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Reversal Action of Xian HuaYin on Premalignant Lesion of Oral Mucosa
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Abstract :Objective  To detect indicatrix high risk of canceration of OL P and the reversal action of pre-
cancerous leson of OL P with XianHuaYin. Methods Micronucleus rate of oral mucosal exfoliated cells ,
0a-HBDH content in saliva, and labelled rate of telomere enzyme in peripheral blood were detected in 36
OL P patients of treatmenting before and ater with XianHuaYin, 32 norma people and 30 cancer pa
tients. Results Micronucleus rate of oral mucosal exfoliated cellsgi- HBDH content in saliva, and labelled
rate of telomere enzyme in peripheral blood in OL P patients were higher than those of normal control
group. There were obvioudy no difference to compare cancer patients. Theseindicatrixsof 36 OL P obvi-
oudy declined after treatment. Immune function of patients obvioudy isimproved. Conclusion Micronu
cleus rate of oral mucosal exfoliated cells,a-HBDH content in saliva, immune functional status and la
belled rate of telomere enzyme in peripheral blood may reflect their changes of OL P and may be of sgnifi-
cance on monitoring the high risk phase of OL P. XianHuaYin could reverse the leson precancerous of
OL P.
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1 OLP
o-HBDH
Tab 1 Comparison of a- HBDH contentsand telomerase
enzyme labelling rates in them of OL P,
oral cavity carcinosisand health adult

o-HBDH Telomerase enzyme
Group Highest Nadir Highest Nadir
(WL)  (wL)  (wL) (wL)
OLP 326 42 26.53 1.96
Health adult 116 18 1.44 0.49
Oral cavity carcinoss 342 46 30.89 1.85

Note0- HBDH :Comparison of OL P and health adult ,X * =
59.14,P<0.05;Comparison of health adult and oral cavity
carcinosisX > =37.16, P< 0. 05 ;Comparison of OL P and oral
cavity carcinosisX > =1.73,P=0.422

telomerase enzyme labelling rates: Comparison of OL P
and health adult X ? = 42.85, P<0.05; Comparison of health
adult and oral Cavity carcinosisX ? = 29.34,P<0.05;Conr
parison of and oral cavity carcinosisX > =0.75,P=0.688

t , 2
(P<0.05)

2 OLP
Tab 2 Comparison of micronuclear rates of oral mucosal
exfoliated cells with OL P in pretherapy and post-treatment
Micronuclear rates( %9

Groups n - - t P
Highest Nadir

Pretherapy 36 12.58 5.72
42.068 <0.05
Post-treatment 36 7.24 0.38
a-HBDH
3 a-HBDH
(P<0.05)
3 OLP
a-HBDH

Tab 3 Comparison o a- HBD H contents and td omerase enzyme
labelling rates with OL P in pretherapy and post-treatment

Telomerase enzyme

. a-HBDH
labelling rates

Groups n

Highest Nadir t P Highest Nadir t P

Pretherapy 36 26.53 1.85 326
18 <0.05 18 <0.05
Pog-trestment 36 22.13 1.29 237
t , d
, 4 CD3 + CD56 +

:CD8 +

CD4 +/CD8 + ,
(P<0.05) , 5

4 OLP
Tab 4 Comparison of immune function with OL P

in pretherapy and post-treatment

Index xts t P
CD3+ -0.773+1.366 3.396 0.0017
CD4+ -0.219%+1.195 1.102 0.2780
CD8+ 1.852+0.517 21.510 <0.05
CD56+ -1.793+0.477 22.536 <0.05

5 OLP CDs / CDg
Tab 5 Comparison of CD4 / CDs with
OL P in pretherapy and post-treatment
Groups n CDs +/CDs + t P
Pretherapy 36 1.28+0.63
-17 <0.05
Post-treatment 36 1.45+0.15
3.1 OoLP
DNA )
“oLp , OLP
OLP
OoLP ,
a-HBDH ,
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OoLP a-HBDH
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