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WERALBENRBR I HRTEARREHBFREESN —HESEXRRA(LAS) ABE B X RAE"HER ZAMFF
HERSRAAEMEREE LD, R LASTEF A AR LSRR ER. SR KY,10 mg L' 100 mg-L ™' LAS b Bk ¥
XEE WL KRS A BEY ;1000 mg- L~ LAS b B IR BE T 22 A ZE 4Kk M RIS A 539 5 504K F % 1 25. 5% (p <0.05) 1 27.0% (p <
0.05) MEHBEPIHEELTEKIETH. 10 mg-L™',100 mg- L~'LAS 4t B I T £ A 25 A9 30 45 i BR i3 & AL ¥ B8 (APX) M1 2 S 4L S M6
(CAT) FH: BERF,1000 mg-L~'LAS AEWRE T EALMNT AWM (POD) HHEZ AT EN MM W _R(MDA) FREXKLFABTHY
Y HEE LAS AEREMNABTAR. XA AP LASRBELTHE LF,10 mg L AEKRE T £ AEM 5 LAS & B{%;10 F 100
mg-L ™ AT T L LAS S BEAAO0.1~0.5 mg-L™' 2 [F,1000 mg- L' S BMKE T L4 LAS F R LA, 365 2.0-3.0
mg-L~', H LAS S E7E5 28d H5f Td BYE 54.0% (p <0.05). SHAMM LR RA L, EH- L MR KBEEARARM LR T LAS G R
XA REFHN(LAS) R AR LASRER

X WHE 02532468 (2010)09-1854-08 hES KB X171.5 ARG A
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Abstract; The effect of linear alkylbenzene sulfonate ( LAS) treatment on the growth of Zizania latifolia Turcz. “cv. Meirenjiao” was investigated. The
changes of the chlorophyll content and antioxidant enzyme activity during the growth period and the residual LAS in the leaves and the soil were
determined. The results showed that 10 mg-L~" and 100 mg-L~' LAS treatments had no significant effect on the growth of the plants, while 1000
mg-L "' LAS treatment reduced the height of the plant by 25.5% (p <0.05) and the maximum width of the leaves by 27.0% (p <0.05). The 10
mg-L~" and 100 mg-L~' LAS treatments significantly promoted the activities of ascorbic acid peroxidase ( APX) and catalase (CAT) , while peroxidase
(POD) activity was significantly inhibited under 1000 mg-L ™' LAS treatment. Malondialdehyde (MDA) content rose with increasing LAS concentration
in the early stage after LAS treatment,but decreased later in all treatments. The residual LAS content in the leaves increased in the early stage after LAS
treatment, and then dropped. The plants treated with 10 mg+L ™' LAS had the lowest LAS content in the leaves. The residual LAS content of the soil
ranged from 0.1 ~0.5 mg-L "' under 10 mg-L "' and 100 mg-L ~! LAS treatments. Under 1000 mg-L =" LAS treatment, the residual LAS content of the
soil kept rising, and ranged from 2.0 ~3.0 mg-L~'; the residue of LAS in soil was 54.0% higher on the 28" day than that on the 7* day. Compared
to the soil alone, the plant-soil system can degrade LAS more effectively.

Keywords: linear alkylbenzene sulfonate( LAS) ; Zizania latifolia Turcz. ; antioxidase;the residual LAS content
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REGEHEANFEEYRBREHEREE SR, B
Krp s B W PR, KRB BT R R HE T
FRTE T VE R XS K A M Y A A KR MR AE A (Bkok
25,2004 ; Lipnitskaya et al. ,1993). [G) 6}, F @G
FEANGRYEBEHEYEXEASTYWERA
&, T SBUAEY R A: IR AL, B A YRR
A, B o A W PR 4 R P A2 R AR (Voltkun et al.
1998) MY X H BRI BE T EEZNIER, BB
WHRBRN—-KEERE. BEl, BRkBEHE
RESEFHRIEKEG RO KEEYLERE,
HERE KA, B EE B &bk ik
BYER , REE B AN, RH#ABRILKESTREY
WA, R ERIE —E WA FME. Bk, # Tl
IR EXER(EHEE%,1997).

+ 2 k% & ZF B B 45 ( Linear Alkylbenzene
Sulfonate ,LAS) & 7 L & WL BV E F&
HE®AZ -, RS HERAFTHFERSTZ
— P ERRBEAE TRV AFESANFTE
(Matthijs et al. ,1996). AR EW, LAS S EE X W
THORRR S BOE, WES L ENBEBER, E+
B EALR R BE ) FIBETE I SR, BB H
BRAARER AN EY (BHE%,2004). AR
— Rk AL BOR RS R R B K MY (9 B
%,2009) ,HUERMHREZRETFEAFEKEMY
RBE(RREE,2005) FHREE, FXEA
X 2 TG P R B9 R BB SR Dl A SRR
iR R AZE AR B SR TR] LAS AWK T
EHRARBERMAEREMRA, FXHEAH R+
MEBEERRAMEERERKEHEEL
HATRFR , W12 BRT LAS 7238 (1 - + 3 R 45 P AR XY
RE R TRE. DRI AR LAS 155 M
Rz B R R A A BT 361, LA % 1 8 2% o Y M L ISk 4
BEREMRS S,

2 ##5 7%k (Materials and methods)

2.1 #REESRBEHHLE

R+ ERAT L RERGHEAH, B TH
BE L 2mm JE B0, A (151) % 18kg. LA K
A B SRS FIN 90,69 . 86mg-kg ' H HLE A
HX52.5% ,LAS &K 0.

EBERERESFEAZ IR LAY, RA L
FR,EBMMHEI R, S BRI REL. LASK
3ANUREE, 4> %R 10.100,1000 mg- L', AR 4T

LAS 438 % % B8 (CK). |l B, X LAS ¥ i 5 1000
mg+ L™ 4 + 1% 25 [ % BR (R P38 (W #E i 1000
mg-L ™' LAS) , AN S00mL LAS 481, J5 A%
HEMFEAERTEHTHRINKSER.6 A€
M, EEEKIANAE, T7TRALA#EGLE,ZE
B 7dWE 1 RIUEALEE 0 MDA &, DL &
HFAtd#d LAS SRk, ELE 4 K, TALH S 28d
A B %38 AR | A R K B

2.2 WEF &

2.2.1 HEEFWME HREHOWNERAWNEE
BWRRY: (HH%E,1990) . FREUFFIAES 0. 1g, 7EHF
SRrh BEEE, AR K 1mL, MIBRBR 55 LA R A b, BB
BAR FEEKERZE 2oL, B3, REHABRE
WE 0. SmL, B FRIE S, AV 2mL, 4%,
HERBTHRES , BEHFZ, 5.0, EERERN
ER. L, 80% WEKEWHANS M, T 663nm F
645nm P T 43 51 W & M4 R T ER I W OB
2.2.2 wEAAYE(POD) FHME BN
0.2g,/MA 2mL 50mmol -L™" (& 0.2mmol-L"'Z —
FzVH Z. B2 (EDTA) )pH =7. 8 M BE R v ¥ (PBS),
FIA 2% (ARFR 4 50) B Z 4% ik v Se B (PVP) #F
B ,12000g B .0> 20min; SR J5 B EE K 100pL, i A
25mmol - L' B¢ M E W% (pH = 7.0, & 0.1
mmol-L 'EDTA) 1700pL.20mmol+L ™" H,0,100pL,
1% (R4 50 WA B AR By 100uL,25C F AL, #%
kinetics 2 J¥ il & OD,,, M3 1T (£ ¥ F,
2000).

2.2.3 HAMNEEH(CAT)FH M E CAT FHEHEN
7 ¥ S BOUHER (X 45,2007 ) , 32025 3R R POD,
RIGB L # 100pL, if A 25mmol - L™ BEER 22 Wi
(pH =7.0,% 0.1 mmol - L™' EDTA) 1700pL.
100mmol- L' H,0, 200uL,25CF K7, PLK B 28 b
BRAZT ASBENTRZG N EN
(SHIMADZUUV-2401PC) #% kinetics 2% Ul & OD,,,
#3024

2.2.4 HADBRAALHE(APX)ME APXTE
P 78 5 vk 5 BR Sk (X948, 2007) , R BUB BR A
POD, 4R )5 B I 1 ¥ 100uL, fi A 25mmol - L™ % B8
Zw (pH =7.0,4 0.1 mmol-L™' EDTA) 1700
p,L\Smmol-L'ufy’ifﬂijfl]_@(ASA)100;.1.L,20mmol-L_1
H,0,100pL ,25C F R AL, BIAKRE B AT, %
kinetics 72 7 U & OD,,, 93l J1 24k

2.2.5 H_B(MDA)4 EMNE MDA FHNE
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82 R (NI #45,2007) , 2 L5 3R [F] POD, A&
EER EWEW ImL, il 3mL & 2% A D I 2B
(TBA) i) 20% =R Z R (TCA) % ,95C K H R
& 30min, 37 BB F K % #1,1500g & 0> 10min,
i OD,,, F1 0D, .
22,6 HE(T)REXHERAN(LAS) 2B E
M H LAS EEMME BB WM EAH F, &
BRZERk, AR 1M K b ¥ T ¥ R 4T, R Sg M-, %
HETR PRSI, HhIs 5 FZR K ESRE S0mL, %
AR 2 EE#FITHE. LEF LASETER
W5E B 20g OB L) , HRBKBRIE &Y 12h Z
B BRELER, EAZE 25ul, JE LAS S B (M2
I LAS ¥R (mg- L)), HEER L.
2.3 H#ELAE

BB K A SAS B {4 4T Duncan’ s ZEK K
et ardr.

3 R (Results)

3.1 LASREXXALEKN B
AN HE BE LAS Xf 58 A\ 38 Bk & A B KM JE 9 B
WA E 1 B . BB 1a B LLE W, 28d J5, 1000

200.00 ~ a.
16000 2 2 b .
§ 12000
1
# 80.00
40.00
0 i | | {
0(CK) 10 100 1000
ALFBYRSE (mg-L")
300 b,
a
a a
250 T — b
e ol
g 200
3
g 150
.K
® 100
0.50]-
I ! J
0(CK) 10 100 1000

SEFYRE (mg-L™")

1 FEARELASHEAZERN (a) IBAHE(D)HER
(B AREXFERRERBE,p<0.05)

Fig.1 Effects of LAS concentrations on the plant height (a) and

the maximum leaf width (b) of Zizania latifolia Turcz.

( Different letters in the chart indicate significant differences

at the p <0.05 level)

mg-L'LAS AW T EAEHE B EME TR,
BT T 25.5% . AR LAS by St £ A X
Kot FER R w5 vk = R B A B M (& 1b),
LAS 4b Bk B & 1000 mg LB, 38 A 25 5 &% K i
TEXTRA BT 27.0% ;7 10 mg- L' 1 100
mg-L™" LAS bR EX XA EhEMB AT 5T
BEZ W, EH xR
3.2 LASREMXAHEZELEN T
MHSGESBHNEZERIRE(F1),LAS &
YN 10 mg- L™ 1 100 mg- LB, & A B0t A
HHGERSESREMELELEEHBER,H 10
mg L™ hEWRET 3 AR BHMHSESEYEN
FBA /MBI ;28d J5,100mg- L AL FRVR A E A
FEHFMHEESTREETR, 258X B 10
mg-L ™ Ab B vk BF4H T P& 29.0% (p <0.05) .38.5%
(p<0.05). AbFEYR B K 1000mg L' B, H R R B &
BESMBHEEREER FRETRE, BES 14,
21.28d B 43 3 Lo X BEBEAR T 64. 5% (p <0.05)
59.1% (p <0.05) .42.3% (p <0.05) , Y 5P M
BRANEKZE, W HRE. BRI, A LAS
MEEEN N EAEH R HEEERNERER
BA0mg- L' HEEREHZRETERWER, M
TR AL BEIR B T, B E AL BB ) B et R R
A B P A IR BE B K, 1000mg - L™ Ab B VK BE i - 4%
EEEEVHEMMEEER.

£1 FARELASHZEAEHEXSBOEW

Table 1  Effects of different concentrations of LAS on the chlorophyll

content of ‘ Meirenjiao’

L I R
4 el ety (mgl)  (mgelh)
14 CK 5.02£0.10° 1.59£0.04* 6.62 0. 14"
10 5.58 £+0.18" 1.80 £0.06* 7.38 +0.24°
100 5.12£0.12* 1.63 £0.04* 6.75+0.16*
1000 1.78 £0.08% 0.57 £0.03> 2.35:0.13°
21 CK 3.50 £+0.06° 1.10 £0.04* 4.60 =0.10"
10 3.42£0.13" 1.12£0.08* 4,54 +0.21°
100 3.05 +0. 10 0.97 £0.05* 4.01 =0. 15"
1000 1.43 £0.19° 0.44 £0.06> 1.88 +0.24®
28 CK 3.22 £0.08® 0.98 +0.06" 4.21 £0.14"
10 3.72+0.11° 1.15£0.04* 4,87 £0.15°
100 2.24 £0.13° 0.75 £0.05° 2.99 £0.18°
1000 1.58 £0.11° 0.81 £0.05° 2.40 £0.16"

H.BFEIEHME RS BERAAEXFRIERLESR
BE(p <0.05).
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3.3 HEMABFEEL L

3.3.1 HiFAMBIANHE(APX) EHE 4 W
B2 s, % B4l 35 A 32/ APX 75 #E AL 48510
mg+ L™ LAS 2b 38 ¥ i 4 9 2 A28 APX 3% 5538
FEREAR, £ 21d B B i {8, B Xt B & b 54. 4%
(p <0.01) ;100 F1 1000mg- L' 4k 38 2k BF 4 #Y APX
TEPESEHEAR S 38 . 10 A1 100mg- L™ A YR 4L 1
APX iEH:H & T %t B, 1000 mg- L~ 4b 2 ¥ B 40
APX WSV T X8, BiE 2 M s ,21d Bf 8 xt 8
f&31.1% (p <0.05).

30r

Tbl)
E
=
g
S
£
2
3l
e
<
o
<
5L —v—1000 mg-L™!
0 1 I il
7 14 21 28
Bt /d

B2 FRWRELAS 3% A¥ APX FHMKM
Fig.2 Effects of different concentrations of LAS on APX activities

in Zizania latifolia Turcz.

3.3.2 WEMEAH(CAT) EHE 4 WHE3 IR,
LAS SbE¥ BE 2% 10 mg- L7 B, 2 A28 CAT HEdk5%
B R, AL 3R 14d BF H SRS, kX B E
48.3% (p <0.01) ;LAS &b ¥k BF 5 100 mg- LA,

35
3.0
E" 25
.
£
E 20]
°
E
215
- K
. 1.0 —0—10 mg-L"!
5 —A—100 mg-L?
—— R
05k v— 1000 mg-L
0 1 1 ]
7 21 28
FfIE /d

3 FARKELAS £ A% CAT EHpKM
Fig. 3  Effects of different concentrations of LAS on the CAT

activities in Zizanie latifolia Turcz.

ER A CAT EHE AR A LI, 4 14d it
BT E H 18.4% (p <0.05); LAS Ab 38 ¥k #F
1000 mg-L "B}, 2 A 35 CAT IF ¥ 1E 14d B 5%+ B
AT, 14d J5 B B BE AR, 21d BB CAT ¥ £ L 33
A% 15.0% (p <0.05). M4k =, A[a] LAS &b ¥y
R AZE CAT T HE7E 28d BH K & 2| 53t A IE
7K.

3.3.3 dEAYBm(POD)EM KA HE4AH,
1000 mg-L~'LAS &b 3 ¥k B %t 55 A\ 3£ POD ¥ ¥ % i
Bk, 7d B POD & 5 H XF BH 28.7% (p <0.05),
7d J5 POD i P M3 [ {1, 21d B POD ¥ # FF #H1%
T4 MUK, 28d B POD ¥ ¥4 3% Bl B /ME , B
MR T 29.8% (p <0.05). LAS AbBE ¥k B K 10 Hn
100mg-L™" i}, 38 A 35 POD §& ¥ 78 21d A #i FE1K
21d Bt A Bl B /M, Z R WE A BT LA X ER4H POD
EHEREEZRH THMNERE, XTRREFHEE.
H 3R B2 At (] 4 28 46 A 6.

301

_ sk
TED T
T
g S
S
g
2
g 10 -.a--CK \‘§
Ja) —0—10 mg-L™!
1% —4=100 mg-L"!
5+ —v—1000 mg-L!
0 ! | I
7 21 28
iR /d

4 FRIRE LAS 3% A% POD FHAEN

Fig. 4  Effects of different concentrations of LAS on the POD

activities in Zizania latifolia Turcz.

3.3 W_B(MDA)AEZWL HESHA,A
[ LAS A FEYREE T % A3 MDA S B R4
R, YEHEHME TRMBEE. £ 14diTEAR
MDA S EBMBYAFER,HF 14d BB HHRK
{8, H o, LAS AL ZRYR B 2 1000 mg- L~ B A9 % A 38
MDA FB& K, BT BT 70.2% (p <0.05),
ZJ5 MDA & & T RR{EIRA R T AT B, LAS 4b 3ok
7 10 #1100 mg-L~'8f, 2% A 35 MDA & E74% 14d
At A B B M, 2 5 R A HF #E 21d S5 AR T X R
B 4 R A] A, R [F] LAS b3 ¥k B 4 € A3 MDA
A& BRI K 1000 mg-L ' 4L H4 > 100 mg-L~'4b
B >10 mg L '4bhpgH.
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0.6
T
g
°
g
2
" -
« 7#‘%
<
% —o—10 mg-L™!

—a—100mg-L™!
01 —v—1000 mg-L!
0 I | 1
7 14 21 28
R /d

5 FEIME LAS 3% A% MDA & ReTEM
Fig. 5 Effects of different concentrations of LAS on MDA contents

in Zizania latifolia Turcz.

3.4 A FLEF LASSEE

R2ERRPAIHLBEERETEAZEL
LAS B E BTG LA B LAS Ab B E X 10
mg- LB, AN P LAS MW S B BIK, 5
28d BHAEEE 7Td BEIE 0 T 39.0% (p <0.05). LAS 4
PEYK B 1000 mg- L7 B, 32 AZE 0T H R LAS & &
FES 14d J5 BT+, FH7E 28d B IR Bl KMH, HL 5 7d
BB T 43.2% (p<0.05). EAFEMNFH LAS &
BHMELHEKRENASTA.

TP LAS SR S5H H 9 LAS S Bk E
PFE S, B LAS ZbBE Yk BE > 10 1 100 mg-L ™' i +
Brp ,LAS SRR B Mg MBS L FA B THRNE
e LAS AbH YR BF % 1000 mg L™ -3, LAS &
B-HELABS LASKABEEEHI0OMLI00

R2 EAEMHRLIMF LASEREL

Table 2 LAS concentrations in the leaves and the soil of Zizania latifolic Turcz. at different periods

LAS ¥/ By 18]/ M H e LAS S8/ +iEh LAS &R/

iy i e xR R I AR E

10 7 0.138 +0.008" 100.0% 0.226 +0.018¢ 100.0%

14 0.111 £ 0.009° 80.2% 0.357 £0.014" 158.4%

21 0.130 £0.015" 94.2% 0.390 +0.009* 173.0%

28 0.192 +0.014* 139.0% 0.329 +0.019° 145.9%

100 7 0.279 +0.015* 100.0% 0.363 £0.013° 100. 0%

14 0.245 +£0.012b 87.8% 0.460 +0.025"> 126.7%

21 0.211 £0.008° 75.6% 0.526 +0.033* 145.1%

28 0.257 £0.016* 92.0% 0.423 +0.030° 116.6%

1000 7 0.327 £0. 015" 100.0% 2.125 +0.181° 100. 0%

14 0.317 £0.014° 97.0% 2.654 +0.106° 124.9%

21 0.359 £0.019° 110.0% 2.843 £0.116% 133.8%

28 0.468 £0.019° 143.2% 3.272 £0.174* 154.0%

B RPESTPHE 7S  BRERRAXXFREREREE (p<0.05).

mg- L7 B L, LAS S B S 21d REBH K
5,4 B3 7d BF 1 73.0% #1 45.1% (p <0.05).
LAS Zb3B¥R BE % 1000 mg-L ™'y 13 LAS & &
ZEE 28d BT LA 7 R 54.0% (p <0.05). 13k
LAS S BIEE A EEENFABTAS.

ME 6 fin, LEEAX B LAS S BRIFAE
ERTHAERAEN L, ES 7.14.21 71 28d 6B
ARG ESE 3.28.1.78.1.12.0. 63 {%. 2= (A X I8
FPLAS EEZH FRE, B THRAEETBE; EA
XLEM LAS FEA M, EEMBEHBE. 3
BH3E AZEXT LAS F R M FEMIER , 1 3EXT LAS
FefEfEF  (EBEE LAS B8 B B i 2E &, R AR 1E F
EHRS. SURBEHT L EPHMEDS SN
LAS H [ f#% , (B K BE LAS B8 X A= My | E 4k
AR, SR EREREE B (ERH%,2006).

a 0nZEH LEIN
12+
"‘10-_-.[‘_-I b
T_j ‘l' be
£ |
WOl
4u
2 4t b ab
o c .
Al T 7
0 1 ' 1 e | Il J
7 14 21

A1k /d

6 1000mg-L ' FRE KB LW LAS 2B (B F AR FE
FRERERRBE.p<0.05)

Fig. 6 LAS concentrations of the soil at different periods under

1000 mg- L ~' LAS (Different letters in the chart indicate

significant differences at the p <0.05 level)
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4 i}1i8 ( Discussion)

HRER, BWRE LAS P ERK N> ]HE
BB MR R, X FEWE LASHBT
1M+ 38 R 32 43 (Jia et al. ,2005). LAS # 3
MREBENEARERKENMEESRNERE
=5 R LAS(10 mg-L™' BJ 0.278pg-g ™", LA
TERTHERINDAET, EAENERSHEESE
HEEZIME (B 1.£1); MR EEE LAS
(100mg-L~" Bl 2.778pg-g™ ', A LB F EI}) B Xt
EANZEWERBE LW, B K P @GR E
FREDEMNAEEW(E L. 1); HEE LAS
(1000mg-L™",BJ 27.778pg-g ', LI L F &) xt
EAENERREEHEMMHEAELRL),
XEHHAMMBFRER - (L1 E%,1999). %t LAS
MWHRAZERKKE T REFEHH— 5.

RVRAKBER T EA R, FI T K7 B
RRERB B N ER (JFHRA%,2006). FHE
REKIRHEAUE B RETR A, BEHTK
BRI RAEF B, 0 LR BRmEERE K,
FARRE G KREZD, RAAEYEE SEARE
HIXLE B i,

LAS X AYERERGE, BRBMXT KGE
PMUEE AR T (EMRBIFEIAR , LAS &3 A4 4 &
20 Y BE B 40 A I 1, (5 40 O PR 4 IR 2R K 4 AR Ak
FHEYEHE A (Kristian et al. ,2001) , X 2B EEY
R BT R AL R G0 1 H B 38 B M 4 4 A MDA &
BEA MDARBRAEZGENEEREZ —, ]
HEER ERFEZTENRERBRK NA4E%E
(2001)BFR T LAS Xf/KAE MY EH AL EE
HREI,CAT.POD U ERRZGBREEE
MK ARE S, KK E LAS &3 T (10 1 100
mg-L™"), 3 A3% APX Fl CAT 15+ B 254 (& 2,
B3), RARAZELEMKE LASHa T, MY aH
PRI S REHEIE,APX fl CAT IFHA & B
HEEGEFRBHEENTIE, X S5EM 0 4E KR
SRIA—BGEWE LAS 43 (1000 mg- L") f#44
Yy id 7= A B B AL YIS £, 5B AR AL B B AR B
VEFE AN K MDA W8 LA (KB S) Bl
R E AR ZHR, FBEYERKRESZME. POD
EHEZEERE LAS A TEALEE (B 4),8
B ¥k B LAS W BE fof 155 45 449 08 T R AL Bk POD
AR EHE THYARZIGEFEY LM

PLBEBE TR, MM E L RIPEHEE HEL
EEE HEA MDA S B UIA MM RIEE YK Z
ik, ik, ol LULVE N — F AR R LAS B xf i 4
HERENEEELIER.

EANEHFH LASREBETHEREZH(FE
2) , X ANZEMRXT LAS F — 5 iRk M % Th 8B, LAS
BEANRRME, —MIHEER, 5 —BrREE
1A 4. 78 HE P AR ¥ B (10 #1100 mg- L") LAS B},
W LAS BB HEATE0.1~0.5 mg- L' ZJH], 74
HIEH 21d At 5o LAS S BHA MK 34 LAS ¥k
BEEE B (1000 mg L"), #F AR A S LK LAS
HEREF2.0~3.0mg L' HEMLEFHETE
fElAdEREME EFA. X RHE AENMEERE
LAS BA — & WM 68, BEAEArseet |
MR, — AT AT 20d 5 33 5 YR BEFR LAS X AE 4
ERASNE EMBRGRR, BELER I ERE,
KRB THYBRKXWEYBEE RN, # 8P H LAS
TRAFELEHRKRBUKE L.

LAS B S FREEHEN, EA KR REERE
(CMC), 34 + v i) LAS & B i1 H CMC e,
LAS M@ ST U R R #H B H Y5 #E (8K
FER%E,2007), 2 5FFBIME LAS 4L H, N
TR LAS FIYE MR, 3 LAS R T L P BB %
F NZER K. 75 LAS &b BRI B % 1000 mg-L ™" B, 77
BBV L3 LAS S E M H CMC i S8 EA
A BB IR P B LAS, 2 A 35X LAS B IR
MBE W55, ERME TR LAS iR T
BB P F1R LAS E L P HRYEEM M. R
RER(E1b)£H EAS5 - EIMEEREYBE
FER B EAE A GRS E D T LR
BYEREAEYWIRE , FEEAZTLHEME +IE
P A K TR BB IR B U, R B AT K S P
SREM AR BRI, Y 8 A B K s E &
Birp T B AL B R BT, A T 3R 0 R vt
LASHWI i fEH. R, AT BA G P L EH
LASWE I L BS AXTBPAE BEENBD.

LR, ZH-LEEAETUEIRERER
LAS 5 Bk, AETIEHA S BE—EHENK
HKERER AMNEFLFRE, MANBREE
AREENAEFEEE Y. REA(IEFEHRE
PRAE) B ML LAS & B B MR ME , B, 4 30X 58
E(LEA BT RATE) BESHME.
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5 &g (Conlusions)

1)LAS ZbFR¥ BE 2 10mg-L ™" Bt, o0 2 A/
AR KR A 0 ; 24 LAS ¥ & 100mg - L' B,
b3 28d f7 , E AN GRS B BIEIK;LAS R
H 1000mg-L™'Bf, EAZEAKRSHEZAMH.
Rk, FIF& LAS 15 K R EX AR, LAS R E B
W —EHE, AN BKEREESHITHE.

2) 4% % LAS fhifet, EAZEAWRPES
YEH B BRI, B2 LAS X = A 945 F . LAS ¥k
B4 10,100mg« L' i}, APX {E ¥ 8 T B, &
14d B, AL IR T 2 A 38 CAT LS T
Xt B 48.3% (p <0.05).18.4% (p <0.05) ; LAS ¥k
Bk 1000mg - L' Bf, APX . CAT, POD 5 % 4 % 3|
ikl

3)KR[E LAS bR E TR AZEH MDA & &
FWH:1000 mg-L 43 >100 mg- L' A HLH >
10 mg-L™'4bFELH. I, AZEH 5 oF MDA &7
LA M EIE AR R MR EE LAS X &AM ERAE.

4) R ANZEXF LAS AR WMIER, 2 LAS 3%
FEBARET , 38 A28 (Y 3 b 9% £ W 6 4 P 4 2 1 [B) 3%
K. LAS ¥k % 10 .100mg- L' Af, - LAS & &
HAZO0.1~0.5 mg- L' 2], HH iy LAS &
A B K. LAS ¥k B % 1000mg - L' B, M- 5 Fi1 1 4%
FH LAS FB7E 14d ERABEME LA LASWEE N
1000mg-L™ "B, ¥ -+ W AR G h WA LAS R H
EHEKTFLESANE.
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