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Abstract ; Objective : To study the antioxidant activity in vitro, and relieving alcoholism and hepatoprotective effect in mice by
total flavonoids from tartary buckwheat bran( TFTB).Method : In vitro antioxidant experiments, the scavenging effects of TFTB
on superoxide anion radical (O, +) ,DPPH-and NO, were observed.In the alcohol-relieving and hepatoprotective experiments,
fifty mice were randomly divided into drunkenness model group, positive control group (150 mg/kg+bw) , TBTF low, medium
and high dose group (100,200 and 300 mg/kg-bw).After a one—time gavage of vehicle or drug for 30 min, the mice in each
group were given a one—time gavage of Luzhou-{flavor liquor of 38% vol (0.20 mL/10 g) , and then the drunkenness rate,
tolerance time of drunkenness, time of drunkenness and the levels of aspartate aminotransferase ( AST ) in serum,
malondialdehyde (MDA ) and superoxide dismutase (SOD) in liver were determined. Results: TFTB had a certain scavenging
effect on superoxide anion radical (O, +),DPPH- and NO, ,and the inhibitory concentration 50% ( ICs, ) values were 1.36,
0.02 and 1.79 mg/mlL.Compared with the model group of drunkenness,the tolerance time of drunkenness in the high dose group

of TFTB was significantly prolonged( P <0.05) ,the groups of TFTB also had a shortened drunkenness( P <0.01) ,a significant
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decrease of AST level in serum( P <0.05) ,and a significant increase SOD activity (P <0.01) and a significant decrease of

MDA level in liver (P < 0.05) .Conclusion; TFTB shows strong antioxidant activity in vitro, and has a certain anti— alcoholic

effect and can alleviate alcoholic liver injury in mice to a certain extent.
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T FF & ( Tartary buckwheat ) , 2% 44 5k $H 53 32
( Fagopyrum tataricum ( L.) Gaerth ), & B Fl
(Polygonaceae ) 77 & J& ( Fagopyrom ) B — Ff & IR M1 {H
FE BRI R EEY . IR A B IEA
B E, (ALY ) Tl 8 A 2507 EeH
i REE BT AR E E . W IRE TR T
EAHEAE BRAKAGY E dE RS E
EIRAST AL IS A RS (MR AT A A S A
TR R

H [l A A A 1 TR D SR T PN R R T S Ak,
WHAER AT H AT A — o B AR, 15 B TG
A5 Tk 58 Ko 1 T /e 3E AR A o T AT R B R KR
| R 1 IS P RORE I 2% s A B, (EAD 3 b [ AE
PN At ] 2 B ) 52 O bk e e, DR R AR B
R S A AR B A RN e A [ R 52 B V2 7Y
KVE L RS MR, H 3 KOS Pk 4 (Reactive
oxygen species, ROS) #RIZHLA M IE F A2, LA
Ab TR AR T Bl 2 1A b, PR T A O R Y RO
A Xf By A 3 pl ™ o A 5 E R ) e Y g )
SIAHUA B S A8 S Ar 5 R BLA iy S A5 45
AU R BRO) AR A ZE WL o i B AR ™ R I A
233 RS PRI 03 , 8 107 5 | A0S P g8 T g
Jos s R AR | JH s S5 s MR B0, X ML A i R ik
FREH o PRL f BEE BESE S T &
Wiz B TS R EM .

H T A LA 7 5 22 LA d O i i o R 2 4
GBI T Bk #EAT R, X 277 i L) AR |
YEFISEIL A T 37 By E ™ &, (B [ i A A
TR R A W A S ) A T AR R B F ST R A,
B S A ISR STAN B IR | R 2P
p-tHE hRE, TESPUEA LR R T EE
AL ) X TP K X A 003 72 2R AR T L A
SHAE A A i AR AE 1 — R AR AL G, B2 )
HAA Tz 09 A4 BENE PR, AH OCHIF 5 75 2 R 25 ) 5T
QNS MR AT | e P B W A B R4 0 AT B IT
Ty PSRRI R R R A DI RN Y I,
BA BRI Y MR (B Al Bk iR SR
YriE N, WEAA BB KRR RE AL TR BT 3 AT 0 L SR
FREOFE o BRI, HATE PSR E T TETB A0 4 i
MBS R A N %D

ASCHE TETB (AR ST A 6 P | A 2 B KXo
B /)N BRI 045 1 AR 3 4B T O R T 58, LA S TFTB
VE R i 08 By B P B o A A 08 24 ) 00 I R BIF 9 4 it
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HING KM /N 4~5 JRWe, IR 18~22 ¢, I
PR, VAR ERL 2R S S b SRR A2 R ET IR
= :SCXK(JI[)2018—-17 , /N T 2286 w/y 7 d W3k, 3f
PEATIE N PEMR TR . S B NOGERFE 2, 1l XU R, 28
PR (26 1) C, FHXT B 45% ~50% , /)N FRAH]
MREAEFRARRL , IR — 2 S oK, TR P ME] /N B A
e AROK s T TSk Bz B E5 I ( Total Flavonoids from
Tartary Buckwheat Bran, TFTB ) B R e B
70.83% , 52865 [ il LR R VR ILZAE R HIR R O
T At E (L -3-0 SFMEE MR R LR
PrdfEdh (ZEEEIY =98% ) WU B AE MR R A
B W) HH B BE R (5 4E)  Knowles; i 9%
ADS-7 BURALI AR IR REETEGRA IE R IR A
F BRI A BN IR AT TOOK S VK SR (ER
2. o — % & — i Eh. R W OB 4k K N
( Carboxymethylcellulose sodium,CMC—Na)  43#r4fi,
JRER TR A 22 5 A BR A A5 4E 4= 2 C (L - ascorbic
acid, Vo) XTEFERMIR LR TR A A 5 48
=Wy SV AE R AN ST 4R, B 24 4k A R A
L 1-Z2R B -2 - =i 28 Pk (1, 1 - Diphenyl -2 —
picrylhydrazyl radical 2,DPPH)  Sigma 2\ &] ;38% vol
WA A T N 2 R A R A T BR K L
Mg b mt B A0 25 T & 5 Z B ( Aspartate
aminotransferase , AST) i, 7| & . & #8 A 1k B 1 AL ity
(Total superoxide dismutase, T—SOD ) 327l & . PN &
( Malondialdehyde, MDA ) i /] £ . & H & &= i 7
o EREREY TREARAHE .

ME20A BUJT 53 2 — R Heds i — L H 20 A%
AIRAF]LC-16 B RBORAH 5L HARHEA
) ; DHG-9245A AU G T 14E HilF—fERHL
AR W] SP=756P BUSALNA] WL 4066 Bt Bl
I RS 7] 55804R MG Um0l XA
i b [ A BR 2N 7] 5 Flex Station 3 BUBEARIY £ T
IXAFA R A F] s DZKW-D -4 [HIRK i Jbatmik
G BRI B A BR S H] s MT-30K I [ sh4)3¢ ey db
S AR AL AR A BR 2 Wl WH - 861 U iR ig 1R &
KRG HERRIA SR A A IR AT
1.2 RWHE
1.2.1  TFTB il & dris BOSFEEKE S, A 10
I 70% B S BEAE 60 °C R PR HR R 3 1K,
IR 3 h, G531 3 WEREBGR , WERRYE 2 T, 159 07 Fe 8k
JZ B A A o LA 5 2k B B R G IS S KRR AR
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N LREW BT ADS—7 FUICFL U B i 54T sh AR
BtF, T 90 % £ Wt 5 JIi , AT R v JUo8 YR il o e 40 25 T,
B4 TFTB #£ 4 .
1.2.2 TFTB BW2H 50 M S &g 2 B ROmAH
f4, 3% ¥ ( High performance liquid chromatography,
HPLC) "5 , B0 TFTB A Sk f , I BEFE S0 I )
JFH0.22 pm f4FLUE BT 8, HPLC #E 474600, A6 i 4%
144K . (43% 4% A Intersustain C, (4.6 mm x 250 mm,
5 wm), i 1.0 mL/min, £ & 35 °C, & W] ¥
280 nm; B EEVENL TR BIAH A b 0.2% BRI, T Bh
AH B A EE, Ve AR :0~25 min,20% ~35% B;
25~40 min,35% ~50% B;40~50 min,50% ~90% B;
50~60 min,90% ~90% B, Kiill 5% Ee f5 5 1R & 4R
s FEAT X L .
1.2.3 ARG MT A P
1.2.3.1 AT A B0, <) EBRAEM N2
AR AE =1 (A Ak iE BEAT I 2 o T AR AN () o
Y TFTB (0.4 0.6 .0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 mg/mL) K [
Pt BE 5 V. (0.02,0.05 0.1 .0.2 0.4 mg/mL) FI& T
(0.4.0.6.0.8.1.0.1.2 mg/mL) % WAERIERF . 7F
25 ClEE 24T, e B 2048 p i A pH =8.34 1
66.7 mmol/L ) PBS 5.00 mL,2 mmol/L 4% = Py
0.2 mL, A TFTB [V, Fl= THEE W 1.0 mL, SR )5
PN —E B 22 AR AR R BAF R 9.00 mL, I
TIRFEEAKNES L, SR = Wi JE A, SR SE B
HIRAT,TE 6 min PNEE 30 s Il —RIEOGCRE(E , If- L)
SO B 6] Sy A8k Als B, W G E AR R GA Al AR i AT 26 14 [T
VA, % S5 15 B I B AR S R RV, 5 HAh SR AN
5 L 650K R R 78 R
AT 73 N W = R 3%

V, -V,
WRAE(%) =——
1

Hirp oV RIS BRI BT B S B RV, I ATE
I55% 7510 B 90 2 0 3 R
1.23.2 DPPH - JEER/EAH MWW & = B8R SCHk
[18—19 | kAT e o 435 e il JJ B B o4 0.05
0.1.0.2.0.5.1.0.1.5 2.0 mg/mL ¥ TFTB F1 T ¥ %
& V. (0.01 ,0.02 .0.04 0.08.0.12 .0.16 .0.20 mg/mL)
VEWANERE BRI o A3 EL 2 mL ¥R BEA 0.2 mg/mL
) DPPH 50% Z. T8 R B AN IR 2 i o 70 B T HL 28
WA, 25T, MG B 30 min 5, LA ICIK 2 BEVE
Z b 517 nm EHESGCE A Tk A, #:4E,
#E 2 mL DPPH 50% Z. B -5 To/K L BRI N e
WG A, TR FR] A, 84, IR 2 mL A R 7 B
I f 50% L BEETIR G TR WO A, o T IBAFGTE
BRI BR R R R R B IE BREE 77, R =R
R IR TFTB bt tb st . #2 A FARITH

iR (%) = (1-7 0

Horp AL ISR RIS DPPH - R IR G5 A -
Y SR B S C A A, RIS BRI BT DPPH - 4 2 1
FEREE .
1.2.33 NO, BEFEREMHNE =% 3CHk[20]
IRV TS 86 e i B e B 0.4.0.8.1.2.1.6,
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2.0 mg/mLEY TFTB Fl V. ¥ W% T (04,08 1.2
1.6 2.0 2.4 mg/mL) ¥EWAE R BRA . #E 25 C &4
T, 5 B [R5 1 00 2 mLL B L ZE 4 of,
A5 pg/mL ) NaNO, ¥ 2 mL S 30 min , 85 il
A4 g/L SR FEFRMAR 2 mL X /I 5 min, FIIA
2 o/ LERRRZE £ e R W 1 mL €0, ZRIRK E A8 52
25 mL {&2] % 15 min, £F 538 nm A2 W% G B {E .
BRI NO, 85 T BT BRAE 1 LAV R 350

WA (% ) =(1—A* A,

- J) x 100

Hodr A RN BRFI B CEEAE ;s A, - DA BR
FBF I SEEEME 5 A SR NaNO, B i 38 1E
1.2.4 B AHAE VRN
1.24.1 /PNERBIEERI A S, iS5 SCEk[ 21 ]
W& /N BT WS R B, 43 51 L 015, 0.20, 0.23
025 mL/10 gFl B A S H/PPR — RO #ES
38% vol ¥ A Fl (I , A 2H 10 K, 7 2 ge el /N B HH B
B0 IE 2 578 S B0 B AT AN HE BRAE T A9 3R ok B
B, SR 45 R BN, 76 BEE AR UE 450 /) LR
SRBTELLT , 8 /)N BT 52503k 3] e K1) e B0
FHE~ 0.20 mL/10 g,
1.2.42 sh¥irdd K5z B 50 HEEPE KM /R,
FRARTBENL 4R 5 4, B4 10 H o 43 53] e P v A 75
ZH(0.5% 1) CMC—Na W) | BHPEXT RE2H (R AR,
150 mg/kg - bw) \TFTB {i§ | v 75 7] & 2 ( 100,200,
300 mg/kg - bw) . TE SC 5 5T 5 X /N BUES B R 2ok
12 h,{#i 1 0.5% iy CMC— Na ¥ % FA 259 &% TFTB,
F2H/NELL 0.1 mL/10 g 5535 43 53 E B %) o 551 4 A9
VB SHMEZ5% M TFTB, 45 2H /0 BRAE — UM E B 7
AR 259 )5 30 min #2118 0.20 mL/10 g 5| & —IK
PHEE 38% vol FIH
1.2.43 /PEEEEE WL SHCHk[22 ] ok
JRRAEXT /N BT A7 Ol HE A7 2 a2, 2 06 45 21 /)N BRUGE
B A, WE /DR A%, WEIFiC /R
PTG T 52 Bf 18] ( ATEE B F 905 e 3800 15 Y A% ) 1] ) e e
A} 18] (B0 IE S S 78 2R s i 1] ), I3 H 38070 B s i
SR DARHIE 5 59 18 2 VB Sk 40 Wir /DS B IE Tl % b o, B
MUNBARRFT RN A 30 s DL B, A A ER
IERBHE I, 0 A .
1.2.44 MyEFAANE LS H/DRSTHES
FV S 5 h, A 1% 36 M L 22 S0 A8 s 78 8 (40 mg/kg)
BRI , 75 MR BR BRI, B EP 45+, 76 4 °C ### 30 min
J&5,3500 r/min 5.0 10 min, B 2 MEBH Y — EP &
i, RS BEAL 2 IfF ( AST/GOT) 5050 & vl BH 45 i J7 1
W2 /) B Y A AST 36
1.2.45 AFREFEPRINE S ALK /DRSS TH#ES
FITE 5 h JEALFE, BCH A, 48 A #0098 i A2 3R R K =2
2y, HuE R ok S e i RERRE ., RE S
A TR A T4 1 = BRER JK 57 3% il 45 10% 14 AT ¢H 4
SIHR, H LRSI WS 0> 10 min (3000 r/min,4 °C),
B 3% W 43 5 22 B8 AR o 350 & vl B 45 a4k, kAT
SOD MDA Fl%E H & 2 A & o
1.3 HiEAE

S0 B SR FH B A 22 43 M1 ((one — way
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ANOVA) [bi i m| 25 5%, DL P <0.05 fE 22 7 A 48
TR IR e, J7 25570, SR T LSD vk AT
PR LS, 25 77 224555, ISR A Tamhane” s 353547 9
PALEAR o TS 22 L R R O A e, L B S /i
SPSS 19.0 for Windows #EfT485 114 FrAb B
2 HERE5HW
21 TFTB #@mASTHHT 7

ME 1A AT R Y FE b 25,8 Fh IS
TG YIRS HE LA B R AT 43 25, TETB A 5 I W 0
ElH 4 A4~ 3 b g i £ 88 1) 18] 53 51 5 b HE 5 T W e
T LR -3-0 SO MR 3 LU IS Y g i
P B8 B 1] —380, o LIS T AR X B e e, T I RN B
W] % £ 14 87.8% (&l 1B) o

A 2
0.51

0.4
5 0.3
0.2
0.14
0.0 A
0 10 20

30 40 50 60
Iif ] (min)

25{ B 4

2.0

1.5
2

1.0

0.51
6 8

0.0 L_ .l |

0 20 30 40 50 60

f 1] (min)
Bl 1 BEEARTES (A) 5 TFTB(B)HPLC &
Fig. HPLC chromatograms of flavonoids( A)and TFTB(B)
Tl JLRER 2 RIUAR 3 R 4. 4 T
S MR 6 IR -3-0 A ;7 ML R 8 IR .

22 {ESMaELIENE

22,1 XHEAEFABETFTHBILCO, ) WHHRAE  H
2 WA, TFTB XA BB F 3 3 (0, - ) B —xE
AIE BRAE 7 12 50 vk B2 90 6L P, B 3 S 2 1 1Y
i, X AR AU B 3R (0, - ) TE BRSO,
TFTB (12 Edm il ue B (1C5, ) v 1.36 mg/mL, V Kz
T IC, 451 2 0.02 .1.02 mg/mL, TFTB 25 T 4
FR A S W B 70.83% , AN K i T A 46 R
BE, itk TFTB {5 BRAE SRS T T . Fabsugess " wr
T, 5 FE 0 WK 3R B XT A0 2K =Wy B A Ak &R
AERBAEIIES T H B IR0, ) BIEBRAEM, BAER
6 JBE U0 Bl PN A 2 A B BB, 9 R SRR T R

222 X% DPPH - 325 &3 AT 40, TFTB Xt
DPPH - HLAG — 5 1Y 75 B BE 77, 78 120 50 vk B2 ¥ [ Py,
TFTB %F DPPH - (785 53 58 71 bl 25 1 B2 iy 386 R+ i,
B RO R, TFTB X% DPPH - 3% B& 14 1C,, K
0.02 mg/mL, B} 57 & ¥ )& 2 0.02 mg/mL B}, & &
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Fig.2 Scavenging effects of different amount of
varied scavenger on superoxide anion radicals
50% () DPPH - Al g3 5 , {5 TETB 1§ BRAE 155 T [F) )it
BRI T . 7R B E Y 2.0 mg/mL i+, TFTB
*§ DPPH - 597 BR GBS 15 2]90% , 5 T B9 T BRAE
FHAHY ARGEBRAE IR T Voo SERIZAES BFoe R,
W E B X DPPH - HA B4 F B8 SR AE 1, 16 5 DPPH -
Al 7 AL 5 7% 5 5 5 4998 T s, 5 A4 F
FELE AL

V R (mg/mL)
0.00 0.04 0.08 0.12 0.16 0.20
100 T T T T T
90} —* * %
S
5 sof,
<’§
-u%g 70+ —av,
§ 601 —a— T
=) —e—TFTB
50+
40

0.0 OI.4 (:;.8 ll.2 i.6 IZ.O
TFTB. /T Jis /% (mg/mL)
K3 N[RN[R 3 R R DPPH - 935 R 11
Fig3  Scavenging effects of different
amount of varied scavenger on DPPH -

223 XFNO, B IEEREOR & 4 w5, TFTB Xf
NO, &1 HA—EMEBRAE ST , /g0 W E I F N,
XFNO, B 1T BR G T Bl S IS 5 34 0 A W i
o TFTB. V, F1 M T B IC, 43 3 Sk 1.79,0.29
2.64 mg/ml, 38 TFTB %] NO, & 1% 6E JJ W& =
T TS T Voo R M WFse R, T
SR IR BN A B R EPUEARYIR, BT A, TFTB
TSR M B R L ER -3 - O 2 R A5 H At 2 R
A5 W nl e B A B R i P AAR T M, IR A A
TETB X} NO, 27 BiEBRAE St T T .

23 fRiBPAHERA

2301 PEEEEEAER] S BRSO A E R A E
WS, 220/ BRI R B AN R R BE A R L e . HL
PRIy H IS 5 5 24 A RS, @A T AN, 4 B
RS Sk PAIRAS S 54T 3R 1 Rl g, 7 i =3
J7 T, PR AL T ZH AT O /N BV, I R D 90%
255 TP A 7R g N 2 B 435 R Ko SCHR AR T, 2% B
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1 TFTB X /)N U 52 i [] B2 BRG] 54 520

Table 1 Effects of TFTB on tolerance time and drunkenness time in mice
20 57 FYE(R) fiif 3% i [] ( min ) i B FF [A] ( min) R (/% )

PRI S TR 24 10 60.38 +25.28 179.40 +33.150 9(90% )

IR R R 2H 10 37.50 +15.02 43.67 £22.94* 3(30%) *
IG5 2 10 43.25 +12.98 94.00 +22.73 ** 7(70% )
HhiE A 10 47.67 +14.50 96.25 +31.72 " 5(50% )

1 7 e 2 10 83.20 £9.65* 49.75 +11.90 ** 7(70% )

TE - SN E AL, « o8 BT B ER P <0.05; «« FOR HAM B EEZFIE, P <001, £2 L3 [H.

100
90} e
S 80 o
Z 70
& 60f
B2 sof e
J a
40 ol
L & i
o 30F /!/ —a—V_
S o S
Z 20f /‘ —a— ]
0 s —e—TFTB
O 1 1 1 L 1 1
00 04 08 1.2 1.6 20 24
JIUHE S (mg/mL)

K4 ARG A FR IR NO, B ER ]
Fig4 Scavenging effects of different

amount of varied scavenger on NO,

IR VAR R T ™ s TRTB 4% 2H 1174 3 450 =22 Py s A 750 2
W AT SFARRAEL O 5 Mk 22 5 (P > 0.05) . FE Tt 32 B[]
5, S AR R A0 A L, B TFTB & 550 2 g1 41, Hofts
2L 1M} A7 H5F 0] 249 A AN [R) R B8 14 406 Jed , — T m] i 2 7
K RFEAADE] T TETB 44 P G aE— 25 W SO A
55— J5 i Al BE S TFTB X it 57 B 8] #4 2 < AF FH A7 7E
FRN AR o PR B T [R] T, 55 PRV A B 2H X6 b,
TFTB 2H K B 25 X g 21 7% T I 0 [R] 34 b i 35 45 58
(P<0.01),

2.3.2 TFTB X MyEFSAR A A3 2 AT, S5
WYY ZH X)L, TEFTB 20 5 PR X ER 2 19 AST 7K -3
B EFER(P <0.05) . Hordp TFTB IGF i 20 FEAIREE 44
it (A R 55 BRI DA 1) 8 TR I 24 42 B 28 XL g (1) 1
JHAH 24, 5 g iy A5 A 2] X b B R B G M 2= R
(P<0.01),

22 TFTB %/ AST 195200
Table 2 Effects of TFTB on AST in mice

2H531) AST(RIICHAL)
T A 7 20 4278 +8.37
TR AR 20 29.90 +4.76 "
IRl 30.65 +6.71 "
Rl 34.67 391"
T AL 33.87 £7.67"

2.3.3  TFTB XFHFAEFEPRAG SN 3R 3 1, 5 ey
PRI ZH AR B, TETB 25 AN XUBE L 4 B SOD ##F =
Pt i 288 FH (P <0.01) (H AR I & 40 TFTB /] J6
BERRCFR . TEATLHL MDA 54557 T, 5 e
AERUZH T b, TFTB 425 2H T A F MDA (9 & & 3y g 35
PR (P <0.05)
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2¢ 3  TFTB %/l SOD MDA FY 820
Table 3  Effects of TFTB on SOD and MDA in mice

21 5 SOD(U/mg prot) MDA (nmol/mg prot)
PR AR AU 20 88.51 £7.58 12.97 +1.34
TR AL il 2 106.34 +8.56 " 11.11 £2.21°
I =2 11877 +11.46*" 11.15+1.38"
A 11598 +11.64 " 10.62 +1.94"
[ 110.73 £8.56** 10.72 £1.75*"

3 SR

AHFFERH =R H RE A E AR R R AR
A&7 H B % (0, -) .DPPH- & NO, & 1% TFTB f
AN AR AR TS PEBEATHETE . TETB X /)N B fige 7 4 )1
YEFH BRI 5 SR A i T P 52 56 o o FH B 3 0 1
YA o S LA/ )S B AT =3 P TR 2 s TA] | e e s
8] A LB HE FR 5 5¢ TETB X /)N B B e 1 4 5 9
VAL % 24 AST & & I IIE h T L il SOD 316 4
KRR Bt 3 A5 5 b A5 ) MDA 35 55 D9 4 I 4
FRERTE TETB XT B0 /N BRUHB 5 B9 B dr v A o

AHICHITFE 2 A, 37 57 Kk B2 BT 3 A7 10 25 1 SIS 0 Jo
HAT BUF i M A0 B AR IE R X AR S g
TFTB X% B 1 A i 2L (0, -) .DPPH- J2 NO, &
TR IEBRAE AR — 2 TR BE AR N 28T
AETE W A LS, 90% 149 5 38 3 BT JIE i2E 47 42 fE 1R
P RS S AR R 2 e A i B ROS K
H XS P LR D B — 8 28 A0 0 38052 07 I i IR
JIE 5T BRI DNA S5 A2 1) 4 5 T 3 1l SR A 42 405
F3—J5 T, HLAA 10 S A D7 B 2% i 52 48 A o S 7
) A I A5 A% 0 % s 050 S T S04 i D RE e Ok
HE T P LA 403 , 5| & A I (4 PR o 1A
I, TETB (RSN AT P 1T RE 2 HAE HLIAR ) K 4%
PR A A FH B A

PSS 2 S g DR R AT T 3 o S 1 T RS R
TE, (AT AL A A il 28 5 B H — A 2%y a0 ) R
A A RTIT AR A i S R S 0 )
AT A AR GEXTIDRG B WAL e A FH T I A i AR
AN S TP A 4 P 4 R T R 30 A P R ™ AR IR
TEAE T B AR 3 0 7 A T L 2R R, B AR
R AEAS A /)N BUIL A F A TR 3 B2 DT E /)N BL A
PRI TS 52 A T8) 2477 6 P (1), 5L AT B 2 1) 7 1 7
5 ANTCH I IT TS AR I [R) PP AR R 2H X)L
%525 300 mg/kg - bw TFTB fig il JiE 1< Y ifif 52 sf [a]
(P <0.05) , [A]if TETB 2525 /)N [ e e i 7] 29 32 35 41
JE(P <0.01), 453K, TFTB A7 5 U 14 B 1 it
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TROEBRR

WEVE o

AST F= 2471 F Ak 40 i 8 2k A4 b, T T8 6
TE ST IEAC I 7 A i i ROS 2345493 T 4 it £ s
AR B K 20 5 , ol 45 JHF JUE 20 vP (1 AST R B i =
ML SR FE AR 09 T 5, B e v P AST F5 4R 09 &
R OB T A5 05 1 T B A AR L A e T R R H A
b, TFTB 4% #H K B 2R X ER 4H ML 7% v AST &8 14 8 2%
REAE (P <0.05) , 228 TFTB X /N BT A5 0 250 A 7
i EA —E AR E . Sun 257 58 o gt 2 W] —
ol it B 2 R 7 SRR w0 A 0 ) VP R X A A S A N
W AN YE T, N 5 ES R S B A B AR R
FH, Btk TETB X AR LRy 7E A Al e 5 HAR NPT E
ATH P s

SOD EMNLAR H 1 = Z D)2 W BRI 1 B |
S HAE— R b R T R AR N B ) R
VPG AR %) S P2 3 B R % SOD 3 PR KO TR B,
FHUA N B9 B AL S5O 7 B i IR . MDA R R i
Jo AL =, AT AR BRI BRSSO RS
TR e TS24 T 5% W0 400 L ) 1 22 B P, DA it , MDA 7K
SRR T S A IR A0 AR S PE PR, SO T P A
ot BIE ) 38 475 R BE 5 W RS 00 53 A S BOLAA P9 9 iR R
o AR SN BN, AT <=5 T E A MDA 35 &= 19 7+
B TFLH SN BRI R 45 R S, S A 7 2 X
Lk, TETB #5241 /s T BE i SOD 3% J7 ¥ 48 i 35 $2 I+
(P <0.01), HHFIE MDA B & & 34 i 3 B %
(P <0.05) JAXWF 5T 45 B s, B 25 {5 9 vl 3
L3 A N B, 2 g AT, dR AR Rk AR 5 7,
75 AN P T %5 7 s AP A . oA g R
BH ™ T 0] LAg 4% +— BHP 35 5 (1970 BRUHF IR (9 S0 40 0 15
i1, A BT R AR N BT | AR R DG R s | T BT R
WIT R . M T/ TETB v 3 S A&, He
VE S —Fp £ K 7 0] GE 4 B T RGE LA 40 i Py &1k
W JEOSVAT . X% TFTB X8RS 1 1 0405 1) 4 4
VEFH AT B8 38 1 32 v /N B AR P9 SOD ity J i s 41 Jitg
ot 9 FR 3 140 975 1595 51 4000 46 41 6 P g I 3k 4R A s 8 3k T
T AR AN IR N SIE R o

2 LTk, TFTB XA F Al (0, -) .
DPPH- }: NO, & 3 — & B RAEH, R R
SRR A AL TE M. TFTB 1] L 3 K- Fe T it 52 )
] ( 4525 300 mg/kg-bw TFTB) , 4 % /)N B A 1 Fsf
(6], ELAT B0 995 e At 05 S B 5 [R]BsF, TFTB 34 BE A 31
75 TR /N BRUTTIE SOD il 3% 7 i 2 s LA BT 48tk 19
BB T, T8/ T s BRI 2 S AU g B I I, 2%
FFRTP RS XS I R £ 45 453, A B A B R XV . AS BT
FEA TETB (1 iE— 25 J1 & Al PR T 357 i) B Fn =
2 AHF R WA AR G VF 22 A8, 75 B2 %) TFTB fig iy 37
HFF ML T 2 S IR A BT, DA B B HG 77 A= i 1 %
PITFYER ALEE, [FE), F5HE— 25 0EE TFTB K HA
2525 %S 0 T W A AR IR, 3 — 25 36 Tk HL AR Y
PIFIFEA o
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