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Abstract; Objective To evaluate the safety of the aqueous extract of Ligustrum robustum, (L. robustum) in tumor-bearing
nude mouse. Methods Tumor-bearing nude mouse model was established, which was randomly divided into the I.. Robustum group
and the control group with 10 mice for each group. Mice were injected with L. robustum or intraperitoneally (2 g/kg in 100 pL of
PBS) for 5 days. Body weight and mental behavior were observed. At the end of the experiment, the major organs of mice were
weighted and the organs’ histological architecture were examined by HE staining. Superoxide dismutase (SOD) activity of serum
was detected. Results There were no changes of body weight and mental behavior. No obvious histopathological changes of organs

were observed. The superoxide dismutase (SOD) activity of serum increased significantly in L. Robustum group compared with the

control group(P<C0. 05). Conclusion
tion.
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L. Robustum is safety in the tumor-bearing nude mouse model under this experimental condi-

tumor-bearing nude mouse
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