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Liver Damage Protective Constituent and Toxicity Test
of Swietenia macrophylla (L.) Jacq. Leaves (I11)
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RS 54 L4 &2 0 P o2 ARV oS E G T AR
A G e AN H TN E AR S LAk - E R A S Ry Z o
$h b BT LR AR o R < R E R R E RS KPR B B s s i
S OB PITF L > SR R R Tl - o BRI ORFIELI AR P R EFE
B A1 TR AMERT R Al 0 AR A B G ARG T e e e A 2
FPhp 2 B3Pk blde: kP EF 4 F (Reactive oxygen species, ROS) 2 p d & (Free
radical) $H3FHEAT3IAchif T o § SFRHRPE 5 a9k > B T RS R BRT F
Pod A A BE T RREIFREFE L F BoROSE B d A ¢ BT b dhim e i
RS EREL EUEIAPI “ERea s I AR CSLLERARUE IARA EA R o R I
VIR ARG s AR XA A2 LSRRI ST R TR V- AR
25+ B4 9% (Giuseppe Poli et al., 1987) -

PHESEAERTCAE BY P LAMMA TG ERRIBIE v LA
Ui E 0 BTG RS BRIB ST B OB ek o f AR Y A8 4000 87
s AR E A PsFE oo ke (ALK Faller and E. Fialho, 2010) > ta4 % poiB % 3
Fug s 7 EBH ¢ g il X o 0 Silymarin 5 43 (E. Shaker et al., 2010) > &
Tk WA 0 1 8 BRI LR AT 0 H UL AT & R o R BELE 2637 Bop b 0 BER
RATPEE (B k] 88 W 0 A T EH A% 2 R 0.8%PR LT BT
(Kenneth Flora et a/., 1998) o Par & 1992 # » #& 1 silymarin > i * 12 @3 Fp $F580

\n:l

% % (Albert Pares et al., 1998)  FF ¥ » & T 85 b I & $OFRES &L b2 ri o
M%Z%dmumiﬂﬁ@ﬂdﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁwﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁé RIS PR Rk Y F
B0 B P IRF S BT ARG IR Fla GED S RL FTH RE irt E S
(Iris Erlund, 2004) - Flesgs iz £ 2 % > 7 BFE % ARG R mr 7 7
FAERECAEZ "BERF ARSI TR BRHE Y ’;ﬁlzﬂ:.M\F % fib
e TR 2 B o X ER TS AR NG @ 5 R o e E AR 20 R 2 F ook
YA ERS AT EZ 2 AR AR ER AT " BERL RS
FRo o ® AR R Sephadex LH20 41 > & Bl e § 3 midng fa 4 S dpik o E 2 g s iRAE
Bl R AR AR ERTCAEZ T MBEDS LA M AT R RS R
Ftfrime A g oo o2 FFE o
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Ab 1A 300 g 4R A A 2 4y & R A
4, TIRHE ARSI MFR I MLALITE F BRRk

Z ~ HARIIEHEP
5. SFEHE | RCIRLE Iz A AKGF PRKE I HELH
6. AR IRRIA R A T BRI R A B R H I e R S A
7. wFAFIRERR
8. im® 3 Mpl 2 (Trypan blue assay)
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1)
()
(3)
(4)
()
(6)
(")
(8)
(9)

DPPH (2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl) (Sigma, Germany)
Gallic acid (Sigma, Germany)

FE % ? i (Merck, Germany)

Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) (Sigma, France)

= =Xk

2,4,6-Tris(2-pyridyl-s-triazine) (TPTZ) (Sigma, Switzerland)
Sodium acetate, anhydrous (CH3COONa) (J. T. Baker, U.S.A.)
Acetic acid (J. T. Baker, U.S.A.)

Iron(I11) chloride hexahydrate (FeCl; « 6H,0) (Sigma, Germany)

(10) Trolox (Sigma, U.S.A))

3SRE
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

<8 1 SR ks X B4k (6 Channel, WB6P)

EoR R d7°% 1 (¢ > & %, CH-100)

R R kS5 (Eyela, SB-1000)

it % ¢ % & 7 % (ELISA reader) (u-Quant, Bio-Tek instruments, INC.)
7 + % 4= (AND, FX-200)

T+ R & % (MS-1000, Digisystem LAB. Instruments, INC.)
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(7) #2:F ¢ (Nichiryo)

(8) 96 3t imz 3z % 4 (Falcon)

(9) Fl& % B35y (Eyela)

(10) 4 % E % 3z % % (Savant, SVC100H)
= SR &R

AL E TR - 7o FERTEAERBR I EAT B 5 EFT MeOH 3 2~ 2 acetone 3] 4
TG OIS A1 0 AhE W 28 X Ak G ) Bl S R B 4 4507 5y 14 2 2 Sephadex LH20
s dgh 6 B dkie (T TLC ~ HPLC 4p X Bl# 2 LPO Bk 47 18 3] 5 2= & F1 4 38 (8 7 3+
NS TR FAS 28 X F MR 0 KRR ¥iFE% (mutagenicity determination assay) % & F]4
2RI o

Acetone
fractionation

AEMRESKE MeOH extract

Sephadex LH20 28 days toxic
column separation animalmodel

Lipid
peroxidation
inhibition assay

. BF3hfE : GOT/GPT
Mutagenesis determination

. B @8 :Tissue
observation

Bl- ~mP R AT RET RS 2 2 B4 B2 iz

1. AERPFECAEL BHELETE %

AFTHERTTCAERD S HEF 0 d a B AR MR ERRVTEEL AL P S -TED



2.

HFARAFEET R B BED » £ 40CT > 3R 2 VB FEEE o

AERTCAE2 VBIBFLAME ST L8
(1) ~23»

A PRI E T A E T 2 B A(600g) » 11 10 AR 2 T pRiEE - Rl
A KA B R R P [ PF o B 18 DE £ X b M ATERT BRI TR 5 Pow o]
RA N £ iR R R R SR FR 5 Ped (S G0 fb R AR R 17 AT AT B
5z 56 -3 47 § & % (phytochemical) -

(2) Sephadex LH20 #% 48 & ++ 4" &

F1* Sephadex LH20 "3 %8 ¢ 4k 45 > ™ 7 FRia & 7 5 B2 P AR d1 4 3% 0 (9 5]
PR A e s L F RIEARA AT IRA 1T T 2 A A dE o 12 MeOH it % Sephadex
LH20 48§ 4> & 30 ~48(50mL)jc - & > 72 Fic B R(ELI-E6) R F 2 B 2 B Fip) -

Faihs & H K & 4 (TLC)A #

123 K K 45 (RF-TLC) A 17 Sephadex LH20 " 48 4 412 7 I jc B % (EL-E6 #)- & * #
# 48 (Ethyl acetate : n-butanol:formic acid:H20=5:3:1:1);x # & 47 (& 3+3 B~ 4 & silica C60
TLC % 1+ ~45TLC ¥ 12 FeCly 2 conc. HySO4 5 ¢ o 3 I 2] A3 A 2 & 4 457 f3 5 B
LA A IEEA AL > RE S AATETEL TR LB A KT ARG

B8 ob TS M2 P R RN A

Pt L FIFE R AR

% BRI R AT &R A 174 F 1 (Sephadex LH 20)4 42 E1-E6 F:iB{7 = A& A 45 o &
DPPH % A o Jhit 4 A 45908 2 3B & B 7 FR0h e 2 AR 45 3 4 Rl 5 il
P EATE 2 P R R A o WA 2 B2 (LPO inhibitory index ) M 3 SRR AU
PR ETiEE v G AR ¥ ChAF Sugmg b 4 3%z (DPPH radical scavenging ~ ferrous ion chelating
superoxide anion radical scavenging ~ superoxide anion radical inhibition * ferric reducing
ability) " FE i FAFHLE 1A o BAFRE 1 (LPO inhibitory index ) 2- Bl %3 #-5 r sFR0R AR
MOy FrR R*FERFEF T4 r 514 1] B4 » TBA(thiobarbituric
acid) & & is & 4 » Methanol-NaOH solution # it & &1 &t & 532 nm T Rl Ex £ E > *



LB RTATRE BT § 1Y AR R o 7 = fE(malondialdehyde * MDA) & fg BB ¥ b ehb A o
APFIBREF - ROIET Y IGERBMAINE G T R o il TS

>1 hd N
F'Er'&r'—r’ﬁ*/“}\‘ .

Inhibition effect percentage = [(C-A)/(C-B)] x 100%
A = average of sample MDA(TBA), value at 532 nm
B = average of blank MDA(TBA), value at 532 nm
C = average of control MDA(TBA), value at 532 nm

0 FORRZPITZF A% SR Lowry #(1951)2 > 27 o By & 9 RS T
1N NaOH %73 £ H & % 884k 5 100 yL » e » 200 L 4 35 -k 2 1ooH|_F iR &% (25
9% Na,CO3:2% Na-K-tartarate : 126 CuSO4=8:1:1,Vv/v/v)» Ris BT # % 10 ~ 48
4e > 1 ml Folin reagent (Folin : H,O =1:19.5){6* 37 C-kif 20 48> ¥ B T 44> B
{6tk R 660 nm TRIE Rk E(25 C) o RS HARE Y MMM iF o T 2 A

’\A ’;,PZ,_”‘TI ’}'{r'7 \2,\7]:,]5 i«\)\ o 7“"”\—5%,?_ ) ;]9’“"]7\: I—:f\_’"}’{ }n Z’ E_ °

| * 2 2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazl (DPPH)# " A o e 4 A 453 FdeT i o5t S o538 = o
11* 2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazl ( )7 'F

(% of decoloration)=1- ' x 100
absorbance of blank

EALE ok A 2 HPLC 41 % WA 47

2% R AR A T R (UV-HPLC) & 47 9 %73 Al % 22 300 mL (50mL/F ) = F ¢ o &
2 7 i EPd 2 3 H1A IR AR cdg R A 2 4 R B R% 48 K 7 % (Shimadzu
LC-10ATvp multi-solvent delivery system equipped with a Shimadzu LC auto-injector) 2 2 &
3 14 p| ik (Shimadzu SPD-M10A photodiode-array detector) s 3 & 47 o & 3 d g5l F M
(OD280nm)J 4 %8 (Shimadzu Class-VP chromatography data system):* & & & # {5 3+ & o 2 47
# % reversed-phase column(LiChroCART® 100 RP-18e; 4.6 mm x 250 mm, 5 pum, Merck) -
# 8 4p 7% % water-methanol (10-90 %+t & i+ #%) > i L mbL/min > 24720 14 &% » B FF

% 60min o
B Yas 28 X F H3p5%
HEZLESN . o~y A{eRE ICR | RE S5 & rREES 10 2 20 mg/Kg/day &

KR



(1) S8MEFT © ARIBLEBLREME  F IR - IHWEF L2 B85 o
(2) BT '}?-5*14 -l I GOT/GPT & -

@) AN EF AR R G a s PR

T WAAFIRBES
(1) # H:#5% (toxicity test)
ERREFEHRT P HRSHEHARE T A R AL A g A TR FT] L
FLPOZ & M 385 > 3% HI4 activesample® 7 ¢ B2 Fth2 2 & -5 L5 10502 100

h

ug/plate #% &% ~ 0.1 mL gapa# @3 % f= 0.1 mL g /e #2 & > oxoid nutrient broth No.2 2.
F#& S. typhimurium TA98 ~ TA100 pi»t3& g @ » e~ 0.5mL BERL S i » 37 'C T4f
Bi 20 ~4 B&t’;i&if—’rﬁrﬁ P B Imb ARt % ¢ 4~ nutrientagar # 3 0 & F
o B 3T C BAREERES 48 P EE HiT ko

(2) & % %% (mutagenicity determination assay)

RRFMEAI7H* Maron fv Ames (1983) #71i& Ji e (28 (7 o B~E 4 $ 10~ 502 100
pg/plate 2 0.1 mL #ipk 8% =k {- 0.1 mL 51 %33 %> oxoid nutrient broth No.2 2 Ffd
S. typhimurium TA98~TA100 ik »t3&F ¢ >4 > 0.5mL Bife s i >3t 37 C THEH A 20
/48 > 4v ~ 2 mL molten top agar ( z 0.05 mM L-histidine ~ 0.05 mM biotin %2 0.09 M NaCl) &

3 t¢ i » glucose minimal agar plate » *+ 37 'C #|¥ & 48 /| x5l F%

8. tme A 7|3 HRE%
(1) ###L: %2 &k : Chinese Hamster Ovary cells (CHO-K;) (CCRC 60006) > Ft-p & &1 % E

B2 pFREFEFLT P o
(2) iwz & )2 (Trypan blue assay )
B CHO-K;, fm e fic > B~ ImL wre sz 3 flask » M F-12 2 28 2% - B & 3NE
BrE 47 (5%C0O,37°C) 24 [ 5> 12 PBS Fie= = » 40 2 37k £ > 7 100 pg



ER 2 EMN G F 30 A4 B el o B 20 UL ek o e 2 B2 G
| (Trypanblue stain) > /& £353 » B~ 15uL fm?e 8 & /% T & 2k 8% (Hemocytometer ) »
WH AT RERL G ke o S iwme5d 44 (5 ¢ E E4 (Duthie et al., 1997) - fw¥e 5
EE (W)= (A2 el (44 miefictA L ¢ wmredr) )
WL AT HRFA

B me e BB flask M FRz iR oBEEEEEHY 6
% COp, 37 °C) 24 /| P » £ 12 100 pg ik & 2 1% S AJL 24 /| P » 03t B fe ph e » S9 2 3
# et F]3 NADP 2 G6P o *t 24 /] pFis B33 & A4 ",ﬁﬁ » £ 12 PBS i = Ao Ae » RTEES %
o 2,08 0 4o 0.1mLBrdU 2% > e fe kR S I0UM > 2 2 F 83 & A RAy o BT
i34 B7C5%C0,) % 48 /] pF - 4 » 0.1 mL colcemic # )k & 2 0.2ug/mL > * J& 2
JRERS 0 Rdmre B AR E O~ s E o 3o (800 rpm, 10 min) o B b g0 0 Ae > AT
%R g e be » 4~8mL0.075MKCI» % v % 457 8 min> &< (800 rpm, 10 min) »
Bl bR e 2 ATeRR & R R 5 e o 4o r ImL Fl 2k (methanol : acetic acid = 3:1)
#r.o (800 rpm, 10 min) » B~ b iR o Ao 2 AT AR 0 R § e o 4o r ImL H R
% o 3 (800 rpm, 10 min) » B~ b i o de 2 ATEPE R R 0 R 3 Mt 0 K Rt 0 B
- TR FEOPN I FIRFTT OFRLR R e R me R F LY o
208 MU BT RET B R o it 18 2 gL ¥ 4 Hoechst 33258 %% (2.5 ug/mL) #
4 10 min» £ 2 PBS e s B ERT KRR DL o 208 0 LB B RIE N EAR
fokd s FL v fat 1 65 °C buffer 3% izie 15 mins £ 2 4Kk 1 3%

g

Giemsa % ¢ 15min» i@k {s iz » RGBT BLE -

10
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B EAEFAS
AR A E LT BESA L[ ML I S S S R A

1 3 oeieid A 8 dciRAFS:

ERAD P AT A ER T AEL T BE RS2 A A S S 222
BTG A A s e S BHRESERTCAE S YA 10 BREF T R H T

N~

FRRE 4 5 EREN150g° *FB5 L G0 pr (Acetone) 3 & 5B~ BRI B2 A
40°C T~ 11 }E\‘&/k ‘fﬁli‘af”/k -TFT}'& Joag 0 B g‘_t‘] 55g °

2. Sephadex LH20 "% %8 ¢ 1.4 3¢

fI#* Sephadex LH20 "} &8 ¥ 41 & 47~ E v o A F 2 7 B 5754 2 [ ik $] 4 30
(£100mg)> 12 ™ R AF R E R A BRI AL L ERAFE R T 5 80-85%-¢

Eh K47(TLC)E ¢ A 45

55 & & 17 (RF-TLC) A 4% Sephadex LH20 "% 4% ¥ 1.2 7 Ir fc # j% (EL-E6 5 ) « 4 *
# ¥ 4p ( Ethyl acetate : n-butanol : formic acid : H,O = 5:3:1:1) & {4 -2L4& 4 2_ 314 4 3
B A o iR 3% 2 (a)Ferrous Chloride Test &%+ 7z 3 phenolic hydroxyl F ¢ 2 ¢
= 4" (4 flavonoid, flavonol %) % (b) Liebermann Burchard’s test 14 conc. HaSO4 #f I {5 4e
# 35 5 triterpenoid saponin £ Steroid saponin g = & o d Bl = #77]IH TLC 4 47
LR Rl R N = ot A LR A BN RS AR IR
H AW REZ R AR Y B fg v 4 2 8 % i flavonoid #7204 B S (

) o kHgts A EL-E6 e TLC 4 % A7 ik
B o Wi 1 HPLC L2 = 4 & F 25 (R =)
4. HPLC 4, % W3#

Sephadex LH20 " 48 ¢ +1.2 fc # /% (E1 - E6 ¢ )2 HPLC 4 47 8 3|4 X BI3¥ - d 4y
HEHY FHERG =L &t (peak 1, 2, 3) 0 TAp R ERv IS AT 2 T iR
Ppi A EPTOAEL TEBERFZ AR AT EELCLIE(BE A&B )3
W HPLC ~ 458 7 it 2 E1-E6 7 m @R peak 1,2, 5 » # v < e 3 3¢ ([
= D-E) > @ peak 3 p| &~ # 3t E6 >0 &+ (Bl= H) -

11



MeOH-A| Residue

El E2 E3 E4 E5 E6
MeOH| cetone | In MeOH

MeOH-A| Residue

El E2 E3 E4 E5 E6
MeOH| cetone | In MeOH

Bl= ~ TLC 4 47 MeOH i* 4% Sephadex LH20 & 41|~ = & » ™ = f#5%k #
(Z )Ferrous chloride test (™ ) Liebermann Burchard’s test
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Bl= ~HPLC A% Epitw AE2 " BERH(A)2 29 ﬁ§+E’»)}ﬂ 5 ﬁﬁ"i | & 2%(B)
2 = {3 RO dp iR 4 0 30 g Sephadex LH20 %% 88 g 412 fc # % (E1-E6
)2 dp X RH(C-H), =k BRI L 5 282nm 0 & 45 2 F Ao F B I Y A e

Z o REBARRS LR RFR AR
BB ARG REIFEEL S R AT 2L T BRE D2 mﬂ’eﬁ A LEEE TR EEP Ik &
total phenol/ flavonoid/ flavonol % £ & - d % — #7717 1t e d) 7 5 + £ total flavonoid - i&
2% ATLCHFeCl: ¢ F prnig R 4ped Jis o ¢ ;ﬁ-ﬂ,!f;‘é'riﬁwz‘i P RCE AT

e
ADPPH - iz & - A2 chp d A7 L T+ & 4 & 7+ (Gutteridge, 1993) » #3-F ¢ * &

7% fz #iSephadex LH20 # # i cn3 o+ o] &+ #00Poid T R g p o4 A4 o
Miliauskas ¥ (2004) 2. = ;% » #-* E i AF 2 " BE B (A)2 H 7 5P 4 2 [ ik dl

\\\Xr

E4
e}

A FRATO6IL A e R R 5200 mg/mL o #-E f] 4 3822 DPPHiE 78 & (1:1) » DPPH it £
517 nm™ 3 $i5g ek sk {E (Lamaison et al., 1991) » ¥ r2Gallic acid i % %% & - Gallic acid 7=
oA EAFEA Y REH 2 KPR I Aesganz £ (Slinkard et al., 1977; Fiuzaet al.,

2004) © kBRSSP D B SR L KT S RS Rk AR

P2 R A&R(ED)-

13



o v MRAEMTCAEZ P BIEDS P REDF 2T AR %”U—*iﬁﬁ% LIRS
Sephadex LH20 *% #f ¥ +w 2t & % (E1-E6 ¢ ) = i3 2% s & total
phenol/flavonoid/flavonoI ¥z E - (N=3)

E total phenol total flavonoid total flavonol
xtracts
contents contents contents
Gallic acid Rutin EGCG
Assay unit equivalent equivalent equivalent
(ng/mg) (ng/mg) (ng/mg)
Rl R L 219.91+10.02 31.58+0.95 65.35+£1.65
9 FE YB&’ Z_ v m5E 3
L 27 sl 199.15+1,62 13.23+0.48 64.57+1.34
AL 3Bt 2 Ain 2
/,,\Ei* L[ i al 357.41+40.34 81.75+3.81 101.10+1.57
E2 +E3 56.06+0.83 5.29+1.99 12.12+0.53
E6 12.63+1.58 0.00+0.00 2.58+0.19
FZ o R ERTTCAEBBRE BN JF LB MPE 2 ) (N=3)
Assays ° LPO DPPH ferrous sup;?]rigﬁlde sup;(;ricg(]lde ferric
Inhibitory Radical ion . . reducing
Extracts effect scavenging chelating radical radical ability
scavenging inhibition
|C50 b EC50 EC50 EC50 |C50 a Trolox
Assay unit equivalent
(pg/mL) (pg/mL)  (pg/mL)  (pg/ml) (pg/mL) (ng/mg)
v AR R B g 13.62+£2.52 7.00£0.49 > 200 81.39+2.88 >200 124,91+2.71
i Bff" = 50.75#5.62  7.85:0.33  >200  79.81+2.73 >200 117.7242.55
v OpE A 3R
TR 9.31£257  4.12+0.16
s 312 .12+0. > 200 48.9+£1.67 >200 128.84+1.79
ERLE IR
E2 +E3° ND 35.10+0.68  ND ND ND ND
E6°¢ ND >50.00 ND ND ND ND
Gallic acid 1.04+£0.32

a —_BT“#"H7;},L$ ]L

Z 4R o LPO Inhibitory effect 3 FeCl, %% "%

I|p|d peroxidation) ; DPPH,4p DPPH radical scavenging =57 %
P ICso % #r] % it 50%pE2 kR (B /E )

, PR X P4 2 [ pr )4 %40 Sephadex LH20 ¥ fg it ik 0 E i &
P o B (o k)1 2 &

R ECERE 2

ND, no-detection

MAA A &G (LPO,

o fx & E2, E3, E6 & {7 /5 Bz »
# ((E2+E8):E6=1:1)2 DPPH /&% (ECs = 26.14 pg/mL, n=1)

14



In

A E T A E LT B 2 [ RS

FAzILakRY b

L3 F g d AF fmr*(%— .
EFLA41240118c5. 2 0 R 240 £

h\\

DPPH assay) iR 4 » H frd| & iE
S BT LE TR 4 s o R BGallicacid Lo B S i f B Pl E A2
I Lk kR S

DPPH 4 5

E 2 1.045c 5 & H 47 * Sephadex LH20#7 4 &t 11 e9E2, E3, 12 % E64T4F 7
TR R A o E6NT A F A

SR LD REECIOE 7

L gooadig AL BB T LS 2 G iR

FRiw Ag2 §oad s 57 BEBS 2 [ d S0
BRI L2 282 &G BRHRNE AN

AP FEA) KT G LA G

(10,2 20mg /Kg/day) i & %1t - FRE% TR EE B G o £ wa = m%_% ﬁ fa‘z* i
BR e TARR AP (Bl ~ T ) o
36! — 3
347
30 1
nd
26
304
% 26+ £ 24
Z >
“ 2 5
U
204
20
184 184
16: : . ; . - 16 ; . .
627111 i1 TH11 T8/ Ti2si11 06R7A1 C 07041 071 07HBA1 07REA1
= Al
-2
w1 C. - P » : :
. : oo - . :
1 s _ ' 4
2% - N r : :
= o : Yo 5 F
5 TR Ca "":!-?.. b e : E B
2 B AR ATy : = :
L --,:?'?vaﬂ:{;_:n.-n-_' e _;_ :E; R :
2'.; d,’:'j-' ¥ . .—._—_A:._—:.—_.. mgi R a .- o :
|of "y — m-—— Mok . . No.2 |:
wd : No3 |:
. ol : - Nod
' : . . . : - No.5 |-
o (| 0 T T o T . : :
EETH D aTMMAT: LRInT oTET a1 *®. . - : . :
e R oo . s D et e
e R RITE .

(A)ze

jedkE p ARG

2 (N=5)

CERTC AE T FR-F RS ] B
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FZ ~ ) B 28 % 3 Pip%k2 w2 it 5(N=D)

10mg/K

glday IU/L Creatinine Uric Acid Cholesterol TG GOT GPT
Control +00'O§O 051+ 018 137.60+18.15 118.00+ 14.64 108.00 + 21.87 56.29 + 13.73
Male -
Blank +00'O(§)O 0.34+0.24 7788+84.46 66.32+73.08 64.94+60.90 35.01+ 30.09
Control Oéofoi 0.48+0.23 90.60+9.48 95.60+18.83 85.50+17.33 38.67 %6.08
Female 0 60 +
Blank 0 OO_ 0.25+0.08 60.16 £36.53 51.35+31.97 49.24+23.78 26.28+11.14
Zg;ggi/K IU/L Creatinine Uric acid Cholesterol TG GOT GPT
Male Control 0.0+0.00 15+1.00 117.7+20.2 147.4 + 16.6 122.0+9.2 27.2+8.7
Blank 0.0+0.00 0.6+ 0.20 124.0+ 8.0 148.0 £ 31.2 122.7+ 13.6 26.0x 7.7
Female Control 0.0+0.00 0.5+0.20 100.0+ 21.7 72.7 £9.3 88.0+11.0 184+ 7.8
Blank 0.0+0.00 0.9+0.30 90.7+14.0 66.7+ 2.3 86.0+16.7 20.0+5.7
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F ¢ i3 FTAL00Fthen = > 7= THTALO0E fmie & e fls > 55 & ik > LPO fipl:# £
FEP > 57 € FR TAI & TAL00 g iE S T "% > Flic™ A H@iez 80% M+ o
F EF R A LT BERSZARB A PR REET B RARL00 pg &

FHE 22 IFH -

For o~ FoARAA LT RIS A A ¥ Salmonella typhimurium TA98 2 &

3% % (N=3)
Sample (ug/plate) No. of bacteria/plate (survival, %)"
0 1306 + 27 (100.0)*
10 1357 + 38 (103.9)°
50 1311 + 49 (100.4)
100 1256 + 54 (96.2)

“Values in parentheses are percentages relative to control value (100 %). Data bearing same
superscript letters within a column are not significantly different (p <0.05).

I ~ 3oL LT R 2FArd A ¥ Salmonella typhimurium TA100 & |+

- - 0 *
sample (ug/plate) No. of bacteria/plate (survival, %)

0 1516 + 21 (100.0)®
10 1598 + 22 (105.4)®
50 1581 + 68 (104.3)
100 1464 + 46 (96.6) *

“Values in parentheses are percentages relative to control value (100 %). Data bearing same
superscript letters within a column are not significantly different (p <0.05).
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il APRHKRL SR LE-BEARSHFARLE L KRR NERG Y Dk
BokiEGHAR RS o 199 Ames ¥ (1975) 4 ) 0tk 59734 o0 His” revertants #ic p
F B3 p R % ) B (spontaneous revertants) & Bz b oo Am R EE G RREM o
22 LG RAALIBERSLAMAA P TAIS 2 R X R % - J B 547
hofriplsRchik B T (10 ~ 50 2 100 pglplate) ¥ w AR B R ¥k p F R R E T K
(Spontaneous revertants) Ap# > 7 i F & T cEAFR L (£S9) 5 m e F AR o Kot bk
RATRESRBLE2HAR °
FoA o~ 3RS LT EBEB42 [ A % Salmonella typhimurium TA98 2 %

R % & (N=3)

His® revertants/plate (mutagenicity ratio)”

Sample (ng/plate) -S9 +S9
Spontaneous »
39 + 4 (1.00) 39 + 4 (1.00)
revertants
10 32+2(0.82)° 43+9(1.10)°
50 40 + 4 (1.02)° 38+2(0.97)°
100 31+ 7 (0.79)? 44+ 8 (1.12)°

" The no. of spontaneous revertants was determined without sample. Data are means + SD of three plates.
Mutagenicity ratio = induced revertants per plate/spontaneous revertants per plate.

** Data bearing same superscript letters within a column are not significantly different (p < 0.05).

- RFaa A R TERERL2ZAMB S H TALOO AHRZLRREFR J 5%
BT e TRREER T Hr R AR REHEp F R %Eﬁ%’ #c(Spontaneous revertants) #p
o AT m,] SESFR LS (2S5 mEFH LR 5 o 2t kR T ¥ Salmonella
typhimuriumTA98 & TAL00 ¥ mit + R %2 % Mi;%féioﬂL“"rﬁzlwrwti}é)i%ﬁl
L)

%
Form A LT RERL L AMBAS AL 2
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Fo= v F AL ST RIS A A ¥ Salmonella typhimurium TA100 2
R R ¥ FE%(N=3)

His* revertants/plate (mutagenicity ratio)”

Sample (ug/plate) -S9 +S9
Spontaneous .
139+ 13 (1.00) ® 139 + 13 (1.00)
revertants
10 141+ 7 (0.97)° 144 + 11 (0.94)°
50 150 + 10 (0.90) ® 147 + 12 (0.88)
100 154 + 12 (1.06) ® 151 + 11 (0.98) ®

“ The no. of spontaneous revertants was determined without sample. Data are means = SD of three plates.
Mutagenicity ratio = induced revertants per plate/spontaneous revertants per plate.

“* Data bearing same superscript letters within a column are not significantly different (p <0.05).

EERN L S G E ST~
FANLRFRRL G IBEDF2ZAME AP HE % (CHO-K, cells) w3 42

AFAH2 PP d A9 T F NGRS LI BERF2AMEAF & 100 ug kR #F
¥ CHO-Kycellsz FiE %% 2 95% b » " W4 d WA I 2o v ¥ algFH i
oM ASHETE EHmrd S me 4 s AT 2 ke TG e A R T B

EPRp2ZAmBAr iR L Pl R AT I ABARL - X 25 B
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E

FoRE A LT BB A AIA FH CHOK, 5% 2 k% ¢ T 3075 2
5 5%(N=3)

Concentration Survival % SCEs/cell
(ug/mL)
0 100 + 1.1% 5.50 + 0.83?
100 05. +3.2% 5.34 + 0.51%

“The viability was [nonstained cells/(stained + nonstained cells)] x 100. The high viability %
indicated a high live cells.Each value is expressed as mean + SD (n=3).

“Values within a column with the different superscripts are significantly different(p<0.05).

B 6.blank &2 ‘mre i L J LS B -
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