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(20 +2)g,120 H 3758 BE AL K 50 56 sh W o 58
O (A PRV ATIES : SCXK (B )2020003 )

B BRI e, ALt R R B BR A D
ENEE ST )R I8 AW RHCA BRZA 7 50.01 mol/
L.pH 7.4 PBS;DEPC /K 5 {)5 \75% & B , It 5¢ bli
B BARAT R 5 5/ BUS E 3R 2 11 (TgG  TgM) il 16
G BE W M (Enzyme—linked immunosorbent assay,
Elisa) i & IFN—y IFN-a IL-1e i 5] & , 38
GBD 72> Wl 5 42 i 0 1 43 r 46 9% ; GSH-Px
SOD MDA # I 7 & ,  me ot Al A ) TR Y
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xMark BEFRAL, 3€E BIO-RAD /A Al ; HR40-
A2 RUEWY R A, T 5 R R8s A IR A F
CP21G Il & # ¥ % & .0 FL, H 572 ) ;Premium
U410 HEAKHE VKA , 2 NBS /A 7l ; VORTEX-5 #Y
e VR G # , AR K SE B0 IR 45 A PR A F] s FA2004N
LA T N S W17 o | R L i o /i I
LDZX-50KBS #3720 R K, g 2 Ey7
) s FE20 PLUS #! pH i1, #M5E—+LH 21X

i (L) AR A
1.3 FHik

1.3.1 A H 50 75 3 ) ) 2
L3115 ZR ARG 1wl o5 RS A A e )
THVE BREE ARG, 4 AR 0.02 g/ L R |
0.05 g/L 11 f B 5B FR 4 0.2 of L BIE e B E 17 %
P, R Tt o 11 4 28 V9 R ) I e o 2 1 v
PEAT 784 | ZEVINS SR ) R R T8, 28 13T W kG
JE N 52%vol .
1.3.1.2 Mkt H ¥ kB dl s SRR R R
ML H R AR A I A — & 2R K
BEIA 0.40%D— 55t U8 i 2 B F1 5 I il , i  5 C
A 60 ClaEARE G IRIE 2 h J5, & TS (8
AR 180 W) H1iZ #2 15 min; i 38, N A — &
FIBKIAT R, B LIRS IR,

Wedn . N 2 YRR A IR 48 0 IR $2 AR
T 12 45 I A BRI T, %5

BT VREE L e R A H R R I 75 ¢/L
HEWE

K02 of L BERETE A 0.4 o/L FLER H % 1:2
HEAT 52 W R W, 1 N IR BRAE 26 CIE AT T &
7 d.

g N RS RS L4 CAE T ,4 000 o
min .0 10 min, B35, 80 “CANE 30 min 75 3]
FAC H ek R
1.3.1.3 MRS H A A 28 IR e e AR T
[ 2= i A HE A2 B, 0 8 7= T TS RS B2 E 28% ol
(] Fsf Sy 5 H 24 £ [) 95 2 78 030 1) XU S AR
T 2 7 R R A B R BRI 2R, 5 B kAL
T 2 2R R
1.3.2 AL /N R AL A KM /)y BUAE B 26
B 1 FJE  BEAL A 6 AN, WL 1 AR b
ROE IR 508 AR BL A4 (2020)) , v s RS 1
SR T 69.6 kg T, 25 2H /1N BRUKE i 1 5 55 4y
80 mg/kg bw Y FRBEBERG A WL, 25 AL s 3 2
SRR AR BEER K S O 3 d, K A R O
FREUN R RN N AR, AR (b R R
BME) BABHIHEERARE<25g, MfdHH
e T PG 0 A H 7 2 < 1.3 mlvkg, RIG iR
FEAL P E AR A4 5 5,10,20 ml/ (kg-d) , A
HYER 1K, ELL 14d, KIRHESE 24 h )5, #E178K
JE T S, R R SR I, WACE I I BRI BB B | AR
S YU ARAT T80 CRBAGIR VK AR £ .

F1 FAREXBHNNRBHAR
Table 1 Experimental groups and feeding methods

28 3] IR & D3 #E A R I X,
=8 20 EX - P R RS IR, B WA
HE B A R 4 20 R 4 Cy (80 mg/kg) B, BB RR
AL 20 20 A 3R 3K E 4T Cy(80 mg/kg) MR, 8RR
&7 & 20 #y e E H ) 8 5 mLkg E4 Cy(80 mg/kg) HR, B R
A B 20 A A E B8 10 mL/kg A4 Cy(80 mg/kg) HIR, BB RR
B Ea 20 # e H 3 B 20 mL/kg Z4 Cy(80 mg/kg) B, B h kR
V<N B AR ik bR
1.3.3 /NG 25 B 8 B0 bk B 3 A W 8 A ) I i P = ﬂ@ﬂzﬁ@i%(mg) (1)
22 spm BE151 95 v 47l 22 6 AR e NEURE ()
E - S Wang S5 kb T BRI E &
B BRI R KRR o I A R (1,2, a@a&*&%&:%@ 2)

3,45,
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HH,0D——+ (2 min) IMFEARAY OD 14 ;
OD,——1,(10 min) MM FEAS A OD {H .
1.3.4  /NEURLTE T IgG IgM &Rz 3 H A
SEE i P AR BEE SR 1M 32 | K 1 0 B 5 T 955 4 B 0
BN, L3000 t/min B0 15 min, Y4 I 75, 77
T =20 CHEE T ORAF % IR TG IgM 1257 & 10 A
7 TR
1.3.5 /N IL-1a IFN—y TNF-o 5 52 890 E
WIHGERAE AR IR] 1.3.4 71, K/ B v # B fs |, F1
FH Elisa 12070 &5 38 8 ST 4 I 0 325 0 7 /s B 10—
la JFN—y TNF-a 255,
1.3.6  /NEUIMLYE FF B9 GSH-Px . SOD §if 71 % MDA

WREDE  RWHEE 2 h 5 FHIRAE R M vk, Yedk
M, 7€ 4 °CKMAT 1500 r/min &0 10 min, B
300 pL HL{E T 8508 H o &/ B Y
GSH-Px .SOD i J1 & MDA ¥ Ji& /™ #% iz I8 38 577 &
Wt B A5 5 R
1.4 HiE4E

FRSER I 3R, AR O Y bR
W25 (SD)” o R J7 2253 BT A ¢ K 5o ff o Ho e it
FREX(P<0.01), 73 %Ifd ] SPSS 20.0 #1 Origin
8.0 BRAF HEATHLHE 43 BT FEDE 2511

2 HRE5S
21 MNRIERE

WA 21/ Bl B B AR S B0, IR aC %
2 PR,

®2 NMNEERETNH
Table 2 Changes in body mass of mice

28 ) PR IR E g %1 RARRZ/ %2 R RElg RAKRZ /g ¥ hmit/g
=Pl 20.01 27.15 31.35 33.26 13.25
AR 20.13 26.38 28.83 29.12 8.99%
E P 19.75 26.81 29.70 31.54 11.79
A& A =& 28 21.09 27.92 30.82 33.01 11.92
¥ F 4 20.15 28.13 31.64 32.28 12.13
&= 19.86 28.70 29.09 29.95 10.09

TR BRI 5 O IR LR AR, P<0.05 5™, BRI 5 58 U3 IR LU HE, P<0.01; *. R S gl GBI Lh 4%, P<0.055 . %

TRSCG A SR B, P<0.01, R IA]

2 2 AT, 3 A S5 4L /0N BRI TR B A 77
I ] 4 S 4 20 T 25 R s, 5 s xR A
Bl A5 7 2 /N BOR B MR 0 A B M 2 S (P<
0.01), BEWIBE AU RS # i T, L& 45 55 96 20 A 7] 5
FAFTT 20 22 S ¥ OR 2 U WA AT H R
() 3 A A [R] 5 41 25 AR 5 i /)N B AR B 3
22 NRBEEHREEH

H1 & 3 T A 2 JRLINE | e AR AR 8 A s AR
B(a) S FTALREAR T 2.40 .1.56 A1 1.31 15 (P<
0.01), 156 B 4 G 2 1l T i ) S8 90 w1 17 o e R gt e
WA B E S 30 4/ RO A Ty, S5 R 4
FH EL 6T 6T FE A 1 A U 5 B R B K R
2 AR A 2 Y MBI 4R AR K 52.23% (P<
0.01), B i 5 038 K A 3 v 7)o 4 0% 19

FEBO K 84.91% (P<0.01) , IR 5 B K 31.11%
(P<0.05) 5 e 701 2k 2 A9 1L 0 i 50 e it i 250 1) 34
K 52.71% (P<0.01) F1 3.72% (P<0.05), <5640
IC Hb L R 2 B AR R 2 A I S B ) K
2.6%,15.52% ,12.41% , 45 F W, MoAc H 5w il
4 BB 22 fif e il /N R A E 2 B A, w200k
SAZ I HAT PR B TR
23 /MNRIMFEFEF IgG K IgM &£

M2 4 AT, 28 O IR A S R A1 A B
225 (P<0.01) , Ui W] 78 300 i) S A5 B 2y o 49 7 7
AL AR R A G SRR ES T
BEAYZH (P<0.05) , & ) & 2 5 b AR50 S 20 A
225 (P<0.05), " AR B4 Z R o B 25 5%, B
TR 2 5 AT G v ) 2 I TG
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A i 22 5 (P<0.01) , i WA AT H- 55 i il T8 nf
PAA 4R v LT TP 1G5 B, AT R o
FI AL 1M & i 8 E S TR (P<0.01),
AP T B 4 AR M 5 55 S %) A G IR I 2%
5o [ A R i T IgM SR B A

TR (P<0.05) , B rhol il LUA 208
IR S P e = QA T A s o | RTERR FA B
SRR 3 DEITAAC H R TEC T 4 A3 00T g
0 AN ) Rt JEE 1t 402 A S 8 40 i) /N B 9 8 Bk B P A 40

®3 MEHERHWNENREERERHRBEETEERNZIM(Xxs)

Table 3 Effects of preparation of grape spirits on immune organ index and carbon profile phagocytic index

in mice (x £s)

28 7] D 45 Hc A B 38 B IR o
=@ AR A 5.094 + 0.097 1.388 £ 0.078 6.495 £ 0.772
A 20 2.122 +0.132% 0.885 = 0.043% 4.946 + 0.403*
AR B xR 2 2.741 = 0.056 0.936 +0.112 5.165 = 0.159
1R Z 28 3.091 £ 0.141%* 1.008 + 0.095 5.589 +0.340
il ! 4.488 + 0.106%* 1.143 £ 0.081* 6.168 + 0.098*
SRl 4.136 + 0.285%%* 1.150 £ 0.107* 5.774 £ 0.356

x4 MEHERSBE/NRMEF I9G.IgM B (X + s)

Table 4 Effect of preparation of grape spirits on serum IgG and IgM of immunosuppressive mice (x £s)

28 3 IgG/mg-mL™" IgM/pg- mL™!
7 G xR 10.88 + 1.21 334.85 + 20.24
A 20 5.85 + 0.33" 173.95 + 16.10™
A 5 R 5.96 + 1.08 202.26 + 32.41
& & 48 8.15 = 0.74% 267.99 + 18.52%*
LR a1 9.68 + 1.07%* 308.39 + 21.46%*
R 9.07 + 1.51%% 249.52 + 19.03%*

2.4 INRMiEH IFN-y . IL-6 1 TNF-a 7k T
A1)

mEs fin, SIEWAMLEL, BRI IL-6,
IFN—y TNF-a & &t i 2 8 T 1E % 4 52% ,49%,
75% (P<0.01), UiBERIAT), SERIH AR AR
o R R A TL-6 K4 BT 29%

42% ,45% ,24% , FH LA | e 7 o A R kT A
IFN—y 7K F43 5175 63%,76% ,86% ,38%, it
% R 2 R FE W 4 TNF - K20 30 T+ 5
20% ,30% ,22% ,8% (P<0.05) , i B4 e H- 5 i il
T REHE o S ZE /N B 1L-6 IFN—y A1 TNF-a 7K
- BT G BRI R

#5 HMIRHERGEN/MRME IL-6.IFN-y TNF-a K2 (X £ 5)

Table 5 Effect of preparation of grape spirits on serum [L-6, IFN—y and TNF-a of immunosuppressive mice (x +s)

28 7 IL-6/pg- mL™
ER=Pa ] 89.05 +2.07
HEA 22.65 + 4.76%
ESLpo 28.14 + 1.24
i 29.18 +3.39
L 32.20 + 3.15%
& 32.87 +2.88%*

IFN-y/pg-mL™ TNF-a/pg- mL™
224.31 +35.86 14.92 +0.89
108.72 + 22.30" 7.57 + 0.66™
150.59 + 14.02 8.16 +0.37
177.38 + 7.85% 9.12 + 0.45%
191.32 + 25.67* 9.86 + 1.02*

202.68 + .17.35% 9.24 + 0.84*
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2.5 it HEA & /R iM% GSH-Px,SOD
& 51 % MDA iR B i & i

26 g M AT H I S X6 S 2 0 0 BRI T
PLEALIR AR RZ IR, 525 (AR L, AR AT /N BRI
GSH-Px F1 SOD ¥ ¥ ¥ W] i P& X (P<0.01), ifif
MDA & & W JH & (P<0.05) . SHEBIH AR L, #i i

B L b RGN i 4 GSH-Px F1 SOD i
Hi¥ymER e, o h R AR R, SRR
M L, AT H B T P L AR 4] MDA e
FRA , oo (A A W, RN TH
2N BB AV E A — 5

*6 MIEHEERHEX/NRME GSH-Px.SOD i& /1% MDA iR B & i
Table 6 Effect of preparation of grape spirits on GSH-Px, SOD activity and MDA levels in serum of mice

21 7 GSH-Px #& A/U-mL™! SOD # #1/U-mL™! MDA & & /nmol - mL™"
2GR 698.78 + 32.45 128.74 + 7.02 7.38 = 0.29
AR 41 376.27 + 15.01% 89.13 + 9.17% 9.64 + 0.75"
ESpon ¥l 513.66 + 21.10%* 110.76 + 8.52% 9.41 + 0.83
A& F) & 4 599.98 + 2537 115.24 + 11.43* 8.83 + 0.41
il 676.42 + 20.42%* 126.48 + 11.08%* 8.54 + 0.72%
HAEa 541.61 + 19.85%% 123.27 + 14.15%* 8.08 + 1.04*

3 itie

PR BR T Vg 2 — b AT RO I R B e A T 2
W, AT AR AT R 2 ol R R SR 2 B A 2
LT A M 2R R B = S EETNY, R, 7ERT ST
i rfr HORE Cy IO T A O 73 ol e A5 200 )35 24
Pyl BE 0% BH 11 G 75 20 10 14 £, T 40 ) 5 24 i
PR R ECRBEMH, FEAMF I, S S P
LA B, BTS2 /N B 2 1 U] R IR, B S =
Xt BEZH A B, A i 0 S R Bk B 11 R I 97 40 i 1A
TN E T2 S, W S 0 A LA
FE RN, WL S R 2 DR AR E RIVIE
TN | B o B L 42 R S LA S DI BE 119 5 553
T as B ISR T e B A T AT
ﬁg[ﬂ]o

T P Bl ) 14 S 2R 0 i S R A B s R A
S, Hrh Sfe KA S i AR AR s A 4
— BB, A R HE A Pl R S g
DI RE | AE UG Ay Wik (A P B 05 | 5 R0 A K D
PRESL, I 240 7 S Kt i v 2 2 G T S A
FHPH, T 0 240 i 1 375 1 B DA O 2 8 o8 1 32 4 5 2
AERY)— N B SRR AE™, 53— 7 i, g A i
FR 9 P 7 B B A% 1R T 23 7 A ST R T A
JERE AT F B S BEME SO, AR BT 5T H A2 0
AT H e Y SR R 3 8 D AR T, e o e
T A W S 56 A 15 240 i AR e e S 2 T L A

o e RS2 56 rh UL ARC 5 e o VT e g 4
il /N B S e S AR . S5 SRR WD Mo Ad H R I
T v 3R 2 (10 mL/kg) 55 A RY2H A LL | BE il f 92
T i /N UM F8 B0 K 52.71% , i i 48 B0 &
33.72% , BEWEFRBOE K T 15.52% , £ W P Ui 6E
(CEIE Y=

15 B WA AR G e 08 T SE g, BR T AT DA
Yo P A1 A A9 38 B, 3 AT LA 53 M6 TL—6 . IFN—y FiI
TNF-a, IL-6 3 2030 i 2 F B 4 3% 5 1 4 928 BR
7 AR SR Y W A A A
() iR SR BE IR T B N TNF-,  BERS 5 5 498 0 2
b 2 e R A BT 7 AR TNF—ac BT LA
PRI T 240 0 B SHL 2 225 A5 400 T i 98 40 B ) A% 49 1
M, JFH AT DR SE B 40 0y 3% 58, i
TNF—a 53 W 7] B8 23 5 BOLAAR J5) 35 1 5 0 2 121,
IFN—y RE i . W5 41 0 3% 171 52 P 5505 189, NKC 248 g
Ko A AR, ELAT 10 ) 98 200 PR 5 R T S T
e 45 1 L

Pt AE A T AR S A VR I B 8 4 i =2 — | sk
o AN AL N OR N, RE S TR T AR T
Air, Horh 45 SOD \GSH-Px it S 4k &, MDA /&
FH A T ok S A FH o0 i i 7 2R i, LUk B R 8
I 210 i fI65 7 41 RE 0 5 SRR, ] AT H
F # BE e IR CY 75 I S i, B mE i Th
RE B REBREE (1 AN ME R 12K Y s . & B
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Abstract  Objective: To explore the regulatory effect of Lycium barbarum—Glycyrrhiza liqueur on immune function and
antioxidant status in mice. Methods: Immunosuppressed mouse model was constructed, the mice were randomly divided
into 6 groups: control check(CK), cyclophosphamide model group (CY), base wine control group and high, medium and
low—dose Lycium barbarum-Glycyrrhiza liqueur groups, normal saline or 20, 10, 5 ml/kg bw Lycium barbarum—Gly-
cyrrhiza liqueur were given orally for 14 days. After the last injection, the animal mass, thymus index, spleen index,
phagocytic index, immunoglobulin G (IgG) and immunoglobulin M (IgM) content, interleukin-6 (IL-6), interferon—y
(IFN—y) and tumor necrosis factor—a (IFN-a) were determined in each group. The activity of superoxide dismutase
(SOD) and glutathione peroxidase (GSH-Px), and the concentration of malondialdehyde (MDA) in serum were de-
termined in each group. Results: compared with the model group, the contents of IgG, IgM, IL-6, IFN—y, IFN-a,
GSH Px, SOD activity and MDA concentration were significantly changed in the medium dose group. The results showed
that Lycium barbarum and licorice wine could effectively improve the immune regulation and antioxidation of immunosup-
pressive mice induced by cyclophosphamide.

Keywords Lycium barbarum—Glycyrrhiza liqueur; cyclophosphamide; immunomodulatory; antioxidant



