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AT LA B A7 15 32 0 S A, 4 2 102 1B
RS P4 O A Y SRS, R R T 39 LO2 2 i
fid B B, LA GSH Zh BRPE X A8, K LO2 4il A7 15
ARG A AT | S 1 E  F B A i A T
SULSFAIED PR R OB O I RS i S £ i LO2
290 B AP R R, 23 ] RE A DRAP LA | R I
JH 3l 9 58 5 BF 5 T K T 0 3R 4 T 4 119 28
1o B A R BIL i B2 5 FRL i BL Al

1 #MRE5HE
1.1 HE5EH

LO2 40tk , #g ot LB A P e AV R4S A 0
Mg 22 (MTT) , LA T4 4 R A FR A 6] ; DMEM
R IR AL IR AR LT L 0.25%% & 1, Gibeo 2%
il o 7N G BR A FE 1 ( Alanine aminotransferase
ALT), KA ¥ HE (Aspartate amino-
transferase , AST) . FL 8 1% ({1 ( Lactate dehydroge-
nase, LDH) | % 7% % #% (Reactive oxygen species,
ROS) 1+ e H ik it % 1k ¥ 8§ (Glutathione  peroxi-
dase ,GSH=Px) #l Annexin V=FITC/PT T 4¥ 2 id 4
T ) £, e R R ) TR ST R £ RER
Z H (Alcohol dehydrogenase , ADH) | Z, [ i = B
(Acetaldehyde dehydrogenase , ALDH) ., &5 % 1k 1}
I Ak & (Superoxide dismutase,SOD) | i & {k A 5
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{ Catalase , CAT) £+ H BE (Glutathione , GSH ) #1745
¥ (Malondialdehyde , MDA ) &5 il i 35 4% , b ¥ T
WA,
12 {NFE5iEE

NV 4750E S fbmehsaes, XEABIRA
] s FC500 9040 Mg, 38 8 Ul o & R4 A
SX-500 # ez X K @ Hi, H4A TOMY 2 ] ;En-
Spire BEtR{L, 38 B PerkinElmer I {47 Bl 23 7] ;
LX73 9 048 5 8 88t , H A Olympus 25 7] ;VE-
LOCITY 14R & 3 5.0, MK H I Dynamica 2%
"] ;NDA701 45 37E &AL, AR VELP 24+,
1.3 WA *
13,1 HESWEE SEGEN FE & E
KA ERFERR, % &E A R BURC ] 10 mLL,8
mg/mL K AE AR R 3 K PR R S 09 B O B R
FF /RN, TR E &4 T A DMEM 85 3%
B A R B AT AR S A A, M
0.22 wm (% JC 58 33 28 85 T 3 K 0 K A R A K
AT LI BR B, F-20 CHRAF# H
1.3.2 LO2 MR EEFF  CBEME Ry LO2 20 B
TP Sml DMEM 5E4& M #EE (% 10%05
A 1L 3 19 T —BE R E W) AY 25 em® 201 TR
Ht, T 37 C,5%C0, i) S ALBRIE SR b s 3% 15
LO2 40 M AF < B & 2 38 3] 80%~90% i i3 17 £ 1%
B v 20~30 1040 A kAT iR
133 ERBERKXT LO2 i M MR RA
£ fifa 77 1 30 3 AE T oK W KR 75 X LO2 40 i =4
BEPE RN, 0 S B L U R AY MTT 32,
WA . ML 96 FLAR , EFLINA 100 wL, % 1R
1x10° cells/mL ( LA T i % 89 2R B 208 B ) 3 80k
K6 LO2 40,37 CHFE 24 h, RS
FLANA 100 L FE 0 EE 55, 1 1R 00 RE 5 i 28 i
HR B4 904 0.05,0.1,0.2,0.5,1,2,4,8 o/mL, %
HRZHEEFLINA 100 pl. DMEM 55353 37 CHi 3% 6
h, JEFRE UG | W F AL R, I AR £ 4R b il
(0.01 mol/L,pH 7.2~7.4,F [ )i§ PE 4 B 2 K, 1%
FLEFIA 100 L 6 86 5 22 o Al 10 L 28 5 4
MEBE R 0.5 mg/mL ) MTT #5i#,37 CH5#F 4 h, W
FEFL A, BEAL A 150 pl —H AL 6 96
fLARHCAE 37 °C, 500 v/min 09 fAL AR 5 00 1335
10 min.  FH & 5 {0ORS 00 BE 5 20 #n X3 B8 21 5 AL AE

570 nm 3 < 4k @0 G BE(E L AKX (1) B @
M7 %
. s ot 4

S T Tz e
»100 (1)
1.3.4 T K W R HP S % S0 LO2 41 i Ay 13
PER 1% 133 W ik M 24 LR K 5 LO2
AN, e S o ot M2 PR 2 RRE S R AL A
AL IA 1 mL B S T, (0RE S 22 Bk AR A
5,10,25,50 wg/mL, XF 1620 055 % 40 45 7L M A 1
mL DMEM ¥ 953,37 CE; 3% 6 h, W FFFLNRIE,
A M2 4L AN A 2 mL DMEM K5 3835, 09K 41 Al
BE SR B AL A 2 mL 500 mmeol/1, i1 i i i 37
THEFF 24 h, WO LO2 K383, HFRW AST,
ALT F1 LDH i% F1; H 500 pL i i £ 42 vhif iy ok
AR 2 U, —TErEHR R 1.3.3 W MTT 3l
TR R £EFORE A ) AN M A TG R, — o e
R 7 A 400 B S A e B N TR O L
o i 350 3 b A = % RIPA 240% i .4 C L% 30
min, 10 000 v/min 2.0 S min, WHE Fid# F-80
Tk P A fe s . IBGE B 20 ACE T 0Kk
o, i MG R & U6 W1 48 WIS CAT.SOD ADH,
ALDH #1 GSH-Px i /1 14 % MDA #1 GSH 7 fit ,
1.3.5 LO2 44 ROS T EM9ME 2% Wang
H1 Lee 554 i 0 J5 P50, WA #5240 M 45 3% |
Bi5 1.3.4 MR, B REGHE LN IR F
I 100 pL 8% B ER 2R ph e HT bk 2 W, AL Im A
100 L. 10 wmol/L i 27,7 - S 4 M ¥ W £ # £
(2,7-Dichlorodihydrofluorescein diacetate, DCFH-
DA VEETIFWE 37 CHEE 20 min. FEAL A EREHE K
gk, B e 3k 42 ol i ik 2 ¥, BL—3F7r 96 L
WAE B R IS 485 nm, RS IE A 530 nm A9 &1
T, 0 5E L 92 R EE 3 4 3K (2) T 5 A
ROS 7K (%) 5 75 Mt — 35 43 L A 5 o 18] B 5 13k
50 T 5 1 S A0 L Ay € 5 G Y S

I3 ROS 7K F (%)=

R AMASFEFIIE 00 (2
7 AL VB SO SR 1

1.3.6 T 2K B BR A RS 75 S 00 LO2 40 I =i
HHTEH MM IE ALY 1.3.4 WHlE] . B3R
g e A & EDTA (19 0.25% iR i L a0 s
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IR AR A A E AR AR5 LO2 bRt B 15

MM T RRE.CE b, R R 57 b i
PRAMM 2 ¥, A 500 pl g5, B R AT,
Bt 23 S A5 wL. Annexin V-FITC fl 5 pL. PI,
BRIRA,Fil(20~25 C) F A 4ttt bt S
10 min, €€ 1 h 227 H o 20 40 {302 AT 4 e 08
T A K

1.3.7 HdBEZ TN BT A BUE R (A AR
e FaR, I EHEE T Microsoft Excel 2010
1 SPSS 19.0 17 EE F 224 #7, KA LSD i
AT 4R 1] 22 7 LB, P<0.05 27 E K,

2 ER5GW
21 ERBERLX LO2 MR S B

1 7 A BT R VRS S REVE B L A B 2 e bk
T AR ik 2z — . WA T o R e B Y B K
H R K B 2R I FE D LO2Z i 6 h SR, R M
MTT 32 0 522 0 M 77 78 30, AR AR T KO8 A 1K
TR 75 % LO2 40 i = A 2 AL, S5 R 1 R
o

H1 B 1 AT LAF L, S BB 2 F L, Bl 2 T K0
ik e FE (0 3 0, LO2 40 i 77 1 38 5t 2 i B I Y 2E
L3 7E 0.05 mg/mL 8 18T, 3 K8 k2
) 40 B AF T e B 3 T IR AL (P<0.01), $7R
0.05 mg/mL 9 F A I A7 B2dr A9 f2 37 LO2 40 i
T TE T 76 0.1~8 mg/mL R R BT BN, &
KR K AR 25 B LO2 2 M 77 36 52 5 % BR 4 A L
75 R B35 (P>0.05) , i B o o 6 09 R OR R
FK 35 A7 % LO2 g i AR FE ALY . 7E 0.05~4 mg/
mlL 5 it 3 B T R A, T oA R Y 400 B 77 3 8 5
HRZH I 1L 22 3 A 5 3 (P>0.05) , 100 B 7 I 55 Ht 3
FESEREIP, KMot LO2 20 i B 0 14 i 1 L
FoFEFERON ; 7E 8 mg/mL I, E KA MY LO2 4
T % N 96.19% , 5 4 M 20 41 He & 35 FR A (P<
0.05), 5 [A] i f i B R ORI AR AH He , i etk i
Wiks, EAMA L S NE, — BT,
0 A7 3% /T A AR 759 00 B O 5T 8 3 E B0A
Pk s (LI (o ST i s P S
B BE A B AR AR BR 6 h J5 ,LO2 M BAF IR K
F 96% , 15 BH T A R T oK B R X LO2 41 i =
EEERIER, R LM EY IR T AT HEE
oK B K 6 AR T &t i BE SR AR X IR S Y

LO2 #fE a9 P dr i i, 7 J5 Se i 50 b F KB IR
JiT fi e JEE R 4E 5~50 pg/ml.
2.2 EARVERAIERSE SR GH LO2 HMRTFRE
Edgp A

LI GSH 23t i, ffF 22 T 8 AR 32 4 % i
T i =40 00 19 LO2 40 M7 75 == 09 82 0 | &5 3% dn 1
2 FR .
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Fig.1 Effect of com glycopeptide and zein peptide

at different mass concentrations on viability of LO2 cells
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FFE 2 AT LU, 5 % A AR L, B R0 2 1 2
ELFE T R B R K, PR IR T 42.71%, i B LO2
A0 AR 1 B A F R 2y TR LR L, FOR B
LA 70 19 i fry Xk 3 40 T IR A 40 i 4
fif LO2 A7 G5 E e, EMEKE R 50
pe/mL B | EORHE IR ME LO2 4 M A2 1T R IR &
23.3% , % B F & T 1A 5k E ) KRR (P<
0.01), &t # & T [ B & 3 B (9 GSH (P<0.05) , it
W] AR | T R B GSH 4 573 i 30 i 85 i
SHthm LO2 g MRS ER, B R REE R fR
PRORE R E,

2.3 FEXHERFEHFSHGA LO2 BARE
PR
23.1 BiFEEh ALT FAST % h 4 2 5]
il 5 B (AST #0 ALT) BAETE TA LN,
1 4 B 52 30 A0 e AR B RRLE 4% L 49 AST fi ALT
T A 0 B A R b R (G O A e, [
H,AST L ALT B9 RO LO2 40 M40 5 8% 3 238
fa, RS 5 S 0% U EE M nT L R R
FEH PO ALT F0AST i 50 afk 17 0E A5 , 4% 5
3 HIE 4 B,

E 3 4 R, LR AL S LO2 41k
FE W A ALT 1 AST % 1 4r 5088 hn 17 5.00 #n
8.35 15, KW LO2 248 6L 5 Fn 28 b (32 3] 7 7™
Wi - B e AR S T 500 mmeol/L P s X
LO2 4 Bl #4 3 1E R0

AV, R . R KR GSH 3y
L4 760 0 A% 6 7 =) T 8 SRt ALT F0AST i
HEIFE, R HRELE 25 pgml EKE T, %
B8R 0Y F WEEE ALT F0 AST 3% A1 BR R 2 1E % K OF
FLALT B B (R A0 B35 0 [ e BE 9 GSHL, i8]
R RE AT LO2 40 M Y 3 5 1 40 B PRk
Bl ALT F0AST {5t A5
232 WP LDH & LDH 4 TR 4 M
R v, — L2 i o A 7 4 2 T B A i
FRH b, BRI, LDH it i 2 40 i 44 09 95— 4~ 2 it
FEBR, T KRR R S Y LO2 g0 ks
FEWH LDH 3% a9 R m nfE 5 B,

Q5 B, SR M E B AU EH LDH 1Y
i A7 0 B E R (P<0.01), 3369 500 mmol/L i #
(9 7l LO2 40 M 532 483 1f i i2E T LDH B BF R

" | BB osn
I =Ex 4]
HIES 13
s
T ow
|% al
HE =
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g
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e
rn s}
-
4
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iR R
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Fig.3 The eflect of com glycopeptide on the AST activity
in culture medium of the LOZ cells induced by aleohol
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Fig4 The effect of com glycopeptide on the ALT
activity in culture medium of the LO2 ecells induced
by aleohol
RIS R B FE A, ORI AR L F R KA GSH /Y
iy a] LAI0 ) LDH /K6 e, R 50
pg/mL B, =F Bl LDH % J1 4 & B 1E % ACF-,
XATRES =A&M A M EIERE DG X, HiFT
LO2 #f fifi B2 (%) 5¢ B 4% |, w0 7 LDH A FEAL
233 #Affuh MDA & MDA fE R 5 it ik
B FELL e 2 — 0l LA S RS Bk 2 R R 2
S ZZHK 7= A TR R 2 00T T A I R 2 g | 5 B
41 0 e B B ZENS PRt MDA KT BT B B B et
WAL B R 22 KRB AR T ilS LO2
AHLF MDA 193 B[ 6 Bk,
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Fig.5 The elfect of corn glycopeptide on the LDH

activity in culture medium of the LO2 cells induced

by alcohol

i & 6 AT LLE 50 B LA L, B 41 40 i
M MDA % & B 3.64 nmol/mL 3 4N 3] 6.43
nmol/mL, 958 B I8 45 S0 AR AT ™ 4 pY ok ROS B
Pl 5 {200 B AL (09 AS 0 R B SR f P A MDA,
HET = A R, SRR At 22 TR KT
i fe MDA & B S s PR, EER AR
HeIE A 25 wg/ml B MDA &R FEAR 30.79% , H [F]
Fi Bt FE A4 5 A KA GSH 40 %1l 189791 13.06%
1A PO A G e I U R P, R AR O B AU 208 B 1

B GSH A
=Exi4
S [ [T & stemie .
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S L Ed
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Fig.7 Effect of corn glycopeptide on ALDH activity

in aleohol-induced LO2 cells
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Fig6t  Effect of corn glycopeptide on MDA content
in aleohol-induced LO2 cells
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B R KFEAR,

234  #iM ik {CBIEE ADH 1 ALDH & 5
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HE 7 LLES, SHAML, g
ALDH i F14% & 3% F& {lE (P<0.01) , FEAIK T 29.94%,
e B 3 Y S Ak £ I P ) 208 22 AE LO2 41 Y P HE
B, LREAE AN 2o i I 2 R PR T iR I X LO2 £ AR
&R, HoEmGYiEsiaSRER
RoF AR S I 440 B iR 700, S5 R Y 2 A L £F BT R
JE A 25 pg/mbL B, 3 KRR R 3 K B -
ALDH 7% 77 8% 5 2% 58 I (P<0.01 ), 1 78 14 36 o B 5
[B1 9 ,GSH Xf ALDH 1% S 4 7= 4 8 3%t 52w
PRI, T Rk T LG G 4 & ALDH (935 Jf i ik
% T 09 LO2 Ha i 17 .

ME S LLEH, S AL, Hug
ADH § F7 B A% 21.66% , 507 500 mmol/L i £
I LO2 HBLIS , 5 30 LO2 40 i 5 Ak 10 3 45 09 6E
1 F BB TR X LO2 R B . 5
BERUZH A L, T B I R 25 pg/ml B8 T K8 BE R
FRBRAE ADH §F F7 4k & 2 E 5 K, il 7 1 50 e
FEFS [N ,GSH X ADH i 7738 A 7= B ¥ 1k 5

Wi

R VL B A HT, K ORI K A 4
LO2 4NBE P A9 ADH #1 ALDH §& 1, i 1 iP5 ks &
fRARIG, BEAT T I B AL ™= 2 3 LO2 41 i
HEME R i [ e BE GSH A AR, b Tk
5 K HE R E K BEE & Glu . Leu Ala il Pro 45
W (W2 % CRR10]), 3% 4 Fl i B8R a4 40t =4 o]
PLEE TCA 1 B F £k K U 0F W2 BF K2 N BS 38, M
NADH #| NAD* 9 i 4 # B fm R, ADH i 1 8 b
R i GSH E b AR BT E AR, HaE Mt Ak
(19 3 FE (19 AR TP A5 1R I8 % 0 i ) A0t 45, i
6 G 0y R i — B A 4 n ADH 1 ALDH
T 70 RO I A I RS i SR 00 LO2 iRy
FEIHZ—,
235 QiE GSH R M EME S LK
B RS O S L0509 LO2 HHAE N Y GSH & &
LK CAT.SOD 1 GSH-Px i% A1 9 22w fm e 1 ff
o

F1 EXwEpMIAG LO2 A+ CAT.SOD,GSH-Px i h#0 GSH @&
Table 1 Effects of com glycopeptide on CAT, SOD, GSH-Px activities and GSH content in aleohol-induced LO2 cells

sl GSH 4%/ CAT # 71/ S0D & Af GSH-Px #& A/
pmol - 1! UsmlL™! Usml™! Umg"! & &
o B 41 1572 £2.25 60.99 + 11.41 188.28 + 20.32 490.11 + 37.5
HEA 10.24 £ 1.00** 36.07 £ 7.93%* 114.73 £ 20.42%* 190.54 + 17.49%*
GSH 5 pg/mL 1142+ 1.4 3896+ 11.88 141.58 +32.23 389,06 + 51.04%
GSH 10 pg/mlL 10.44 + 2.87 44.16 £ 5.71 142.31 £ 26.1 399.45 + 4897
GSH 2 Spg/ml 11.83 £3.25 46.6 £ 12.91 162,13 + 28 44 405.57 + 66.15%
GSH 50 pg/mlL 14.28 + 3.4 52.47 + 10.93% 177.32 + 20.52%¢ 478.09 + 29§ Mo
E RS peg/mL 10.53 + 2.86 38.86 +9.02 140,15 + 16,917 309.29 + 30.82%
E A 10 paml 11.4+3.76 40.17 £ 5.89 150.2 + 12.29" 339.43 + 14.2"
Z R 25 pg/mL 1442 + 2.08* 46.18 + 8.28 163.98 + 20,7« 38851 + 40.37%
E Ak 50 pg/ml 14.35 + 2.86™ 52,72 £ 10.85"¢ 165.83 £ 17.37" 396.75 £ 24.28%
EAMERS pg/ml 10.62 +3.24 43.59 + 9.69 143.2 £ 21.9% 361.73 £ 23.63%
E A4 10 pg/ml 125+ 2.19 43.67 + 8.37 148.77 + 20.76" 374.84 = 231"
A4k 25 pg/mL 12.67 £ 1.57 48.7 + 7.56" 167.12 + 28,27 401.08 + 2481
E AR R 50 pg/ml 15.33 = L.46™ 60.9 £ 53" 182.68 £ 20.57" 488.42 + 14 .42%00

PE e, 5500 B AR G 22 SR 00 9% (P<00 ) M R SRR [h 22 0 B R (P<0.01 )5 5 0 ST LD 26 5 1 3 (P>0.05) . SRR AKEA
H R 22 0 0 3 (P<0.01) % 5 F R BREA 35 5 0 3% (P<0.05 ), 5 TR BRELHTLL 22 5 8 i 3 (P=<0.01)

1 nlEm, SAEEMIE, £ 500 mmol/L
% S 15 ,L02 411 GSH & & 1L B CAT,
SOD 1 GSH-Px i ¥ Pe 5 E AL (P<0.01), 47

BIFEAL T 34.86% ,40.86% ,39.06% ,61.12% , iiiH]
500 mmol/L i K5 i% 5 LO2 41 it 7= 4 K & ROS,
ROS 4 il 1 L S AL BEOY TS 51, #E T GSH, i 2
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E R AR A E A I AR LO2 spe e tdral B 19

b F B AR R . F S H He ..f 2 el
A S 0 R s A B T TR Y 5 S

h#E 1AL,
) T A B K {8 GSH 7 1 fub 28 05 I 22 1E 8 KR
{5 e B2 50 pe/ml B, B ACBEREK(d CAT i
J 8 8 2 AR R AT, A B [E) e B Y ORI
fl GSH ¥ 22.68% Fl 23.37% ; 1 i f ¥ BE K 25
pe/mL 5, KRB ACAL 69 SOD 7% 7 He il Rl 41w
45.66% , 4 L [R5 AR BE B KR K FT GSH &
2.73%H1 4.35%

H#E 1 0] LLFE I, 7 0 e 1 J B i, E K
B, R BRFD GSH. KT L 1 3% 42 5 P RS i 5
4509 LO2 408 M A9 GSH-Px 1§ 0, H.7E i ik
FE R 50 pg/mlL B T A 80 i 4 s A R 5 ) e
HeTE GSH M2, % 3 & T W B Ak B2 iy 3K
K. GSH-Px i [ H0, Bf s B GSH Sikm =5 |
GSH 41971 GSH fiL i 75 /2 |, i GSH-Px i 1 3
o, I 2e Al B 0 i, RO R4 i SR F Y e
fHg e ECE KRR AR BR HL0, BYRE h s T oK
B, 2l 7 B A Ak &R O 6 FE i GSH-Px 3%
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Protective Effect of Corn Glycopeptide against Alcohol-induced [.O2 Cells Injury

Wang Xiaojie, Tong Ling, Liu Xiaolan
(Heilongjiong Key Laboratory of Corn Deep Processing Theory and Technology, College of Food and
Binlogical Engineering, Qigthar University, Qigihar 161006, Heilongiiong )

Abstract In the presemt work, the protective effect of corn glycopeptide intervention on aleohol-induced injury of LO2
cells was studied, and the possible mechanism of comn glyeopeptide antagonizing aleoholic liver cell injury was investigat-
ed. The results show that compared with the aleohol model group, com glyeopeptide at 50 pg/ml remarkably increased
the activities of alcohol metabolism enzymes  (ADH and ALDH) and antioxidant enzymes  (S0D, CAT and GSH-Px) as
well as GSH content, decreased ROS and MDA levels in damaged LO2 cells. These results suggested that corn gly-
copeptide could enhance cyvtomembrane structural integrity by promoting aleohol metabolism and enhancing antioxidant ae-
tivities, prevent the leakage of liver enzymes (AST, ALT and LDH)} and reduce the percentage of early apoptosis and
death of LO2 cells to achieve the effect of protecting the LO2 cells induced injury by aleohol.

Keywords transglulaminase; com glyeopeptide; LO2 cells; aleohol metabolism enzymes; apoptosis



