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In the case of 400zg / mouse dose injection of
water soluble propolis for consecutive 34 days

into hypoderm, the inhibition rate was

85% and 3 mice out of 6 showed disappearence
of tumor. With 200ug/mouse injection for
consecutive 34 days into hypoderm, gel filtra-
tion fraction G-1 showed 93.2% inhibition and
the tumor disappeared in 4 mice out of 6. With
fraction G-I the inhibition rate was 85% and
1 mouse out of 6 showed disappearance of
tumor. Resisting tumor activity (P<0.01) was
admitted in both cases. Recovery effect of leu-
kopenia resulted from the interpertoneal injec-
tion of anti-cancer medicine Mitomycin C
(MMC, 1mg /kg/day X34 times) was examined.
Inject MMC together with the water soluble
propolis (13.33 mg /kg/day X34 times), gel fil-
tration fraction G-1,G-1I or G-1I (3.33mg / kg /
day X34 times) into the hypoderm resulted in
that numbers of white, corpuscles and platelets
were significantly different compared to the
control group in which only MMC was injected.
Propolis and their fractions showed the recov-
ery effect of leukopenia.




