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Abstract

In this paper, using China invention patent “rapeseed low poly peptides preparation method and
products” (Patent No: 2007100533858) products as materials, the antitumor activity of the rape-
seed low poly peptides was studied. The results showed that the rapeseed low poly peptides have
inhibition to the growth of Sigo tumor; at the same time significantly improve a tumor-burdened
immune function of mice; rise SOD value and reduce MDA value of mice serum; improve the for-
mation of serum hemolysin HCIgM of tumor-burdened mice; and enhance the ability of macro-
phage cell and delayed-type hypersensitivity intensity.
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1. 518

TSR EEAMRMEY) 2 —, SEAFURRTR ISR S R — R R R R R, L B R A
e PER fH5 WHO/FAO HEFEAIT . £ H) “ SEXFIRT MR B 46 7795 =i (% F) 5 : 2007100533858)
BTk 0)7 1584 1000~200 38 /REEI SRR SRR B 1T T 2 BRI/ NKEE[L], BAWGRIAYE
PERIZFENE . ASCRIE AILF= 5 1000~200 38 /RIS AR R, X Fehiois . fréa b, TiB O i
M IR 57 TH (AR VDS YT TR ARG IIVIEP L, SRR R AR A — 5 I R R F $2 LR i k4

iR A2 fe 2 N S A AT AR i e i LI 2 —, KM SCIR AN R FCUE B, IR A R ESHL
PP BORAS B VA 56 o IEH B SR T B2 WLk P8 A 2 i B 1) E L DR 3R BB AE L 22 R R
— L] i A0 B B AT D R SR S 2 IR AT AR I, AT AT DL R A LA B G Th e e iR 4
JoR )3 5 0 e e D £ i S b L 0 e 9 553 420 S 48 it JHL 4 ) e g ) 058

AT T 5T REAE 1000~200 8] FSEAT K S A0l e A= A IO RICR, , AR I 550 F 4 ek gg

TEPERSEAT IR SR AR SR LAl

2. ¥
2.1. SERMPR

KHICTRIR RLP 42 &R “SERFAICIR AR 1 46 779 i (% F) 5. 2007100533858) 77 1% Hil43[ 1]
ELHI P SPE /R, MEME, 5~6 JEWS, 1A 18~22q; HIWldbs TAERN vl SEIb s b 4Rt
JE 7K S0 PRIJRE il B R A R RHEE R 27 [R]F 2 2 B F £l

2.2. EERH
IR (Cy): VLI E SR E 25 B AT IR A =)
RPMI-1640 #9734 GibcoBRL
fEIIEERE T A (Con A): Sigma
JHER8A: AT, B RAEMREA R A A
T JF %9 (DNFB): E.Merck Germany
AL AL B (SOD) A &« FA AU A ) TRER T
A (MDA) IR A - R LU B AN AR ST

Wright 4. B 0.1 g B ERy I 160 ml HVEE, ¥R i b i AR A7

()



SRR R HU IR s AT 7T

Hank’s T/E¥: AW, B4,

Hank’s A ¥i: B¢ 160 g NaCl. 8 g KCI. 2 g MgSO,7H,0. 2 g MgCl,-6H,0 Jin A 800 ml 7k, #HHL 2.8 g
CaCl, ¥ T 100 ml /K F, KRS G €452 1000 ml, fn 2 ml &4, 4 CUKFEIRIE .

Hank’s B %: 3.04 g Na,HPO,-12H,0. 1.2 g KH,PO, 1 20 g %% §# i 800 ml 7K, ‘AHL 0.4 g BY4L 784y
WEES, JZHETIMA 0.1 mol/LNaOH 10~15 ml, fFMy4L5e Ak fa in/K#RE 22 100 ml, W4 MR & 5 K e
241000 ml, 02 ml &4, 4CUKFRAT .

Hank’s TAEMH A M. B ANZTR/K % 1:1:18 ELBIR G %, £ 380 Pa K 10 min, # %15 4°CLk
1%, ATH—AH, W HHTH 3.5% NaHCO; 15 & PH 7.2~7.4.

Alsever HiTkE: B 2.05 g #& b, 0.8 g Fr&iR AN 0.42 g NaCl, Hn7/KZ 100 ml, 4 380 Pa K 10
min, A5G 4CIHRAES .

LN (SRBC): 3R KL FHB AL DA By e s seg s O3, Alsever WiHikE, 4°CUkKAd
RAE, FHHTA R EEK s 3 K, FL 20%9K % .

XS L4 (cock red blood cells, CRBC): K H ARSIk, 5 £% Alsever ik, 4°CIRAT,
1 FEY i 2 B R K Bk 3 IR, Tl 199K % o

JPAC BRI < JAC BRI 1 Vb 48 A 7 92 3 L8 A0 47 mh o JAC B R BB, 5% 43 285 HH B 375 N AR SRBC
H1(1:0.2, VIV), 4CUKFHE 30 min, B0 EER, FAH KRR 1:5 Mk & .

2.3. FENE

FER AN TR
R TN METTLER TOLEDO, AB204-E %!, Switzerland
B WA e UV-265 #4, Shimadzu, Japan
pH FREE L] METTLER TOLEDO, 320-S #!, Switzerland
IR H37-850 %, Japan
H TR 75 KA BUCHI, RE IISwitzerland
IR R B O HITACHI, SCR20BC, Japan
FL AV L K T 4 < GSY-II 2, dbmmileyris)

3. LA
3.1 #EMEE

TCRZRAL Seo JRFH R IMEAK,  LAA B ER/KFC 1 RN EAL 1 x 10°ANmI (2R & /N RA AT
il #A 0.2 ml.

3.2. EWAE

SEIG VIR N IE W X AL . iR R IR, 27.5 mg/(kg-d)) Cy FAPEXSIEZH . 25 mg/kg-d SEAFKER
KA B4 . 50 mg/kg-d SEFHR SRR &4, 75 mg/kgd SEFHR SRk & A 4. IR IEw st g sr, Ha
HAA BB R AN, Rk H R R IR B Cy RIS IRIRREH , o IR S 25 5 1)
AFRERKHEE, LS9 R, H 10 KA/ RSG5
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3.3. BB DI SCIe

ML HEE B AL f5 SHOME JBE 1 A0 BT/ B, IO . i R AT, e A 30 B K Pe ik Jo FH VB ERICTAR ., 20t
B AR B fidE K (mg /g 14 5E) AN AR 2(mg B /g R )
TR R (%) = (R BEAALP R E — R4 Y8 5O B AL P 299 . x 100

3.4. ERRZAPFNESELE

SEIS R, NRIEIEIES 190920418 (CRBC)1.0 ml, 32 E2/NERIEHE, 30 min Jo #iHEN FALSE, B8
St 2.5 ml Hank’s TAEWR, FHVESS 2SI IE DV, T80k A BHERGR A, BTG H Wright
Pl g 0.5~1 min J&, CABERRZZ TR 22 5eil, T a st 8, 2 F Qb BEms | o Rk e 4

HTWEE R = VRS0 r E W gn i £/ 20 Ee4n i 2 B (B K A& 7 XS 21 41 ) x 100%

TEWEIEE = W AW B RS 2T 0 B B0 BV 4R i B
3.5. IBREBBKE M (DTH)

SEIREE 5 R, ANREEEET, H 1% YIRS (DNFB) 7 i BRI Gt 76 25 B ALY S I PR 88U (5 . 25
ul), 24 h & EEERAEInsREE— k. BECHIU KA 10 uL DNFB & A1 HoA BB ) #HT Bedy, %

HEAH FIRR IR BE R BB 24 /N S S0UHE G FA ARS8 /N R, B R A A B, FFTFLARAE AR N EB 4 % B R
HE8mm (HF, FRE, DHHEERRSMIKEE.
3.6. MFBRMESENE

SEOGEE 2 K, /NRUEREES 0.2 ml 20%45 E 4041 il (SRBC)HEAT %, B 7 KJF, FES —R. ARIE
I J5 #0UME JI T AR BB, 08 iy, B N IE 08 2 4, — I AMEARTALEE, A A — 0 g &1 2-5%
28 5T 37°CLRE 20 min LLBEIR IgM,  F4 3 FRE 500 1% .

19G ¥ ML 0 o2 - B 2-3 9k 2. kb BRI 0.5 ml A 5%SRBC £ 0.5 ml 78700840, IN2E4Hi/NR 19G
(1:25 FRRE) RN 1:5 # B AR A RR LIS (FMA) %% 0.5 mI, Fim 1.0 ml AEBE 2R K. 25 LA 0.5 ml A= EEER /KA 1
o

IgM VAL Z A E . BURALER Y% 0.5 ml. 5%SRBC &3 0.5 ml. 1:5 FEH4ME 0.5 ml F1 1.5 ml
AR KIRE T IRE . AL 0.5 ml A FE LKA B I .

B Rt 37°CARIE 1 hr, HIEFRFE—VR, 3000 r/min &5.0 10 min, AT AAZEE, LiEW T 540 nm
b e WO, RREE T S HE 19G ¥ L ZR (HC g6) FH IgM I 1ML 2R (HC gu) 2 2L :

HCiqe = 2-3i 5 L BE AR IMIE IROGBE x iR A5 5L

HCigu = AR IMIE I E x PR
3.7. EFFEBAXHNRINE MDA BI52Ng

TBA 7%[2] [3].
3.8. FAFEEBAL®S /MR ME SOD BN

FEHIE2] [3]
4. RREREHHT
4.1. SEAFREBRAXITar Sieo B3/ BVHEIER A3/ MR R E S E RSN

SKIRSER I 1 PR 45/ B 25~75 mg/kg-d 751 R0V 2 5 BH R PR BRI I ox R 414008 % 59.21%4H
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b WA REFEMER. SRR Cy A5, FREZRA SXIRAE /D RARESIER I, mH,
RLP A1/ ESEINE K28, 10 Cy 41/ W -5ox B4/ BRUECAL, AR xR/ A B AME AT S0
AP . B Cy BRI /N A — AR R, (HIR —Z I N . TSR RN S0 T/
SOAAEEA AR, XN R IR S B R, RIIERCR O &

Gopeas B E B OV HURARRE R e BE D RE (0 F G bR, Bl T LS sh P e ieds B A T
BEBRINREAR T, 1 S e e BE 77 v e i e e o 1 EE B s B &5 R /KT

HI42 2 AT, S IEHOG ML L, S AL IR o TR, (HRAT Cy AT g MR Sarxt
MRAHAALE, by A E AR ERIEEOL BE MK, B TIEW AR 0TI, SEFH Rk &4,
BT Cy 4L, i T AR il JFRE IR Mg, LT IEW 4l WIS RRA A TR m
FAF IR /N R S BT RE

4.2. SAFIRSRBASITT Sioo /N BRUAR RE E ME R RE FHERE N EIF MR
HI4C 3 AT, iR B RS [ A 7 M R M A AR B IR T IR W X R . RLP 5B 4 8% W 4 9

Table 1. Effects of RLP on S;g9 tumor growth in vivo
2 1. SEIFRERRART Sieo A ACHISZMA(X £ 5, n = 10)

415 71 (mg/kg-d) (A1 5 (g) T 958 5 (g) HI (%)
Group Dosage Weight Difference Tumor Weight Tumor Inhibition Rate
Normal Control - 12.36 £ 0.40
Tumor-Bearing Control - 1.4664 +0.1888
Cy 275 12.10+0.28 0.5982 + 0.1132 59.21
RLP 25 12.65+0.29 0.6572 £ 0.2005 55.18
RLP 50 13.92+0.30 0.5983 + 0.2066 59.20
RLP 75 13.10+0.20 0.5696 £ 0.1640 61.16

Table 2. Effects of RLP on immune organ in tumor-bearing mice

32 AHRBI AR R REFRENTM(X £s,n=8)

ZH 5 7] & (mg/kg-d) i 46 % (ma/g) 454k (ma/g)

Group Dosage Thymus Index Spleen Index

Normal Control - 5.4058 + 0.5852 3.042 £0.321
Tumor-Bearing Control - 4.1107 = 0.558 6.5429 £ 0.590
Cy 275 24371 £0.1162 4.7952 +1.387

RLP 25 4.0245 + 0.1261 4.6513 +1.880

RLP 50 4.8422 + 0.6562 4.1365 + 0.802
RSP 75 4.9044 + 08212 3.68124 +£0.772

Table 3. Effects of RLP on macrophage in tumor-bearing mice

72 3. AR B EE /R EREABAINBERIRAE(x 5, n = 8)

A 7l & (mg/kg-d) FIEZE (%) TR EL
Group Dosage Phagocytic Rate Phagocytic Index
Normal Control - 6.18 £0.12 7.12+0.23
Tumor-Bearing Control - 357+0.11 5.55+0.15
Cy 275 4.65+0.31 5.62 +0.43
RLP 25 4.88 £0.26 6.15+0.17
RLP 50 544 +0.28 6.36 £0.25
RLP 75 5.98 £0.44 7.16 £0.52
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TR B R AR AT DD RE, R R A . BRI R S T . H L 75 mg/kg-d RSP-R &R
SRR, AT TR B 2 A RN A AR B R BB IR H /N RUKT

4.3. SEFHRSRBATITT Sieo MNRIE R BIBHUR AN

THEE IR (DNFB) 2 — R, 5 R R ER A AT RPTIR, BERII T bk E 4 B R S otk 2 4
M, ORI R 27 RIB R AU BI(DTH) . 2% 4 IEE R, RLP & @43 m 1 #iR /N DTH
SN RS, AH A R AL (75 m/kg-d) A U FIRCR .

4.4. SEFFIRSEBATITT S0 MRIMFA MRS EBAIRMR

HH% 5 0I5, FrE iR B 19G AT IgM R BAR T IE 5 6 FEAH . RLP AT 32 i B 19G AN IgM 3%
MESE, H5EEMBEHALE, hEEEEER.

4.5. SAFRIRBAITET Sio0 /MR MIF T HY SOD BT
i< 6 AT, AR BRI 1Y) SOD BT IE X JEALA it FRE: % RLP 7= 411 SOD {H 5 i 83 X i

Table 4. Effects of RLP on DTH in tumor-bearing mice
T 4 SAHRB R/ RIR R BUBEUR RAISME(x £ 5, n = 10)

ZH % Group 77l #(mg/kg-d) Dosage H.E % (mg) Ear Weight Difference
Normal Control - 13.12£0.25
Tumor-Bearing Control - 422 +0.25
Cy 275 11.93+0.44
RLP 25 5.84 £ 0.65
RLP 50 9.55+0.85
RLP 75 12.23+0.34

Table 5. Effects of RLP on serum hemolysin content in tumor-bearing mice

7 5. FAHRBI AR/ RIEA MRS EMFME(X £5,n = 10)

205 Group 7] (mg/kg-d) Dosage HCig6 HCigm
Normal Control - 108.22 +4.80 236.88 £ 3.12
Tumor-Bearing Control - 63.33+4.12 14055+ 2.21
Cy 275 90.10 £ 3.22 14353 +2.23
RLP 25 79.45+3.43 154.56 + 2.35
RLP 50 85.97 +2.72 160.54 + 2.98
RLP 75 95.68 + 2.66 179.54 +2.22

Table 6. Effects of RLP on serum SOD of tumor-bearing mice
5% 6. STAFRERRAXI T /)N BRI SOD BYSZME(x + 5, n = 8)

247 Group 7] & (mg/kg-d) Dosage SOD (nmol-ml™?)
Normal Control - 146.52 £ 3.12
Tumor-Bearing Control - 106.43 +1.88
Cy 275 99.45 + 2.66
RLP 25 112.33+£3.33
RLP 50 128.11+2.12
RLP 75 142.44 £ 3.25
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Table 7. Effects of RLP on serum MDA of tumor-bearing mice

52 7. FHFRERBAXI /N R 55 A9 MDA BIS2AE(x + 5, n = 8)

217 Group 51 & (mg/kg-d) Dosage MDA (nmol-mI™)
Normal Control - 9.44 +2.16
Tumor-Bearing Control - 34.44 £2.93
Mt Cy 275 19.76 + 1.46
RLP 25 17.32 +1.65
RLP 50 13.55+1.56
RLP 75 10.87 +2.32

AMETHE, Hrb . mREALEEKCr, Rl mAEAREERZ A, H RLP JKES SOD
ENRIGIIES S

4.6. SEFFIRSRBATITET Sugo B/ HLE AT MDA BISZAE

B 7 WAL, SIEEARAALL, S AR MDA (E3FE . SATRA AL, SEFHIR RIS
FIEZLH MDA BB EFER, Hrhh I E AN SR 48 B2k, SR B R R 4.

5. INGS

SRR IKE 25~75 m/kg-d 7 F AL B MHI IR K, 5 Cy WHIRZMLL, WA PN AR K
(I 5 2 o SRR SR v L 70 2L T L, 5 1 7 5 D5 W o R % 5 U 87 33, {EL36F HC g
FHC gw & BEMIPR B S M, AT Heh . i B4 40 AT DU 24 s R /N BRI g SOD i, 4%
% MDA {8 AT WL, SRORPAIG 38 A A0 5325 P40 0 2 K B 7R
6. g

o7 252 2 PRI [RT T 5 B U S e i, Rk, R P S22 A 2 P S AL 2 R 5 0T
VEGUMR . JEAESR, RIS T IR TSR AR SZ BN T 6T, TSR LA o SR B PR £ 575 1 %2
Ak, R IR MR TR Kt A T A A T — A R T

AT IR W AR IR B B B R RV IR Sgo MOAEEC, RIS I SR B BT/ B S sis The, 1
EEATR /N BV M2 HC g 117 0 LM 0 72 i ) 5 IR R AR USSR . SR S SR B
PR AL P R (1 375 e 1 B LA 11 G028 T RS ST o % A SRR B K P e 78 /0 B 358 o
SOD {7+, MDA R, BRSBTS VL 5 A m M X

RS20 2 DL RT AR ISR A BRIV T [2] [31H ELAe, SENF IR JR ik EL A B g A S5 0 s g 110 4 4
WM, SRR R AR, IR IRATE S MR SR R AR T — AN S
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