSERA0Z 25 23+2°C, A

HE 5045%, THS A7k R IS0, S UV A
TEL AFRE PARET AIRE AEFsisi.

In vivo hollow fiber assay — ¥4&4 =742 Holling-
shead S9] W& o] &3l}Y = AXE 1x10° cells/ml
2 dlod mjg] & o] ¥eld HaE hollow fiberdl 5cc
TFAVIE o|&sto] AlxFerl S F9Ust &, AL HehYo]
AlojueA] Zetes E-S 718l hollow fiber WA §1%

Aol (%)

Q) 5 = )
e o+ w4 HeLa SK-MEL-2
7HA] 2.7} Acanthopanax senticosus =714 0 4
o Pueraria lobata B 4 9
A= Cinamomum japonicum =734 10 14
TEZ Chrysanthermum zawadskii Hx 8 7
HHS- Euronymus alatus 7}A] 12 11
| Aloe vera =) 4 17
FE Echinops setifer 2 5 10
=59 Aralia cordata A 27 14
&3 Benincasa hispida ZA} 14 19
ujsk Ephedia sinica A AR 19 20
=5 Ulmus davidiana 71742 37 46
L= Ampelopsis japonica ) 19 4
) zlok Paeonia japonica aa) 11 5
W BPARE 2 Hedyotis diffusa Az 30 37
ARz Belamcanda chinensis BaE7) 4 11
ARALA} Crataegus pinnatifida Huf 8 7
AR Cornus officinalis doj 14 10
37178 Hyphear tanakae Ax 24 17
Eaty] Perilla frutescens =) 23 19
oJAd & Houttuynia cordata Az 4 10
o4 Ligustrum lucidum Grf 12 20
sy Curcuma longa ;g 22 24
A& Anemarrhena asphodeloides B 11 14
s Asparagus cochinchinensis Hl=E7] 27 20
A} Plantago asiatica B E7] 20 20
T Crotis tinctoria ==} 31 25
oz} Ricinus communis FA} 14 10
It Pleuropterus meltiflorus Jol¥g] 23 , 14
= Scutellaria baicalensis o 21 22
7] Astragalus membranaceus Wz 4 9
WA= FE (paclitaxel 4 mg/kg)?) 24 81% on HeLa, 57% on SK-MEL-2
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£ B39, ME7F F34 fiberE 2cm ZHHOE 71 B
215t 2 cm Zo]9] macrocapsules THEUTE ©] AE &
ol AES 2447F B2 37°C CO, Mig7olA ofH] wjk
g 3, nhe-20] Fe- ] gse] o]4sis.

e EAHI2A e ARe Y 138 597 27
F4(25 mg/kg) st FAHNZEZQ paclitaxel(4 mg/
kgyE AUFALEIATH A8 FAYREE 8Y Fof| vRg-2
2 5 hollow fiber =S H &3l At de A=
SEE MIT A1 mg/m)e 2 JXg & A€ formazan
£ DMSOZ Jo FEE(540 nm)E S35l A2 =
AFStATE.
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Xenographic animal assay — Zt MEXFE 3% =2
3lo] Blablc = uRe-29] FF]dl] ol sl FYE RIE
T, ¥AE 2UE clean bencholX &3 712, A=, =
°]F 3mm AEE YA st MEE nho] F
Tl d FFolE-F4 3 mm)eE G FUE ©]
28194}, o141 F, F9ke) 27]7F 200-300 mm7t HE A
HEE AEAE Z paclitaxelE FH319 00, 742 9
838 hollow fiber assayollAl 5L 3t d54a
o] B L FAXNFIYZHE 28UA 7R 9] Fke] 7]
g iz viwske] st %) 27)e @ x
I xF7A)x 129 22 208 ALt

Table II. Xenographic animal systemol| }§} F$AE AR E A

A& (%)

[e] S i=J )
4 R w A HeLa SK-MEL-2
7R 2.7+ Acanthopanax senticosus E7142 0 3
o Pueraria lobata B 0 0
A=) Cinamomum japonicum =714 5 9
Tz Chrysanthermum zawadskii Az 0 0
AR Euronymus alatus 7HA] i1 10
=3 Aloe vera o 0 0
= Echinops setifer e 4 0
=g Aralia cordata FA} 12 10
=3 Benincasa hispida 2} 0 0
v}k Ephedia sinica 235 12 20
5 Ulmus davidiana 71143 46 50
Lk Ampelopsis japonica g 0 0
Hy gLk Paeonia japonica g 11 10
Hl gAMb 2 Hedyotis diffusa =z 30 38
ARZE Belamcanda chinensis HelE7] 0 5
AALA} Crataegus pinnatifida =] 4]
N Cornus officinalis =L 7 18
27148 Hyphear tanakae Az 10 15
49 Perilla frutescens o 15 11
oz Houttuynia cordata Az 0 9
444 Ligustrum lucidum =Ll 13 20
=) Curcuma longa g 19 8
AR Anemarrhena asphodeloides eS| 0
s Asparagus cochinchinensis HE&7] 13 13
2y Plantago asiatica =7 2 8
i Crotis tinctoria A 15 11
julz} Ricinus communis A 14 20
2 Pleuropterus meltiflorus Holu 15 11
= Scutellaria baicalensis B 16 18
27] Astragalus membranaceus B 0 0

W= E (paclitaxel 4 mg/kg)e] 84; 74% on HeLa, 60% on SK-MEL-2
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A2 in vivo B7F B2 hollow fiber assay2} xeno-
graphic animal assay S ©|-& ¢ 3059 A A djst
methanol F&E9] 319 E 3= Table 17} 119} 73t}

Table I-= hollow fiber assayS ©]-8-§ A 2k methanol
F2E0 Q7ke] AguHlelel Helast S48%<1 SK-MEL-
20 i3t ARIAAE ERH Aot 7t k)] FEEe] &
A Axe UFEA UET o7 Ak FEE] 84
Aol meh YAE R &e] 20% HITE, 20-29%
30% o & EZ Wro] Bt 2 AR shlE AR
Al BT 30% ©]74Q WA FEERE =F(Ubnus
davidiana)3} W S}A1d X (Hedyotis diffusa)”t HeLa$}t SK-
MEL-2°| tiate] R5% 848 Yell Ao, 3F(Crotis
tinctoria)?] 73-5 HeLaol thaled &A1& vehygich

WA ZE A GH7E 20-29% o] AR 5
(Curcuma longa), 55 (Asparagus cochinchinensis), BAA}
(Plantago asiatica) 2 3=(Scutellaria baicalensis)®) 5 A
ol et A3 JERIIAL, HeLaol thair &
A& el A= 58 (Aralia cordata), 371X (Hyphear
tanakae), 22Q(Perilla frutescens) L 3+~ L (Pleuropterus
meltiflorus)°1 31 2™, SK-MEL-2¢9] t3F &S vehdl A
K= v (Ephedia sinica), 91734 (Ligustrum Iucidum) 2
S-=(Crotis tinctoria)l AT}

2] 1859 Ahle SAE AA 2371 20% 1
ko 2 Ueht BoE % 25 mgkedl A ddEA ol ok
3wl Fevt e AeE AE it wEbA hollow
fiber assays ©]-&¢ AoHA|) dotgryd FAMow »F
A E " SRRt Fodsh 25 mgkeolM @0l 9l
= Zo= vebstth

Table I & F2=S AF7H] 7PE “FE-X 32" <l
¥ 7}% (diesase-oriented screening system)$l xenographic
animal assays ©|-83}0] LIS 7AgE Zelrt, Hollow
fiber assayollA] Qoil Ao} -2 2oz A 7

Table III. B350 e Yoo &
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A 7Y 20% R, 20-29%, 2 30% ©1F Al 7 22
Z o] HlaEiin). GHIE A E3t 20-29%
o) Ak == vhSH(Ephedia sinica), 73 A (Ligustrum
Tucidum) 2 T2 Ricinus communis)’t SK-MEL-2 A7k
B 20% A% WS VERAIL, HeLaol thaiM
B4 20% V|THeE VERT HAE Aol g et
30% o)AF VERY Akl 2 “E-(Ulmus davidiana)® =Y
BAME Z(Hedyotis diffusa)’t HeLa$} SK-MEL-291 tfs}od
E5F 248 JeEpiT UmA 25%2) Aol gl
AGAA 23t 20% RIRFC R UER BB R 25 mg/ke
oMz gl do] YepUA] 22ktt.

Table IIIE xenographic animal assay$} hollow fiber
assaye] AH/EE dolr7] Y3t F Ao AuE uf
go g gie] Axd uel EFE 3 Bttt SZAalia
cordata), 37128 (Hyphear tanakae), 23 (Perilla frutescens)
S (Curcuma longa), E-5(Asparagus cochinchinensis), B
AW(Plantago asiatica) S+(Crotis tinctoria), 35 (Scutellaria
baicalensis) 2 3+ Q(Pleuropterus meltiflorus)®] 73-+%
hollow fiber assayollXE 20-29% Ate] A EE Yeh)
.21} xenographic animal assay®lAl & 20% v]Rre] 4
< vehlo] kA1) ZAdoll 9lolAl hollow fiber assayl]
A ) A7k Vel R, S elAb Ricinus communis)=
hollow fiber assayollA= 759 Al diste] 20% ©l
3}e] who. A8 ERN S 21} xenographic animal assay
o] A SK-MEL-29 A 7F 20%2] #7432 Jepf ATt &
(Ephedia sinica)?t 93734 (Ligustrum lucidumy 7 73409
LERA B4 AT 20-29% AtlE Ak 2 U
R itk U z] 7 e b E e 1650 A
AN BRA 20% mINke] B3-S UEpAITH =F (Ulmus
davidiana) ™ W 3ALD Z(Hedyotis diffusa)®] 735,
xenographic animal assay?} hollow fiber assayllX] -+ A3
Zol gt BF 30% 3ol 24 vehislen &4
9] Aol JAME Apol7F AA] B3kt

A HAEL olg-eh A o] HAA A= Ut

Hollow fiber assay

20% =)W

20-29% 30% ©)4

TN, Tt A, FEE,
ARS, =3, v=, 3, 94,

20% ul2t

0 FEIE el
=T, ;df S, }‘]”,
Xenographic ELE ij, AHE, /f}/\}z}, Ak, = s 3;, -
animal assay oz, AR, 37
20-29% S ohar o9l
30% o8 =5, MR
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5 & MTT, SRB ¥ neutral red(NR) AAH F3} 7+
colorimetric assayE 12} AMHOZ 3jo] o= 54
Aol ol AEE<Q] FAd0] veR b, 23} o s o
PAEE F= wheo] 0|23l o]l gt A5aAS A
A= AUAAS go) AHgska ok ey 13 24
U3} 2xF AR Alolollis oFF9] o] 84 SojA] gt
ztol7} vk, &, 13} A ARe A ] ekEe] AL,
FTE 2HT F e AACIER 22 A FE 4
k2] FAd)| Slojx Be ol BT

E. Ao A hollow fiber assays AAES ©]83 gt
Al el flojr] A FEFF tAFE XHE & 3
= 12 AR 1ok WhHS ST AAE A
Nl $1o1A hollow fiber assaye] AP 2= A o=
o] AYA| A9} pharmacokinetics®l] EH S AAA, EA]
ulg]e] FE &g A XEF oyl AR 71Ee] F
T vleAE o] 85 o] FHak 30Y o]l o vt
108 A== gom, A 7|Ee 5L o83 Hrhd
I HHAge FEA40 22 3 58 E F At ug)
A] hollow fiber assay= A= A Aol oA 1
b AR 9 2} A O 2 A o] ALGA] AT oS
‘do] ol Hrh AFAFo|aL A& HAH o R AMETFS3Et
L Alg g

g rlo
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