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Effects of kiwifruit on the pathogenesis of DSS-induced colitis in mice
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colitis, UC) R E¥ A FH2 B p%¥EL— FralFLaF LR EABRLF
B > FIE S FERET N E G ML SRSk o AP % {1? DSS (dextran
sulfate sodium) 3#2 2% L 2 /| EHN > P R N3 Fb 4o ﬁtﬁ% 25EZE
FEfoRAE Bk o 3 HR-7 k82 CSTBL/6 & iR > = A A =2 o
A5 5 Eae (Ce) 15%Fie e (Ok) 4 4 %2 (OK je @ &34 10%+ & %
¥k x)> F210 & PR EF55 AIN-93G 3 e 4471508 F i 4 >
BRI FIBFREFRFECRY U 2R354k pd B350 o 47
% 43F15 0 Aok F 2% DSS» F X jedcf URIREME 38 AR F B %k (Disease
activity index, DA1) > 8 3 6 X 2 & & — 84k > LRE I I WY LERDPEYE > 4
PR FTiERAYH P AMAFTEBEAR > A RSN T0E £ RER
£ KT o #F B % 4 Student’s t-test & (T M TS R HL R > € p<0.05 FEF
E3 5 MEe i B3 2% DSS(WV)-kts > | EMER P BT > £ 7 3%
B2 {FL 2 DSS ERFRPERE  FELFBROAFREFY > LR RE
B X RpEP o8 x DSSHeh= 22 Figia )t DSSHE Y MHERL T RARTRE B4 L >
57 DSS ¥ KL &+ L a P - A2 & THARS F&S DSS s kAR & >
DAl (A p#dipdk) + HFEEL » aRHBFFRFIIKSF AL NOK 2 304
§ DSS % ALY LEERABWHE I E ) 3 EFI A BE - BB EZHRLE
EoAFZAFTIRY BAL TP ERMAEFTI XA FLRENRARKNZ LA X
EHep»H 3 8390 eErH- 23R 58pT 3L A EAMESRFR =
PR HERARHE A 3R BRI BEAERI N IR R EASlE- T A
e pRApTRE e B LA B ET RASD RRAP LS
% “F ¥ a-tocopherol 2 Myeloperoxidase activity » & 5 P? 8 3v3+ 1 e B 334
EoSESMPERPOF LS R gRF R NEF L AN PRFRA 2 v
FAB ' HE25ENTBARS 53 PRERFILR » 333 2 TBARS B3
2T EECF RS RANGF RIS - RB KIS DSSHEF > R 2V
3B DAl gl 2 L6 |- 2 FHIFE G ig P E M ERET > P RS
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FF %% % (ulcerative colitis, UC) £ 5.ty % (Crohn’sdisease, CD) & 4 3§
(R ER 30 Yok N 'l“i’-%xﬁﬁ:},% (chronic inflammatory bowel disease, IBD ) » @+
FF %% % (ulcerative colitis, UC) ,E,.JFTE-’,«’ LR B 'ﬁ*i—"u — > F]p ¥ K UC
&ﬁ:}%ﬁ%_,; B Ak b ;;g.g';,?:gg__"‘ RSk o B L hF L RFFAP > FBAT) BB
BESFFIRI T IDEH %‘)ﬁﬁﬁiméﬁ ERBEPBFILRIE HILLRF BT W

GRS EER s SN & = 'g aza FHFSAFREAF XAFT ) bldrimie ok
TNF-a~ IL-1B~IL-6~ 2 £ |3 ~ 53 = 5@ 4 32 $ (PGE; .. )w‘f»'f"‘ii""ﬁ*(ROS)
BEBFHFFT (RNS, 4oNO) » i A F 2 £ 7 RMH X + G}
(Podolsky, D., 2002) -

RERENBETRBAGRERR B (FAF v 3 A3 &fr) B2 3
B6#EP-E X 4ph 2% &£ -2 2 C-k5EE T M (Reifetal., 1997;
Geerlingetal.,2000) - # 2 & 37 ¥ Rchan 4 CEYE s8R A RBBERF L5

(Actinidia deliciosa, Kiwi) -k 3B~ &7 700%0/Fp 34 & 5 g L BZH > §F
R i>Fr4] ACE (angiogensin-1 converting enzyme) f¥% S22 Fpk 4 & & i& F 34
¥ % HMG-CoAreductase i % /=12 FHTRH+ £ & F i F FEFES (Jungetal,
2005) - % Ko "5* P RFAMBRR LI H B 511530-60~90120 A4 o
FRAEFRAEFPOZIFF L FF CRERRG > CFF I ORF M EALRE BT
P 5oygE 3§ e (Koetal,2005) 2+ Hgsad d WH R EF 7 88
% 1003 ¢ $ 345 85 L5 FRQRH 2w PR FHEF L FR (Chang&Liuy,
2009) # R FE Gy Fithank P;_h—*f 70 X ¥ & 3254 £ R X% R
&—“f.ﬁ»ﬁ' 16 % n;f)%df s T3oER L 284K 0 WA FE X 23 F B SR 2L A
BRETE X 2HFAFRF 4G (RYJEFEFTRETF SEY LTRY
PR E42.2 ) PEERE S 354 L P g dd K ¥ 31 A4 43K KRR -k
FES FEFE o d %"i:,ﬂ.;-ﬁef Fegady et BBk f actinidin (- &2 &
o Af2) RAGEY R FRE > BRYFIFE o M RR PR > RS
£ 375 REMRRFF T A% H34 s g RBF TR OB 37 T HA
B ¥ RS E $F (reactive oxygen species, ROS) 2 = fr3k &4~ ¥ DNA ig =
FG v E;,_E;&mﬂ,é (Collins et al., 2001; Ferguson et al., 2004 ) -

HERAG RO R FEFEFA HRAFLIRFRFGPBEORIP - LRIZESH
BORr b AHLEESTFT > Gl RFER3 C  RRAYBBFIZ B>HR
FERhER AR HF A LM - T REFH S L (ulcerative colitis, UC) &
B AR 3 A%HEL — ENSMAEFUCHES » %7 RS X F5+ 3R
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1. # % P v : 4% DSS (dextran sulfate sodium) ## %% £ 2 -] 8#3 > FHB 5@
R Fhd R R LT 5 Efopad B ok o

2. BRI I MTiH#L2 CS5TBL/G AR » R A A S & A iidlE (C)
15%°F# 2 (Ok) 24 B % 2 (OKAE : ﬁ?’f}v‘—aﬁﬁ 4010%+ B %tk 2 ) & 210
& AR & A 355 AIN-O3GH e 5 eh15% 8 Fib 474l - 57 B 45 4 2
FIBGFREFHFEMSY Lo 2 k08 p d 83 1 - R4 » K
F#A200DSS, & X pé i T RRERELE - FER e frv#ﬂgc(Dlsease activity index,
DAL) > i@ §6= {344 & —dndg-k » £ B3I W X IR -

3. BH AR L ERBUAE NI GHHEY BT NERRIFL 25£2°Cr F I LR
2B L 12 ) Aa xRN ReRERE A4 BBV - RAFE
§¥ 12 PR BPEF A EERMER 0 COE AR P T apEREL > ¥ g
BPTABRERBAPR  REFEEL K FW-80CHP BAE L A M
Btk o iR #E 30 AT > 3500 x g M AI5N 4 Mk AR
AER20C 0 pEaAH -

4. AAFIE R B3 %

(D) fi},%/éﬁv#ﬂgt (Disease activity index, DAI) 4 %] = B34 &% (Melgaretal.,

2005) :

DAI =(Fecal blood score + Diarrhea score + Weight lose score)+3
DAl 3p#k = (& TR + HHALR + HE/R4 feR) + 3
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(2) A gF Lok p RBRTISIE » LBt B o Stiffness & & : 0-1-2 ; Edema
-k : 0-1-2-3 ;5 Visible ulceration # % : 0-1; Thickness 5 & : 0-1-2-3-4

)2 FHF - UFr*FHEER I B0 EARER -
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(5) RERF T THE + BFBHL KL T o #7F % M Student’s t-test i {7 343+
Mg EA BF LR > Zp<005 FHEFLE -
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0 3 & 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 33 36 39
ooe ThSs water Days
W A4.DSS-#% ey i3 Ldm
21 2L ME%
C @) OK
n 10 10 10

Initial body weight (g/mice) 19.1+ 0.9 19.0 £ 0.7 19.0 £ 0.7
Final body weight (g/mice) 21.8+ 1.3 21.7+1.2 22.3+0.8
Total caloric intake (Kcal) 1282 + 217 1825 + 309 1773 + 301
Feed efficiency (%0) 6.86 = 0.06 6.78 £ 0.03 6.97 £ 0.10

1. Each value represents Mean £S.D.
2. * %55 0& Cetfy 3t # p<0.05
** A O OK et g St end B, p<0.05
3. Feed efficiency (%)= [Body weight gain (g) / Food intake (g)] x100
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C @) OK

n 8 9 2
Tissue weight (g)
Colon () 0.16 £ 0.02 0.21+£0.15 0.15+ 0.00
Liver (g) 0.79+ 0.08 1.02 + 0.15* 0.81+0.10
Kidney (g) 0.23+0.04 0.24 £ 0.02 0.27 £ 0.05
Spleen () 0.06 £ 0.03 0.05+ 0.02 0.03+ 0.00
Small intestine (g) 0.66 £ 0.13 1.01+0.13* 0.87+£0.14
Thymus (g) 0.02 £ 0.02 0.02+ 0.01 0.01 £ 0.00
Heart (g) 0.09+ 0.01 0.09+ 0.01 0.09+ 0.01
Lung (g) 0.11 £+ 0.04 0.12+ 0.01 0.12+ 0.01
Brain (g) 0.42 £ 0.03 0.41+0.03 042+ 0.01
R.W. # (%)
Colon (%) 1.01+0.16 1.32+ 0.95 1.08 + 0.12
Liver (%) 488 £ 0.32 6.51 + 0.55* 5.65+ 0.24
Kidney (%) 1.40 + 0.22 153+ 0.08 1.87+ 0.17**
Spleen (%) 0.39+0.16 0.33+£0.09 0.20+£ 0.03
Small intestine (%) 4.08 + 0.49 6.48 £ 0.47* 6.06 = 0.48
Thymus (%) 0.14+ 0.08 0.15+ 0.06 0.07 £ 0.02
Heart (%) 0.55+ 0.05 0.56 £ 0.07 0.55+ 0.01
Lung (%) 0.69 £ 0.27 0.76 £ 0.04 0.86 £ 0.03**
Brain (%) 2.60+ 0.38 2.64+ 0.31 295+ 0.14

1. Each value represents Mean =S.D.
%% O Clt iy 33t end B, p<0.05

2' *

** & O OK it g st b engd B, p<0.05
3. # R.W.(relative weight ,%) = (tissue weight / body weight ) * 100
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C @) OK
n 7 9 2

Albumin (g/dL) 2.68+0.19 2.90 £ 0.22 3.14 £ 0.26
Triglyceride 50.1+19.2 72.9 £ 12.2* 127.8 + 46.8**
(mg/dL)

Haptoglobin 335+ 25 907 + 134* 1380 £ 268**
(ng/mL)

TNF-a (pg/mL) 591 + 451 530 + 177 745 + 593

1. Each value represents MeanzS.D.

2. * %57 08 Cevrfiy Szt aid £ p<0.05

** & 08 OK ity st b eni £, p<0.05
24 AgEF AR MPOER
C @) OK
n 7 9 2

GSH (umol/g) 1.48 £ 0.61 2.17 £ 0.99 1.44 £ 0.38
TBARS (nmol/g) 6.94+ 1.63 7.05+ 2.65 13.8 £ 6.0**
a-tocopherol (umol/g) 10.27 £ 1.45 436+ 1.14* 6.49+ 1.94
Myeloperoxidase activity 0.70+ 0.24 0.24 + 0.13* 1.21+1.48
(mU/mg)

Glutathione peroxidase activity 0.07 £ 0.01 0.08 £ 0.02 0.08 £ 0.01
(unit/mg)

Glutatione S-transferase activity  0.32 £ 0.03 0.30 £ 0.05 0.33 £ 0.05
(unit/mg)

Glutathione reductase activity 0.11+0.01 0.11 £ 0.01 0.11+0.01

(unit/mg)

1. Each value represents Mean£S.D.

2.

* A O# Cli i %t ehi &, p<0.05
% 47 O#1 OK it i 3+ e B, p<0.05
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