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Abstract: [Purpose] To explore the antitumor effect of nidus vespae extracts on Hy, transplanted
tumor cell in mice and its mechanism. [ Methods ] Forty mice were randomly divided into 4 groups:
saline control group,5-Fu group,high-dose nidus vespae group and low-dose nidus vespae group.
The tumor weights and rates of tumor inhibition were compared among the groups. Then the ex-
pression of C-Met was detected by immunohistochemistry. [Results] The rates of tumor inhibition
in high-dose nidus vespae group and low-dose nidus vespae group were 31.96% and 27.84% re-
spectively, with significant difference compared to saline control group (P<0.01). The expression of
C-Met decreased in both the high-dose nidus vespae group and low-dose nidus vespae group,and
there was apparent difference with that in saline control group (P<0.05). [Conclusion] The in-
hibitory effects of nidus vespae extracts on Hy transplanted tumor cells are significant and the
mechanism may be related to reducing expression of C-Met.
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