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B EARTHESHEMIAA (dynamic high-pressure microfluidization, DHPM) ##Bh 4L K 344 35 % 48 42 My fe & 1k
¥R, AR ARGHRSHT DHPM REZEMN IS EGEZAR A, 2T, AR LI ERFIE, BT 1,1-
ZFRA2-Z A FE M Ad A (1,1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl, DPPH-) . 2,2'-B% f-3-3-T & K e ok-6- 8% A |
& (2,2-azino-bis (3-ethylbenzothiazoline-6-sulfonic acid) , ABTS"™) . ##k adik ((OH) FHrki/. KB TLR
71 (ferric ion reducing antioxidant power, FRAP) VAR & % 4% (lipopolysaccharide, LPS) % %49 RAW264.7 % it %
JERRE, PN T A S EOR AR KR, XAV, DHPMAREEZRS THASIBAERESHEE,
D AR AL DHPM & 3289 4.87 4542 1.23 45 (P<0.01) ; DHPM LK T 413 S EH 5 T8, AHRIF
RS TEBERT R ARG EE (P<0.001) , 2 SBGTEEMLEEY R, HHSRGIRENSHE. LI,
DHPM 4t 323 3% 7 47 35 % 453t DPPH-. ABTS". -OH &R 1 R4 & FLR A, 2 FWH T LPSiF 549
RAW264.7 tafie. ¥ & 4~#%-6 (interleukin-6, IL-6) F=A¥#E3F % B -F-a (tumour necrosis factor-alpha, TNF-a) %%
(P<0.05) , BIAH RFBGHAMARKFEMR. %L, DHPM HR TR FRS4 A S4B FE, BIKA T2
W AR AN K EH, AN EZBENHIRBAARIE ARG T EZHHREE,
KEIR: 2 A& EMATIR, B A, 38, B4, AL, LR
HE 2SS TS201.1 SCRFRIRAD: A ME4HS:1002-0306(2026)05-0101-09
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Abstract: This study investigated the effects of dynamic high-pressure microfluidization (DHPM) on the structural
characteristics and bioactivity of polysaccharides extracted from Dictyophora indusiata (DIP). The physicochemical
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properties, molecular weight, monosaccharide composition, and Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectral features of DIP
were systematically analyzed following DHPM treatment. Antioxidant and anti-inflammatory activities were evaluated
using DPPH-, ABTS", and ‘OH scavenging assays, ferric ion reducing antioxidant power (FRAP), and an
lipopolysaccharide-induced RAW264.7 macrophage inflammation model. Compared with the group that did not undergo
DHPM treatment, DHPM treatment significantly increased the polysaccharide yield and total polysaccharide content, by
4.87-fold and 1.23-fold, respectively (P<0.01). It also markedly reduced the weight-average molecular weight and
extremely significantly increased the glucose content in the monosaccharide composition (P<0.001), without altering the
primary structure, which remained pyranose ring-based. Additionally, DHPM-treated DIP demonstrated enhanced
antioxidant activity, including improved scavenging ability of DPPH-, ABTS™, and ‘OH and greater ferric ion reducing
power. The DHPM treatment also significantly downregulated IL-6 and TNF-a expression in LPS-stimulated RAW264.7
cells (P<0.05), indicating stronger anti-inflammatory activity. In conclusion, DHPM-assisted extraction effectively
improves the yield and functional properties of DIP by reducing molecular weight and modifying monosaccharide

composition. These findings provide valuable insights for optimizing the extraction and functional utilization of DIP.
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13I8 (Dictyophora indusiata) , X FRAT A8 K2
W, B TRERIEW, | AR TR, JUHSZET
MIER o PRI SENH I B HE, ATFREs S “ SR AL Fn
“hBZARrt, i, SRR FEE AT
—, BBOE EASUEEAL . TR . PUITIE ARG 58 Gyl
2P AEYEIER . B, TR LR IO
IR FEPOKIE R | B A B IR PR A A . SR
1M, FTKIZFRIERCREAR, My A ey w8
PHIEARE, HIRIEERIBOE IS AR, N FE g
AT A RIENS, B, S3RZ &R
RO, X TATMES Re B A T R
TN R BB R .

o 25 18 R 5T 7 £ R (dynamic high-pressure
microfluidization, DHPM) J&— P 2% 0 FEEE BT
SPGB N =) R S N ORI A INE i e A =i kel
VEFH, IR AR RE, B T ST, [RIRs s 550 vl 55
WK 4rF4%, 2S5+ B2 A FI BT &, DNTTTSEZ M 42kt
AR SR AE TR ST, HATIX —3 AR e T
BRI BRI, Ar] 5 AES ] 2288 i AU
A B PR ORI ORE 22 NU155, [R]i TR
TR 2 PUEA L . B IMUBETE M . Huang 8™
SR FH a3 T2 LA Bl 28 i Bt i i B e B 45 22
B, SRS T HAGTEIRRE ). £5 L, DHPM fEZ20
PRI HCEL R VS g, AH H A DLF] FH DHPM $2
WA IRt e A o

AT R FH DHPM $ARAE A% B3R Bk, @
T e DHPM 5504 [0 3 v $2 B 47T 2 22 e 21
AR BT . G5 F AR AR M A IS R 7 TR 25 =, BRI
DHPM $ ARXATHR Z WEERIBGSER i 5200, A TR
RO K5 RO S
U ST
1.1 MRI5LER

PrEitih SFCRARATER, PP A A, A
T E R = p R AR RIS 50 = A FR A Bl AR
%5 DPPH- | L-HURIMR(4EAEZR C, vitamin C, V) &

SEARAN . DUBFEREN . MRERDER e D B k2R
A BRAN 7 D-2F MR (galacturonic acid, GalA)
g Er AR A R A F LPS, iR 3R
Sigma-Aldrich A F]; = AR FTPIJIRMETAHR
O -2 33 - FH - 5ok mk itk ( 1-phenyl-3-methyl-
S-pyrazolone, PMP) | #& £k 2% i (phosphate buf-
fered saline, PBS, 0.01 mol/L, pH7.2~7.4) . ZJi5 ({4,
g4ll) | Hh ZEKANEEIZ4M (dexamethasone sodium pho-
sphate, DEX) [ EFTHL T AR 0 A BR A
" IRALET T AROGAERME IR A BR A F] BB
1L (T-AOC) g J1 (ABTS"-. -OH. FRAP &) &l iz
Fl&  m R TR IR /N BB N 40 i
RAW264.7 £k 1 EBZEBE 4% ; Dulbecco's
modification of eagle's medium(DMEM) 553823 | i
2= LY (fetal bovine serum, FBS) 32[# Gibco 23y Fl;
2 1 5 55 B PR K DU 3K 7] & (cell counting kit-8,
CCK-8)  HARFAAL2E 58 Fr; — AL % (nitric
oxide, NO) K Il 55 & . BCA &5 11 8 Il 7 32771
& BEaRAEYRHEARATF; KE TNF-o BB
PEW [ (enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA )
K355 A . ISR IL-6 ELISA &l 5& i
BB A W B R By A BR A F 5 R &5 A B -EDTA
(0.25%), Flpzl  FEBR RILIRBHE (PP ED A R
5 SLEG K A4 Milli-Q gifb iR alizk, 5535 R
ARV JEL TS

MF110BP-EH {50 HUN R L ifgiive
Z AR A BRAN Fl; Multiskan FC 297 K BEAR1YL .
Series 2 Water Jacketed CO, 35354 . Fresco 21 fi#
BOPL FEER R R B (P ED A RA A IKA
ETS-D5 I#EU R # i deds  SCR OISR
AR F(IKA H1[E); XPR204S/AC HLTR7- #fg
R FER| 24 (h [E)D) F R4 A ; LyovaporL-200
BRTHRAL . R-300 428 kAN RSis =ik e
57 5 (R A RN F] 5 Agilent 1260 Infinity T #5455
WAH 35 36 E Z HE 122 F) 5 IRTRACER-100
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1.2 ZHE

1.2.1 PrFRMH R HEE

12,11 JmREIRIA SR T PR 20 BRI 50 g 7770

TREM B TRIFEZE 100 H, #208 1:30(g/mL) BPRNE
e in A 1500 mL #B4lizK, InFAEFRIEE 2 he 378
e s, A 4 15T 95% B2, 76 4 °C FEEDT
16 h, BEULSENUS, LA 5000 r/min #£3#B5.0> 10 min,
HOTIE R AT 2R BRI . B2, I 2.0% 15
HITFE, BT 50 °C fEHEK BT 50 min DI
BREEEU), B, IWWRAE .G It EEs TR, 1S
FJIMFA IR I TR ZHE, id Sy WDIP,

1.2.1.2 DHPM FHHREBUTIRZ0E  FREXL 50 g 7135
THEES AT 100 H, #2288 1:30(g/mL) Bk
FEImAGBLliK, IREGI5] . s R i ot
HLFE 200 MPa, 80 °C 2514 T ¥ B AL FHE 20 min. 4k
RS (AR AR S EA T In AR TR L 2 h, 338 S IR
% EEW, BT 60 °C FUlJEHSE = 300 mL. IIA
AAFATNY 95% LR, 7E 4 °C FEEDT 16 ho Jis
ULEE R, {80 5000 r/min 5.0 10 min, BUTHEIFE
fRASEMH RIS . B, T 2.0% WP, it
JEHE 50 °C TEEKE T 50 min PLERERE M. i
J&, TR R L UEF EAS T, 1531 DHPM 4B
PEHMATPRZHE, id ol DDIP.

1.2.2 PrZRhineniet: o

1.2.2.1 MIREZHHTR  SHUPR RSN 15, 1
BEWR, i A ()T

%) = 2 1x100 A (D

s M, TR T RS AT IR 2B T &=, g5
M RFREIAT PR R B i, go
1.2.2.2 Pr#fiih G 2s il SRR -
FRYERTATFR 2 T Y S 2 S i A T e
1.2.2.3 IR bR & =il e [RDREREOR
Lb e FH T e WHIEE TR 5 L, D-GalA FH P lil{EdRifE
MM, R BUPRME S D-GalA . 1 mL 0.5 mg/mL
FARE S I W 5 ) i TV b, R  BR A R AV 25 AT

RAEWSE, KiE BTG PIEE 4 min [F4RE]
EER. M5, ZM8MA 80 uL 0.15 mg/mL a]¥E
PRI, FoorFeslie, TEIR TEE S min, FH7E
525 nm I RKAMERGE . DL D-GalA ¥ & ik
b, WGRE AR AR T ZR, FTRAGLRAE RS
JrFE Y=3.585X+0.0187, R*=0.9986, IR HEiZih<k it
SR O v R 5

1.2.2.4 PrIRpirhE RS EIE SR BCA &
P AR 00 3o ) i) 8 L O 5 d

1.2.3 IR FEE 2% THEmSE 1Y

ITRIETIRZREN 4T H . Bl 2.0 mg/mL 92
WA, 18 0.22 pm BEEA FH o /8 RGEE IS (035 I 7 2%
1 f43% 4% & PL aquagel-OH 20, 40. 60(300 mmx
7.5 mm, 8 pm) HRER, KrM#E S G7162A JR2E4r e
A, PLBAHAABAEIK, WEA 1 mL/min, #A15ER 35 °C,
PERER R 20 nL. I bRdERR L7 R Y &
)43+ & (weight average molecular weight, Mw ) Fl
44 rF-i (numerical mean molecular weight, Mn) .
1.2.4 PrIRZHHNLINGEIEHT FREC 1 mg 4735
ZBERE S, 4395 200 mg IRALET T4 TR A, IR
SRR o VERas IR, i FHVR AT A R i A%,
Fr, LASBRIRACERFELT A MG Hh R i e, R
SR A E T AR LT AR P T,
VLRI 4000~400 ecm ™, FFIREELT AN EIS S -
1.2.5 IR hERg bl sl 2 RAH PMP AERT
i A-mE AR 43 (high performance liquid chro-
matography, HPLC) i 5E T R 228 i B2 sl 7
[ 1 mL 1 WDIP # DDIP % (i3 E N 10 mg/
mL) 5350 A 2 mL ¥R A 2 mol/L B =% Z 1R
W, FEAE 110 °C F/KM 6 h, 152041380 i 7K fi
Weo BJS, B 1 mL /KW . SANEAR U AR &
FRUEVSI, S BN R 5 mL AU B A b . 3513k,
MYRINA 0.5 mL [ 0.5 mol/L PMP ¥ A1 0.5 mL
1% 0.3 mol/L E AN, 1RG50 )5, Fik s e
T 70 °C KB HINE 30 min, KIB)ER I EEIR,
FHNA 0.5 mL #4 0.3 mol/L FhRIE W, /1R G -
IRIF, I =G B AT = R R A2 A, AU et
PMP 542 2 1 I, A 0.22 pm 5t 3&, i 45 64T
RGBT o 1o SR AH 35S o0 BT 1 550 i A Ry
ZORBAX SB-C18(4.6 mmx250 mm, 5 um); f il 25
ShERAIMG I B, PN 245 nm; FishAH A (B
BRERZE Mk, pH6.9, 10 mmol/L) il B(Z %) ZH 1%, R
JHAS BEBEMRL: 0 min, 83% A; 17 min, 83% A; 30 min,
80% A; HEEEE R 3 pL, L%~ 0.8 mL/min.
1.2.6 MIIRZHEIARS M A A IE I

1.2.6.1 DPPH-JEMRBEJIIIRE =75 Jang 58 (ke

EAE AL RS B AN ES 4, AN R T A v R
HIRE S . Ve % WA 0.1 mg/mL Y DPPH ¥ W LA
111 PIARTHEE LLINR G, IR FES1 S, ARSI F R
F 30 min, TP 517 nm AN 5ESGEE . DPPH-
b 5357 = RN {1
F R O0 = (1- 2
0
o A, HIASEE SR 2 OD fH; A, SAIMASAE &
XTHELZH OD 1H; A, FMFSZS ;A4 OD {H.
1.2.6.2 ABTS"J5FRBESIME HRHE ABTS W ER
RE 1 i S U B Bl 78 E . AR (2) .
1.2.6.3 -OH HBREEIIE  M4E-OH WEERAEE 11
A S UL B T, THAAF(2) .

)><100 @)
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1.2.6.4 FRAP B fLAI AR PE FRAP I & 125
S UL B I TR . DABHPEXT IR Vo T RN G
FE A 4 i A AE 2R, IF 35 AR &L B9 FRAP R .
FRAP {H i, R 20T A ALRE T 185

1.2.7 PrIRZHEARS ML S I I

1.2.7.1 T3 HEXT RAW264.7 40TE J1 105200
SN BTk, SR CCK-8 I P AT 3R
Z T RAW264.7 UM 1520 . BOsHEA: K
P42 16, R TH A0 S 4 R & 96 FLAR, FE RS FRAE
%% 24 ho SRJG BT EUEESN 7.5, 15, 30. 60,
120 pg/mL 14 ZFEFRE S BIAb RS, BRI E 24 he
FEEF FR, TIIA 100 pL DMEM 5325581 10 uL
CCK-8 IRGVAW, BT 37 °C W& 2 h, 7F 450 nm ¥
K TMEGE . RIRAR(3)IHE RAW264.7 4
Mr% 7

AH X4 PYE 3(%) = %XIOO A (3

K. A HFESLZE OD fH, A, XTHEZH OD i,
1.2.7.2 ATFRZHEXT Al b SRE 152 Bt
A K WA RAW264.7 41 ig 32 Fh F 24 LR =, IF
TE 37 °C, 5% CO, ¥ FRFATIE T 24 ho LIHLZEKAR
WEER 4N (5 pwmol/L) Ay BHPE X &, 15 ¥ 25 [ %) BE 41
(negative control, NC) . LPS %l 2 (model control,
MC) . FEMHXTHRLH (DEX) ATRZ8E WDIP #1 DDIP
Ho A AEBATE 37 °C, 5% CO, B IR TIFH 2 he
4y NC 2H4F, &FLI A 1 pg/mL LPS, 7E 37 C, 5%
CO, IEFA P HINE 24 ho IFESS W, 2000 r/min
B0 5 min WAE AN 7 W o 22 it NO 350 & fn
ELISA i{HI & BB B NO. IL-6. TNF-a 3%
KT
1.3 HIEAIE

BH{di ] Excel Al GraphPad 8.0.2 #4744 & F
Sy HT o SEBGZE I DL — U R A S 1 I R v 2
(mean+SD)FRI/R . R R Iy 225001 T K567
SRR A 0] 22 S T 80 2 AT, P<0.05 /oS H
B X,

2 ZERE5Sh
2.1 DHPM X7 HEIR M RS20

DHPM 5 B2 BT 2R 2 B R BT g 2 i 25
AN 1 s, 5 WDIP A1 kb, DDIP 145 5 g 2
P (P<0.01), 355 18.07%+1.17%, J& WDIP 15 %
(3.71%+0.09%) 1 4.87 1%, L FARIEE & B fE TN
Z2 WA 3 (9.77% ) FILEE 75 5ili B $2 BT 358 2 Bl A5 R
(8.10%)1329 Ak, DDIP B ZHE &l 60.74%+
1.04%, J& WDIP Z W& &5 (49.56%+1.90%) (14 1.23
7, DDIP B2 83 i i 35 7 T WDIP(P<0.01), X
I HESE T DHPM R s 8y U1 ) . s Jo
WA i FRAE s T AT SR AN B EE A S, T T A
AT, AR e, dhmbe s 7 20

% H 2217221 DDIP [ FH IR R & = I T WDIP,
S35A 2.84%+0.13% Fl1 3.09%=+0.15%, 1H 3 2 [4]
22 B IS4 L (P>0.05), 8] DHPM % h$2
BB AR Z2 W BRI TR 0 $E HUTC B 35 52 . eAh,
DDIP A1 WDIP H & 5T & f 22 Al ek 35 (P<0.001 ),
%: DHPM Ab3 s, B AT & &M 18.34%+0.92% [&¥
F 9.68%+0.90%, iX—7Z1kFR ], DHPM i B H
b5 NTEUEZ SRS S MM EANE 2 20 Rl S o (S Dpineows= ol N izwecs
FH T 5 AR BT AR PR sl b, ol 8y 1 0 5
BT R AR N FRAREK, fElaEnial
At R, 3L/ N4 0T B 5wl P e T

%1 WDIP f DDIP [AE b5 4RI E

Table 1 Determination of physical and chemical indexes
of WDIP and DDIP
SRR, GES MEpide WA R oS
(%) (%) (%) (%)
WDIP 3.71£0.09 49.56+1.90 3.09+0.15 18.34+0.92
DDIP 18.07+1.17  60.74+1.04™  2.84+0.13™  9.68+0.90""

TE: *{R3EDDIP 5 WDIP LA, **P<0.01%: 5 i #; #+£P<0.00122 Fob .25
ns TR EVIE S, 3,

2.2 DHPM MH#HZiES FEHIFN

ZHHI S R P AR e R SRR 2R, 4
TR AT A ) 2R R AT A SRR L BRE
PEFIAEPIE PERY @it HPGPC Bl a2 Wil 224845
TS, U5 2 PR, WDIP (1 Mw A 46.88x10° Da,
DDIP ) Mw & 2.42x10° Da, WDIP Y Mw J& DDIP
B 193 fi%, 2B DHPM A4b B ik 35 5K T 2 08 A9 45
TH

%2 WDIP H DDIP {4 TR0 A5
Table2 Molecular weight distribution of WDIP and DDIP

ZEERESY EY T EMw(Da) #3945 FEMn(Da) PDI(Mw/Mn)
11.72x10° 40.0
1.45x10° 1.67

WDIP 46.88x10°
DDIP 2.42x10°

TG W 5y 8UPE 38 2 (polymer dispersity index,
PDI, Mw/Mn) JZ Bt | Z85 5513 1Y 5341 5% . PDI
RO, R4 F AT R E; PDI i/, WS40
A TR 13 2 B2k, WDIP i PDI 42 DDIP 1
23.95 fi5, W] DDIP By 4> F @454 5] | W4
dr. LA 4R, DHPM AR 8 i o it e i
HUIBREY UIVEH, AR I T AT 2R 200 15
PETTEE, MM SZEL T 28045 58 1Y) Sl 25 B (IR O
i TIeab )16 s Lt
2.3 DHPM X7 % HEE BRI SN E R #2000

LTAMGIE ST K 2 2B T a5 M A 2 Y
HROTEERY, K 1 s, DHPM 2B ZR 2288
PGS | AR IE AR AL AT i RN R o B A R
M, 3419.03 cm '(WDIP) Fil 3402.15 cm ' (DDIP ) 4b
A S S S 43 F--OH . B4 dRshk liclé, DHPM
ALFET IS BIPTRR S BEER BT OB S 0 R E
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Wilg, 2925.77 cm™ ' (WDIP) #1 2929.63 cm ™' (DDIP)
A PR W AL 57 -CHL, 19 C-H AN X FR AR 45 3R 3l i 52
mij 2627 1635.50 cm' ( WDIP) 1 1636.95 cm™
(DDIP) Ak 13585 W M e U PRI S IR 1) C=0 14
fpPES). 1131.16. 1070.89. 1039.06 cm ' (WDIP) Fll
1147.55, 1078.12, 1035.21 cm '(DDIP ) Ak 14 W7 WA 4
VAR T B A EXT R M 4a iR 30, R PR 21
A MRS . 25 B RTA], WDIP #1 DDIP 9414k
JGIEAAML, AHH DHPM %l B3 BCR AT 2010
FARGE, X5 Wu EP fYiFIE g IR —E

200

52000 3506 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500 O
B (em™)
¥ 1 WDIP 1 DDIP fit {8 B - AE 621 1 ik ]
Fig.1 Fourier transform infrared spectra of WDIP and DDIP
2.4 DHPM %3 % HE PB4 RS20
€l 2 B7R T WDIP #1 DDIP 14Ul 2H /il s 20k
FETEE . DHPM ANERRT S B PR AT ERZ b, B
B4 H 0GP AN PR 2 AH W], 3259 bh H @80 . A AT
g . FAIHE .. EZLBE . ARl s Rl Ak, X5
Liao %577 Sy 2 2liAbAR 2 THR 208 0 SR 2H il e As—
B, SR, iNZE 3 Fran, WDIP F1 DDIP H 4 28 Y
i AW B 22 5 (P<0.001) ., WDIP LA H &8 FI
AN B, TR A3 SR 53.11%+0.02%
Fl 34.66%+0.09%; T DDIP 1 {4 35 26 b8 & B fe =5,
i Eb ik B 74.75%+0.31%, H #EHE 5 Lo 21.71%=*
0.02%. DHPM 5l B$& B =5 T T35 2 pHEpl 2
AR, SRR IR 2.16 %, FLFEAIC
T HERE SR AL, AR | FFUIPE A

3500 PMP
3000 1
2500 3 o
5 | 2 N 4 5 BN A
< 2000
£
= 1500
=
E 000 1A A WDIP
300 l | \ I\ DDIP
0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

A 1H] (min)
K2 WDIP I DDIP Hul2H i) HPLC {3 [&]
Fig.2 HPLC chromatogram of WDIP and DDIP
monosaccharides
/Eﬁl"% 1~5 735l H#ahE . MA VIR . M AIWE . L3LbE ., A

BELEPIAP ZPE T 595 R, Wu S50 PR 144
JKIZPE | AT . N A B | R RS A B A PO A PR R
TIEX TR ZHE BB a2, R A RS2 O
RPN W) BB ZH AT w2, (B L EE R Ay
WEESREW . £5 I, DHPM ZbBEUE T A PR 20 g
Rl S L, (RS AR

73  WDIP Fl DDIP [ S il
Table 3 Monosaccharide composition of WDIP and DDIP

Hebd  warmE WaER IR Al
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

WDIP  53.11£0.02 2.56+0.01 34.66+0.09 7.85+0.04 1.82+0.10
DDIP 21.71x0.02 0.49+0.01" 74.75+0.31"" 2.44£0.03™ 0.61+0.07"

ZRRE

2.5 DHPM X #AEHEAIMLEHIE RIS

a3 fizx, WDIP Fl DDIP ££ 0.25~5 mg/mL
P4 JOT VA BE JE R PN, e B AR R, WDIP F1 DDIP %
DPPH -5 %k & ki, AH HLI8 B3 51K AH R 2 1
Veo WNEE 4 TR, WDIP &K DPPH- Y2217 il 57 &
¢ )& (half maximal inhibitory concentration, ICs,){E
& 4.30+0.33 mg/mL, DDIP {5 §& DPPH -/ IC, 1H
S 1.59+0.25 mg/mL, Hrh DDIP 1475 BRECHE: & #4080
T WDIP(P<0.05) . 4553 H], DHPM 4b i i) 25 4%
= TTFRE Xt DPPH: ITSERRE ST .

anE 3(B) Fras, £ 0.5~5 mg/mL A 5T & i &
JEEIN, 2 FITFRZBEXT ABTS 3 HAT — 52 BT 5
R, A BRAE IR T Vo JEEMIE N 5 mg/mL
i) DDIP X} ABTS"#5ER%N 13.41%+0.95%, WDIP
15 B8 2R T 5.85%+0.01%. 45 5 3% 1], DDIP Xt
ABTS'- G RRE J1i% =T WDIP,

anE 3(C) fifias, £ 0.125~5 mg/mL 14 it & 1
BEJO N, B A BT AL R B 19 3 X, DDIP Al WDIP
X -OH #3248 b FH#as, BtJs a2, 5
Ve 3T . W36 4 ik, WDIP #5E-OH 1Y ICs, {H M
1.70+0.03 mg/mL, DDIP i#kRk-OH 1Y ICs, {Hl 0.48+
0.01 mg/mL, DDIP Xi-OH {4401 fiE F1 % & 2 0 T
WDIP(P<0.001) . 553, DHPM AbHIREASEE &
PrIRZ2BET- OH HdmRIRE ST .

anpE 3(D) PN, 7E 0.5~5 mg/mL A BTk T
FIN, PFTIRZ I B —E g T s s, |
FRAP {HiZ . T V.. DDIP fl WDIP % £k B T iff
Ji J1 9 FRAP 15 43 %) & 0.85+0.01 mmol Fe*'/g Fll
0.32+0.02 mmol Fe*'/g, FRAP 1585, Pria bt 7
5%, ] DDIP 194k 5 T8 )5 J1# w35 7 T WDIP
(P<0.001), A HERIGHTEILRE T o

ZHEIPLAATE PR32 B LGS FIARAE L 43F o
FAbZAA RS 2R R R AL R . 3E, o TR
/N2 R T IO HAE LE SR IER, AT R ALEE 2%
TERTE LS, TGRS [ e IOV B 71, RF
SR BT EAARPERER Y, Wang 2562 (958 A,
BRI 5l Bh 32 BOGR A5 IR 2E Z2 8 PCP-M (43 F =20
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Fig.3 Antioxidant activities of WDIP and DDIP in vitro

1 : (A) WDIP #1 DDIP % DPPH H t 3£ i Bk J1; (B)
WDIP 1 DDIP %} ABTS'H i 2 ¥& B € J1; (C) WDIP #I
DDIP Xt ¥ & A i 3% ¥ B% 68 J1; ( D) WDIP #il DDIP %
FRAP TR JFRE T o

15.1 kDa) #H £ F i #4 32 B 9 PCP-H( 4y T & N
21.5 kDa) 7y T 1 R 24 29.8%, H A i HyE KR fe 1
HH S 1, B g0 T M U T
I AFFE4h iR IR, 2 DHPM 4B, 17582
BE Y 4 7 & B 46.88<10° Da b % [ K & 2.42%
10° Da, HHXf DPPH- . -OH HIERAE 1 A R 425 T
A JE 734 SRS (P<0.05) , 24T REIR 54t

FE, B — & I R 3 B iR B AwEsE T,
DHPM 4t B S Pr258 220 vh i i i) & A 25 T Hs
(P<0.001), iX 1] e HAT A AL BE ST Hsm g X — %
JEK . PRI, DHPM 4 B3 B AT G ok FEARAT 75 2
PG TE . PR I BOBEZE B, RS M
S AIE S
# 4 WDIP Hl DDIP fTELACR
Table 4 Antioxidant activities of WDIP and DDIP

LD WDIP DDIP Ve
DPPH- IC;, (mg/mL) 430033 1.59+0.25" 0.00885
“OH IC, (mg/mL) 1.70+0.03  0.48+0.017" 0.27+0.02
FRAP (mmol Fe*'/g) 0.32+0.02 0.85+0.01"" 11.87£0.24

1 *U&DDIP 5WDIPLLAEL, *P<0.0525 5 i35, ##*P<0.0012% Ftl i3,

2.6 DHPM SMBERIPFNEHET LPS IFESH RAW264.7
pilinbraon= SRl 0 A1)
2.6.1 Wr#RZHExt RAW264.7 40MTE 7 sz fd
FH CCK-8 LM EMT R Z X RAW264.7 dHif A=K
Wi TR . ANE 4(A) s, TERm R A 7.5~
120 pg/mL LB, WDIP #l DDIP %} RAW264.7 41
BTG R4 7 T I B X R L, SR P B I e
R PIXT AR G Ik Bk, B E B — 2 R s A
JH. b, 7E 30, 60 #1120 pg/mL B, AR 8Ext4i
Jif 1 B 2 A AR R AR o LG SR IR UL T R R
I Y, R B P LD R 2 2 WELE 25, 50 Fi
100 pg/mL ¥RBETT BB e 3 RAW264.7 414 5H
(P<0.001), HAFEMAIMIEA . S5 EARMFFEal R &%
FHFSCHR S, B 2380 120, 60 Fi1 30 ng/mL /£
PrFRZREn s . AR, TR 2R 5 .
2.6.2 MIFREBEXT RAW264.7 4TS 5E KT 1520
NO. IL-6 Fl TNF-a F& 4 4iE 2 W 1Y B 4 19 [+,
B MSRERR B B SR . 7F RAW264.7 EL WG4
Musz 3] LPS HIF)s, 75 58— S b A A (NOS) 8%
s, S EOKE NO 772k, [FIRHERE IL-6 il TNF-o
% SIS, 3 — 25 I ShE S WP, ani&l 4(B) .
(C). (D) 7R, LPS =, NO. IL-6. TNF-a 447
WA B EE RSN (P<0.001), R AIERTIM E il Ty
EAg I 4H A48 L, WDIP F1 DDIP(120. 60, 30 pg/mL)
XF NO py Pl /E I JC 3 M 25 55 . 4R 1T, WDIP il
DDIP(120. 60, 30 pg/mL) X} IL-6 A3 ik A &
FIHIVE M (P<0.001) o 7E 120 pg/mL FTEWRE T,
DDIP F1 WDIP X} IL-6 [ 41 #ill 22 43 51 2 45.04%+
0.02% F1 35.98%+0.05%, DDIP 14 11 1 &% 5 06 T
WDIP. [t4h, DDIP(120. 60, 30 pg/mL) i 35 )
TNF-a F3Rik (P<0.05), H TNF-a BYFRIEFERE &R
JEE A 5 SR 0] AR MR RFEAIG, 17 WDIP(120. 60,
30 pg/mL) X} TNF-o R TC R EMHIEH. LR



4185 E S

WIS , % SIS R R BRI P25 A A AR PR 2R - 107 -

A 200 -

160 un

—_

[

(=]
1

MR (%

40 4
0 = T T T T T T T T T
NC 7.5 15 30 60 1207.5 15 30 60 120
WDIP (pg/mL) DDIP (ng/mL)
B 1.5+
fiiaad
404
X 1.0
=~
=
=
E
o 0.5+
Z.
0- {— — T T T T
NC MCDEX 120 60 30 120 60 30
WDIP (ng/mL) DDIP (pg/mL)
C 15
i HiH#
‘Q 1.0 4 .
K sokok
= sk FEE sk
= Hokk
E skoksk
2 0.5 1
=
0- =T T T T T
NC MCDEX 120 60 30 120 60 30
WDIP (ng/mL) DDIP (pug/mL)
D 1.5+
I u
7 1.0 4
w kX
ﬂ;{ sdok
5
o, 0.5 1
Z
H
() == T —— T T T T T
NC MCDEX 120 60 30 120 60 30

WDIP (ug/mL) DDIP (pg/mL)
14 WDIP l DDIP H{RSMIT R 1E 1
Fig.4 Anti-inflammatory activities of WDIP and DDIP in vitro

1:: (A) WDIP Fil DDIP %t RAW264.7 44 i 1% 77 1 52 (B)
WDIP Fil DDIP X} NO 43 & [¥)5#%i; (C) WDIP #1 DDIP %}
IL-6 ik AY 520 ; (D) WDIP Fl DDIP X TNF-a 3 ik

HISI . ###P<0.001 7R 5 NC X 1, 23 W B E; #*+P<
0.001 £/R5 MC dXTH, 2254k W3, #*P<0.01, *P<0.05 %
NS MC 4L, 257 5.

45220, WDIP F1 DDIP ¥R i 4 v 1k, JHop
DDIP HA T RYHTRIE .

DHPM i B2 BUR8) AT 3R 205 R H Be5m
PURFRME, X 7T RS HSr TRk i 454 22 1k

UG, BFFERM, BN TR S BRI
ASHEIL I IEPEAL, S AAE BT U R b A= sl LA #r D Re
i/ INF e B, TR 8 H S Gl A S 2 AR I 45 A B
7, PEE BRI RAEAS 538 i, $R PR IS HERC,
Liu 207 (O 55 % B 2008 75 AL B s R 2 B-H1 SR MR
3R R RE, IHIE & 7 (TNF-a. IL-18. IL-
6)IWRE ] g, SR/ TiaAT B T T 20
PrR WM. HEAh, DHPM AbBH R 25 0028 T AT PRk
PR BABE2H %, 4R 50 2 DDIP P 258 & = 2512 5
(74.75%+0.31%), "& WDIP(34.66%=+0.09%) [ 2.16
5. CABHFTRN, %2 EmE 245 5T
Z—, HEu Bl nT AE R i 220 S B WA i R 52
A (4 TLR4 . Dectin-1) AAH B A/EFH, A #0 il i
NF-«B 15 5 i I 19 300, ¥k 2> TNF-a Fl IL-6 11
JRPY . Hao F50P% U LA fiRbrb 4020 H i A 2 i & i
(95.46%) 14— 24 NDHP-2-1, HESCH ] 25
I IL-6 A1 TNF-a 31k, BA RIF0Ho R 164,
BE—20 345 T E LU AR E Z2 BT R AL Th i 2
BE
3 g

AT S AEIRTT DHPM % B 2 BT 245 22 b
FOFRAL PR . G5 AT S A MG PRSI . S5
7, SN EI AR EUH b, DHPM Ab3H 6 35455 1747
PREFHIAS R WO AL, [RIRFRRAIS T 2P
Sy, FAR T RO B, (B 2B T A A
To e, kA, DHPM % B3R B i 245 s 747
FREZHENT DPPH-. ABTS -, -OH FYTEEE T S ks
FIRJE J7, $ T 5E B F 1L-6 F1 TNF-a B3Rk,
o T | Pt R G, %5 L, DHPM AR 47T
PREWENIRAT & SF AR T \BEEHISRIE. &
SR I N BT B R G L2 R R S5, LAIIR A AT
DHPM 452500 Z W52 USRI 52 M), I — 245
T PR LS8 5 A i R =Z TRl A I ZERI L], SR
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