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Primary study on anticancer activity of Uvaria
microcarpa in different harvest time
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Abstract: SRB was used to examine the inhibition rate of different harvest time and dfifferent Uvaria microcarpa ex-

tracts to the KB cell, the result shows that different harvest times lead to different inhibition rate and the October ex-

tracts have the highest inhibition rate to the KB cell,
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Table 1 Inhibition rate of U. microcarpa in different har-
vest time and different extracts dosages to the KB cell

At R CRA %

Month Dosage (pg/mL) Cell inhibition rate (%)
1 0,16(0) 0.8(0) 4(0) 2009.0)
2 0.16C(0) 0. 8(0) 4(0) 20(11. 6)
3 0,16¢0) 0, 8(0) 4(0) 20(15.3)
4 0, 16(0) 0, 8(0) 4(2.5) 20018.7)
5 0.16C(0) 0. 8(0) 4(7.6) 20(20. 4)
6 0.16C(0) 0. 8(0) 4(15,0) 20023, 0)
7 0. 16(0) 0. 8(9,5) 4(18.9) 20045, 6)
8 0.16(1.7) 0.8(14. 1D 4(23.5) 20(68, 3)
9 0.16(3.6) 0, 8(20.9) 4(27. 8) 20(87.8)
10 0.16(6. 3) 0.8(31.2) 4(37.5) 20(100.0)
11 0,16(3.9) 0.8(21.4) 4(23.6) 20(80. 9)
12 0.16(1.2) 0. 8(5, 8) 4(17,6) 20(64. 3)
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Table 2 Inhibition rate of U. microcarpa
extracts in October to the KB cell

B KBS o
Dosage A KB cell inhibition Cug/mL)
(pg/ml) rate (%)
0.004+0.001
0. 02040, 007
0.16 0.01940, 005 6.3
0.8 0.015+0. 004 31.2 2.58
4 0.014+0.001 37.5
20 0,00440.006 100

P<C0.01, & DMSO 4 t % P<C0. 01, VSDMSO.
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51,9 B .10 B 11 B4R s 5 5 & A9 s
HOR,10 A A M EHRR, IC 5 5] 2. 58 pg/
mL, BERAEEZEMHZR(P<0. 0, L EAMRK
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Table 4 The course of flower bud differentiation

pUE=aing
Date (day/month)

30/10 6/11 11/16 11/23 11/30 12/7 12/14 12/21 12/28 1/1 1/4 1/8 1/11 1/14 20/1 26/1

ML I8 (%) Index 0

of flower bud differentiation

11.3 22.4 23.3 20.6 22.0 23.6 32.0 32.8 32.550.4 72.9 86.9 96.7 100 100
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