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HWWIL, WS (A2 0) OFKROEME LTHLNATWS., BEISH-AYE
VIIFEE A EPRIBEBE ML SN TR, ENOKRES THIIBEICEaf L TRy, Wi
BICRE SN WHT- i REA RSN TWD. 2T, ABFZETIE, e &R
Bt LTozryv ) ol®BAEEZERN LT, 2% )RS RS OFRGEER %2

MEEL 7=,

~ 7 A3 RAW264.7 fifi 2 KB H 2 LPS THIPL L TNO LMo M h A v

R AHESE, fix OFHBEECTHE L2V v VYo RESREHIZE 25,
methanol fH1HH4¥), ethanol fiiHH#) & OF chloroform fil #3258 NO O A b A v DFEA
PR Bz, WA, SROIIHIVER Z 7~ L7z ethanol fifitH#) % 43 L C NO/WA k4 A
VREEAMBHWER 2RI L7 2 A, SEWO OB U REE K OWENEE B4 (3 EH 2338
Doz, U NRE SO NO/MY A A L FEAMNHIVEFIZ phospholipase ZLERIZ L 0 82k
LizZ s, AV e VIEEH b~ a7 7 — DI L BREMEAT 4 =— X — DA
I OB E i, D b ) VIRENEOBEERS THD Z LRI LTz,

1. [FC&HIZ

RIENL, WIREORBRGEEIZ LY, EEPANN D
HERR A2 72 & XITELLBHKGTHD.
RECFIR e EORIEIE ORI EE 201X, [H
IR ] LR 2 AERIC K B B O R SR 72 3R
HWEThs., v /r 7y —VIIEARGEICEDS S
REME DO AMER T, FERIRAL TE LAY EZR
ik PR T A LY=L LTORELERH S,
ZiE, 77 LEMEMREEOERR D TH D U K%
BE (LPS) 1%, ~Zu7 77— ICkuiBiish, &
JERILC D5 &4 L 72 DEkA W E O 2292 &
DHHITND.

~7n 77—k 5 LPS OFIT, MR X
R D toll BESZ 25K (TLR) "~ LPS OFEEIT &
S>THIEEZ &5 2. LPS 2#E4A L= TLR 1%, #
JaN > 7 WAGRTEER B & 0 U TGN 1 23 b L,
—ME{bEHE (NO), FuRRZ T T30 P OEM
IEEE S, Fix ORIEMNYA NI A 72 EORE
PERAT 4 == F —ORBFAFELET L I mb
NTW5.NO X, ARNTEERERERZ R L,
M8 OILIECHIRRE, MEREREZR EIcfb o> T D
D, BEMEE L UEHE LI~ n 77— 5
LERICEESN, LELLTRETIVIILEDK
JSAERY (peroxinitrite) (2 L DHWEMICL Y, H
COMMEELZGIERZT O YA bhA D
T % tumor necrosis factor-o. (TNF-a)<° interleukin-6

(IL-6) b F7= TLR ~D VU ¥ ROFEE %I L TH
BFEsh, 7R M=V AOFE DRRIEM Y 7
NDfRE D0 BITidiz 5 < 2 & TR /EA
THM, NTUAORNTZIBREIZRREIXEE Y v~
F 100 R Y M e & oA TS B IR O R
<.

AR, DSASCATE BN 72 & OB B OISR RE
B, MEMERIE] R BEDL>TWnD Z EAER S
NTWD D BPERIETIE, BEA b LR o]
W T TR ORI S i S B B kR ORk
4y (REPEY T R) 2, =27 a7y — %o
IZHBLT D TLR IC X VR ST, THF AR RIEK
IGEHETLEEZ LN TS, TLR 2N LIz~ 7
077 — Y OIEEI B % BT TRk~ 7240 R/
WERPEY By RRROH-> TR0 Y, 2 bi3mE
BEREDHIEN I 6 < BASCEE, H 2D WVITmEER
DA N =ALEfRAT D720y —v & LTOIEH
DHIFFS TN D,

WEEEIY, 7Y T, L0 DI AARICBWTE
WEBORNAATLIR8LTHD. WEREIL, B
BT, ALPESCEAEL, HERGAD - S bR E L
THIRIALS TSN TS, RITHE, AFEIER
DTN RR E, R sy OIERAERIBEEENER S
NnNTnWab. AY%E /U (Porphyra yezoensis) |3HL#E
IR DUFREO—FE T, TN L i
WICHAET D0, ARG &3 50 EENEE
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IR FERCBNTRERAICE S TR Y, AARENIC
B AEMOAERIT 35 T hcETS Y. Zh
%, EWNICBT 5MREOH THREZDETHD.

INET, AV VRS OBRIC X Dk~
RAEFERNRES L TWS. FlZIE, 23/
ORISR CH AR T 4 T D2, bilEE
e OCRR R I E R 1, LT LV —1EH Y
RERREINTND., £z, UV BT 505
BRHOKEER ", 7ul Ry R 7an
AT 4 7 AEH 2, SRIMRRIUE porphyra-334
FHEARICB T DHRLIER 272 &, 2 e VIcE
FNDHEG TSI LA OEBIERRSH D Z &0
WEIN TV,

HHWIIAYE ) UOFHOEME L THbL,
IR T HEE IR T 2L, ENRKES
STWD. i)y, BIHINTAYE ) VDIZEALE
DRIFEE I LS TWD A, ERNORTEES 5T
BEICEafI L CH 0, S IZIRE S Wiz 7z H
BOBRFIC L D2HH TS ORENRRD STV 5D.
£, WEEOFTHLEMENDL O, WS T
RECRAT 2 BMEE 7R E, WifEs & LRI R
RLONREELTEY, ZhOOERNERbHIFES
nTNA5.

U bods Ly, wERTIE, MistkadmiEi L
LCORYE U OREFEHERHSRE DEREE & 350 A
R A A ER L TW5. AR T, 1EBMERAE
DTN SN D 2 U HROA 5§ FEM
OB EEML, v/ v 7y —UREREMZ
7z in vitro D% T, LPS #FEfl~ 7/ a7 7 — U DORIE
PEAT == H —PEEICRIET A U SO
HIEIZOWTHRET LR RIC O W THRET 5.

2. EEBAHZE
2.1 MM RUHE

A/ U L LT 2010 4REA BMERENE S (=48
MEeRRAt) 2V, A e U 2 lBE oK
B (ZM-1; Retsch ) Tl L, Ki7£8 125 pm LT
DRz, WEOHIER <10, BkHARIE
HEET-18CTHRE LT,

AT T 2T T O b D& vz
penicillin/streptomycin (Life Technologies Gibco) , ™7
v Bs VR i3 (FBS; Thermo Scientific HyClone),
Dulbecco's Modified Eagle Medium (DMEM; FnYtid
HT.2) , LPS (Escherichia coli 0111:B4 H13k&; Fnytht
H T 2E), dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO; 77 74 7 A7),
mouse TNF-a ELISA Kit (Mouse ELISA Ready-SET-

Go!; Affymetrix eBioscience), Cell Counting Kit-8 ([7]
AL FER), 2 e~ 7770 =AU BT

(Wakogel C-300HG; Fn J #fi 3 T 3¢ ),
1-palmitoyl-2-oleoyl-phosphatidylglycerol (PO-PG),
1-palmitoyl-2-oleoyl-phosphatidylethanolamine (PO-PE),
1-palmitoyl-2-oleoyl-phosphatidic acid (PO-PA),
1-palmitoyl-2-oleoyl-phosphatidylserine (PO-PYS),
1-palmitoyl-2-oleoyl-phosphatidylcholine (PO-PC),

1-palmitoyl-2-hydroxy-phosphatidylcholine (P-LPC) (LA
k6 AT Avanti Polar Lipid), phenylmethylsulfonyl
(Sigma-Aldrich Co), RIPA buffer (Cell
Signaling Technology), Laemmli SDS-PAGE sample
buffer (Bio-Rad), anti-mouse iNOS rabbit polyclonal
antibody (Cell
COX-2 rabbit polyclonal antibody (Enzo Life Sciences),
anti-mouse GADPH rabbit polyclonal antibody (Gene

fluoride

Signaling Technology), anti-mouse

Tex), alkaline phosphatase conjugated anti-rabbit IgG
goat polyclonal antibody (Life Technologies Invitrogen).
{5238 6 HE (Western-SuperStar; Life Technologies
Invitrogen), phospholipase Al (Thermomyces
lanuginonus H 3; Sigma-Aldrich Co), phospholipase A2
(Naja mossambica mossambica H3K; Sigma-Aldrich
Co) , phospholipase C (Clostridium perfringens F1%#;
Sigma-Aldrich Co). F7=, HHEAEBL O - 7L H
UREIE, FrICEEE LR W ER D R hlisE T8 oo Ky
G SR
2.2 WM BROFAR

o> 870 2 7 FEFE O A BEVE I (methanol, ethanol,
acetone, chloroform, ethyl acetate, petroleum ether,
n-hexane) Z T, AV B UHKHER LY MK
IR L7, AU REBREIC AN 1g OFEHT 10
mL OFEEZTML, HiICT 1R L. 2
nZEELIHE (1,500 x g, 1043) L, AR Z Y
L7z, JHZREICHE 10 mL OB 12, iR
TP L7z, OB L stk 15, &6
—OHIHIR & G e T I A LR L, EYZ
FRE: U CHIH R 2R Uiz, RoE W A &
Z Tt DOIEE % 20 mg/mL & L, -40°C THRE L
7z
2.3 fERatEE

YU AHKY I BT 7 — VG R RAW264.7

(BRAEASA AU Y — 2 X0 $24E) &2 Hv CHlllaatir
24T > T2 HIBEIE 1% penicillin/streptomycin, 10% FBS
E A DMEM Fi 1l & V) 5%CO, f77E F 37°C TRk RES
# L7z, LPS #FEA NO K& O TNF-ad FEA BRI,
e PN T OEEEZMZ, U FOFRMETITo 7.



R 2X10° cells/mL DOFPEEEEIZ 725 X 9 K5
TAHARL, AfaEEEA 96 well 7 L— ~Z 200 uL 3
DE LT 16 REEIFTRG#E L, Miln % 7" L — MCEEs
IH-. ML VR BEABREL, B Ei T
Vet ts, MIEDREIC CRE 2 o S - %
180 uL I™IIL, & HIT 15 31412 LPS % 20 pL %0
L CHRRE 200 uL CTHEE L7 (n=3). 2% 6 REfEE
T 19 FE# OREE RIS A8 L, TNF-of=fE (85
& 6 IFfllfe) MOVNO JREE (B54% 19 FEff#) 2 &
L7z, BUBHIRIEE 2 #2E S 72112 50 mg/mL O
JEC—H DMSO (ZIAfR L, & D%FTE DRI/ 5
X 9 BEIC /S 7-. DMSO DMt A2 EE L,
BEHIIZ 351 B DMSO DFEIRIEN 0.2%% M 2 72\ &
22 L7z, TNF-aif# (X ELISA Bl Xk v k7=, &
BHEINEE O 0 12— DMSO JFEEICTHEE L
T-REHERIES 2N L2 0x a2 e —,
LPS &A1 ¥ |2 LPS MRS # 2 Fshn L 7=
LOET T E L, TINF-afe EMflEEDEAS W
(PRER) ZLLFOXTHH L.
TNF-afE AR E R (%)={1—-(Sa—Sb)/ (Sc—Sb)}x100
ZIZT,

Sa : AEHRINEE I 31T 5 TNF-oi

Sb : 75 > 2 @ TNF-of i

Sc: I ha—/L® TNF-ou2 i,

fih )7, NO PEAR:IZ, Griess % N L 0 £5a% B
ICEME LI iAo 4> (NOy) REZHET S 2
CICEVEHM L. bbb, B3 EE 125 ul %
96 well ¥4 7 27 L— MIEHEL, Griess A3 %
125 pL @00 L THRTHIFR L, 10 3 i iE % ~
A7 a7L— k1) —&— (Molecular devices H! M5 ;
YRR 18 A B AR IR ST Hi gk SR AR A A Bh) I T R
500 nm & 650 nm (ZF1F HWIEEE (AA) ZRIE L
7o, BEHIZ NO, A SR 72 b OB IEHER & L TR
AR A ERC L, BiHirP o NOyIREE Z k7=, NO
FEAERLERIL, TNF-ofEEfLER & RERIZUL F O
THH L.

NO £ 7 B % =
AAb)}x100

T,

AAa : FEHASTINES H oD W i BE 75

AAb 1 7T 7 O SEEE

AAc : > b — /LD REZE,

BREHMIIX O 2 > s r— VRIZxE$ % FEA L E
BROFEE, Dunnett DL EILIIZ LV HRE LTz,

2.4 fARREEH

HIRERER 1 X D NO/ TNF-ofE A il 00 2224 1 A ffe

(%)={1-(AAa—AADb)/(AAc—
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BT DL, MBETEMEREF >~ b (Cell Counting
Kit-8) Y% T, kloMpE S A E L.
2. 3 LA — ORI THE L O LPS OFFET 20
P MR 28 L, 512 — B FRZ%E#, Cell Counting
Kit-8 & et (2 pL reagent/98 uL medium) T 6
REfEE R L, ~( 7 n7L— ) =¥ —|ZTHE
450 nm & 650 nm (231 DO (AA) ZHlE L
2. MBEEEOREE, ar ha—RIZBITS
AA T 2FBHRIEE I DAA D THR LTz,
2.5 5E

HIRAFARBRIZ 35U THRYVY NO/TNF-ofE ATl A 7= L
7= ethanol #H#) %, Wy B N [EAHFH Y (SPE)
IZCorm L7z, [ Lot 1g 2 80 mL @
chloroform/methanol/water = 1/2/0.8 (v/v) (Z¥EfiE X4,
3 — RMZ A=, 20 mL @ chloroform A TNZ /K
AWML T30 4R L, 4°CT—RgkiE Liz. K@
;OEEEZ ENZNolRL, W2 HEL THE
%, 50% ethanol (JKJ&) & 5\ i chloroform (%
J&) \CHERSET.

EBIT, VU BTN E T ER DS
x, AEZ, IEMEEESLEELN SR IND
chloroform ¥ HE 5y, HENEE 23 /3Bl S5 acetone I
HIE 7y S OV R 2353 B S 41 % methanol 34 H ] 47
233l L7=. 725, chloroform T¥Afi{k L7=
YUATNTT b (TR 20 mL) I AHE Y

(200 mg in 5 mL chloroform) % {¥£ A L, chloroform,
acetone % TN methanol (%% 200 mL) AR H <+,
WA B 5 U CRE R L 72 20 B O P S I 2 Vs i
SHTA0CTHRE L, Mfastiricgt L.

2.6 EEyOX RIS T4 —

ethanol fillHH#IF N E DB % g 7 v~ b
77 74— (TLC) IZffk L7z, &#EL (150 pg in 10
puL solvent) % TLC L — K (Silica gel-60 TLC
aluminum plates, Merck Germany) |Z % 77 L ,
chloroform/methanol/water/triethylamine=30:35:7:35
(VV)TER L 2. EH%BOTL— MILLTFO 3
R OGS TRAB S H T2 (1) 50% sulfuric acid
#R3K, (2) Dittmer-Lester &A% > (U VIFEOMH)
(3) diphenylamine (DPA) #3E *¥ (BEIEEL OFH) . OF
BT, 6 MBI VFEY 7 A2 G0EEY VIRE

(PO-PG, PO-PE, PO-PA, PO-PS, PO-PC, P-LPC) ik
AW HERL, 557280 RO RfEN G, 3k
DY UNEE Y T AxHEE LT
271 9xRATAYTAUY

LPS #5588 RAW264.7 MiflZ 31T 2 3558 —fRql

EREKER (NOS) RO 7 nAxv s —E2
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#1 AHv ) HEMEDONE EMEL~ 27 1 77— ONO/TNF-oiE A BHIEF K OVl i e
Acetone Petroleum ether Chloroform Methanol Ethanol Ethyl acetate n-Hexane
Yield of extracts (%) 3.1 1.0 2.5 15.4 12.1 0.9 2.1
Inhibition rate (%)
Nitric oxide 384 £ 45 -294 + 264 71.8 £ 4.7 ** 604 + 7.8 %% 91.7 £ 24* 68 + 15.6 421 £ 13.9*
TNF-o 158 £ 6.8 98 + 89 365 £ 47%* 502 £ 85%** 41.1 £ 104 * 140 =+ 1.8 38 £ 45
Cell viability (%) 1002 £ 1.5 101.6 = 2.0 102.0 + 2.8 1022 = 0.8 101.1 = 1.8 9.1 =+ 29 103.8 + 4.1

ZH €V L0 B ARER Y A DMSOIZ AR S, I EE100 ug/mL TRAW264. T/ (4 X 10% cells/well, in 96 well microplate) (7§
MU 72, LPSZ #4318 B 10 ng/mL TN L TNOK ONTNF-o D A Z 758 L, il AN O B 2 Fh i N (DMSOHAMER &) 12k

D EEALESRTHE L. #p<0.05, **p<0.01 (Dunnett’s test, vs control).

(COX-2) DZ I BEFRBIKIET /Y 53l D
WRL U AZ Ty T 4 IR RE LT,
RAW264.7 ZHifluki2%MH 6 well 7' L — MZ 4X10°
cells/mL DHMIFLHE T 3 mL RN L T 16 FERTATE; 3%
L7z, AL 0B #R RIEZbRE L, Frf7is ot
Wik, FTE ORI CTRENE /0 S B 7o 55 A RN
L, &5HIZ 15 kI LPS AV 5t (REHREE @ 10
ng/mL) ZUHIL THE3 mL & L, 19 KRGS L
7o, B RIEAHLY BRE, PBS(-) CHEALZ e L C
725 1 mmol/L phenylmethylsulfonyl fluoride & A
RIPA buffer 0.5 mL Z ¥R L, Ao 4 FIHE - FAE S
7=. RIPA buffer % [AII L, Sk T 48 & B ALPE (Sonifier
150, Branson #) |2 J 0 MR 2 flife L, 050 BfE

(20,000 x g, 573) (ZX 0 REWEEY bR, Mz
WIRR 257, MRERETOZ "7 Bz 0.5
mol/L trichloroacetic acid fF7E FiLE =+, 512
Acetone T¥E##%, 50 pL @ Laemmli SDS-PAGE
sample buffer (5% PB-mercaptoethanol & 47) M N 2
uL @ 1 mol/L ammonium hydrogen carbonate % ¥s/l
LTH o7 B 4 B S, 10005 008z L
K o8y G At LT SDS-PAGE HIFERE L7z,

Z OB 10 uL 27 L F ¥ X FF/L (Mini-Protean
TGX, 4-20%, Bio-Rad #) (27774 L, SDS-PAGE
L7z, BRIKEBIZRO S VDT 0 T 4 T
iBlot 7-Minute Blotting System (Life Technologies #)(Z
TATV, PVDF BEICHRG SN/ /7 H & Fald
S CHmEY LT,

— K PLIK : anti-mouse iNOS rabbit Bi (& K& OV
anti-mouse COX-2 rabbit LA,

T IRHUA : alkaline phosphatase conjugated anti-rabbit
IgG Pk,

A e = o fan

WAIEPE = > b = — L HI{K : anti-mouse GAPDH
rabbit {4 >
2.8 Phosphol ipase ALIE

U VB % & T methanol IR %V VIEE iR
[#%% (phospholipase Al, phospholipase A2 & %\ &

phospholipase C) THLEE L T Z #1% in vitro sAER I ik

L, NO/HA NAaA EARMGNEMEIC ZIET Y A5
HOFHHRIZOWTHREEL T2, AL RSA T L (4
mL 7¥) 1 CHLE X 72 methanol I8HY (1.5 mg) %
2 mL @ diethyl ether/methanol = 98/2 (v/v). |25k &
H, KBEF D acetate buffer (50 mmol/L, pH6.0) VA
ZUINLTHART 6 BERFFR Lo, BUB, LT
I 32 MEYR N O acetate buffer Z 1A L ClAl—5: {4 TR
HLEbDE Y hu—alkh e L.

B SOSIRIR N OY 2 > b b — VB HAR % i D
fElc X v EZ[E L, DMSO IZ 50 mg/mL OREHEE T
HEMSEZH%IC I mgml 1225 X9 1%
penicillin/streptomycin, 10% FBS %A DMEM £5#1iZ
AL, 2.3 LRBROZAMT in vitro sUBRICHE L 72.

3. #BR

3.1 MO EMS LS
FZLICEHEIZBT ANE, ~/a 77 —T0
LPS #FEA NO pEAFLFESR, TNF-afEEHEEL D
MlREEEZ R U, AR L 7 oF T, =
v b u =Lk L CABEIZHRV NO pEARRLE ONT
TNF-a AR E 278 L= D1, chloroform 4,
methanol il HH{#)3F TNZ ethanol fliH¥ CToH - 7=.
acetone 25U T & NO FEAEN ONE TNF-auE L
OIH B ST, ZDHE T hr—/Lilk
LTCHEERLDTIEAR o7, M7, n-hexane i
MILWIT NO PEAEZRME L 72, Y oI
methanol FH 703 i & & <, ¥R T ethanol fliH#23
m o T2 WSTIEMEIT W oz sV T h =
Yhur—EEDLLT, ZnboMEYOF T
RAW264.7 1Z5%f LT 100 pg/mL O ThaEM: 2R~
TH O &l STz,

3.2 NEYMDIRERVFEMNE

3.1 OFER AT, 58\ NO/TNF-aff AL E %2R L
7~ ethanol #iiHH#% chloroform/methanol/water D& C
WREC L, E 1A S D BRI 431
ONTIET Y A7V EHWTZSPEIZ LV & HICHISy



B L7z, % % Q53 E DOINER % 3R 2 |28 LT-. ethanol
T oKkE BUKPEE ) N BOUKPEE 53~
SYECFRITZE NI 36.9Wt%F N 64.5wt% Th o 72.
F 7z, B/KYER 73 D SPE 12 X % chloroform ¥ HH47,
acetone VA E /I (MZ methanol V& H B[ 75~ 7yl
L, EENBUKMER S &2 100wt% & LT 25.8wt%,
44 8wt%IF TNZ 27.5wt% T - 7-.

3T, BB ET D NO PEAFREZ R L
72 NO PEAPRF I TBUKPERE 73 DT IZ DHFBED H i,
ZOERITRERFN TH -T2, £z, BUKMEE Y
NHAFT2 3 S EY O TIL acetone ¥E P &Y
methanol & H44#) D 1] 5 (2 [RIFE B OBRFETE DGR D 6

#2 A¥ 1tV ethanolfii i DRI L O
EFH 38 1T B 43 B DU

Yield-1 Yield-2 Yield-3
wt%

Ethanol extract 12.1 100.0

Water layer (hydrophilic) 4.5 36.9
Organic layer (lipophilic) 7.8 64.5 100.0
Chloroform eluate 2.0 16.6 25.8
Acetone eluate 35 28.9 44.8
Methanol eluate 2.1 17.7 27.5

Yield-1, 7 U ByRZ100& L 72K DI ER; Yield-2, Ethanoliili H#
2100 & L7ZRFOUNLER; Yield-3, AHEE 4100 & L7-REOULE,
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n, TOERITREERGFHN T 7. R 4ICEDH
MIZEBIT D INF-aEEfHEFREZ R LIZ. NO OGH
LR, TNF-oPEAIZBWTYH, FREEENTED S
N DITBOKMEE S DO TH 7=, F7=, M54y
B Xi7z 3 B4y D 95 B, acetone VA HH 4y & Y
methanol & HH 8] 73 1 X FE AR A7 AL TNF-ouPE A= 2 #1i)
L, NO FEAEDOLA LRIkOERmZR L. 72
B, Ml EEMNEX EORBIKICEBWTHRD BT,
2 e U BN L &40 7c NO/ TNF-auE 2 FH
X, MlRZzD O T HEEEIZLD DO TIE
N EHET SN (TR E ).

iNOS
COX-2

GAPDH

100

ME (ug/mL) O 0 1 10

LPS (10 ng/mL)

1 WEHEE~7 v 77 =228 5INOSK T
COX-278 BLFAH 812 K IX 9 methanoli& ) D52 2
Methanoli% Hi#) (ME) % DMSOIZ A fif &4, #&# FE 1-100 ug/mL
TRAW264. 7l (1.2 X106 cells/well, in 6 well plate) (ZHHNL

7-. Cell lysate & western blotting{Z it L C, LPSIZ L W #F&E STz
iNOS L TRCOX-20D 4 > 73 7 B % B B % 3A L 7.

#3 EMH b~ w77 —VICBITANOEAICKIETHEREAYE ) U 5B DOiE
% Inhibition of nitric oxide production
Level - - -
Solvent partition SPE fractionation
(Mg/mL)  Ethanol extract — - o

Hydrophilic Lipophilic Chloroform eluate  Acetone eluate Methanol eluate

0.1 0.5 £53 -1.2 £75 42 £4.7 272 £149 88 = 73 212 £95
1 73 x£52 112 £58 13.0 =822 6.6 £ 8.2 342 £ 92 * 574 £4.7 **
10 29.0 £6.7 ** 11.6 £2.0 67.5 £49 ** 24 £ 6.2 62.5 £ 2.4 ** 84.1 = 7.1 **
100 72.7 £5.0 ** 6.9 £2.4 73.8 £2.6 ** -5.7 £11.5 70.4 &= 5.3 ** 71.0 3.0 **

A e U ethanolfth 4 & 0 457 #9855 ¥ % DMSOIZ AR S, #& IR £0.1-100 pg/mL CRAW264. 7/l (4 X 107 cells/well, in 96 well
microplate) (ZHSHI L 7=, LPS % #4510 ng/mLTHRM L TNODPEA: 2358 L, TR IN o 2225 2 s 50 (DMSO B 5-)
Wk 2 PEARHE T FR L 72, #p<0.05, #*p<0.01 (Dunnett’s test, vs control).

Fz4 IEMHb~Z v 77— BT ATNF-alEAIL KIETHFEARATE U SRy O
Level % Inhibition of TNF-alpha production
eve " - -
(lg/ml)  Ethanol extract Sf)}vent partlt}on _ SPE fractionation
Hydrophilic Lipophilic Chloroform eluate ~ Acetone eluate Methanol eluate
0.1 7.9 =35 -1.7 £11.6 442 £ 75 * 119 = 25 83 = 6.9 284 £ 5.5
1 7.7 *£18.7 0.0 =11.4 53.8 £22 ** 2.8 = 8.9 273 £ 2.5 ** 37.0 £25 **
10 36.0 = 3.0 -123 £0.5 56.2 £2.0 ** -3.6 £ 5.7 432 £ 4.0 ** 46.6 = 4.8 **
100 419 *124 * 22 £3.8 58.6 4.0 ** 8.8 = 8.9 55.9 &= 5.8 ** 72.8 £2.2 **

A/ U ethanolfili 4 & 0 157 #4845 i) & DMSOIZ R S &, #&I ££0.1-100 pg/mL CRAW264. 7H1id (4 X 10* cells/well, in 96 well
microplate) (ZHRIN L7, LPS% #3210 ng/mL CHIN L CTNF-aD BEA Z 7538 L, il O 28 % i I (DMSO BUm#
5) T B EAE SR TE L. #p<0.05, **p<0.01 (Dunnett’s test, vs control).
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A“ wwg °© Twg v
- -
Y LA -g.m
s » 'Ei—u- -

S

s

- ' Lo a.,c

© #mLFC
3 4 5 PL 1 2

.

1.2 3 4 5§ PL 1 2 3 4 5PL 1 2 3 4 5 PL

2 AHY B VUethanofiH B L OZF O EMOME Y n~ N 757 4 —
JEBH &1 [ EHH, Silica gel-60; B EFH, chloroform/methanol/water/triethylamine=30:35:7:35 (v/v); #EHEAR &, 150 pg.
A, B HHEER 72 L B, 50% sulfuric acid + 180°CANEY; C, Dittmer-Lesterst 3 ; D, DPAFRIE + 120°CHN#E; lane 1, ethanol4fi H4; 2, ethanolf

¥ — AR5y ; 3, A & E 55— chloroformi% H 1143 ; 4,4 %8 B /3 —acetone & H B 47 5,4 148 B 5y —methanolJ& Hi# 73, PL, U >
NREAREAE . RFAE: PG (PO-PG), 0.60; PE (PO-PE), 0.51; PA (PO-PA), 0.47; PS (PO-PS), 0.42; PC (PO-PC), 0.22; LPC (P-LPC), 0.10.
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3 A¥ v/ V-V IEEE ST ONO/TNF-af AMFIERN BIE 44578 U o 55T 5o gl 2 AL B oD 72 %8¢

U U IREHISy & ) VIR SR b L < (TR IR Obufferlc TA ¥ =2~— F L, iEM{b~ 7 v 7 7 — P ONO/TNF-a A
PHIER 2 bbig U7-. BUBF 2 R EE 1S L < 1310 ug/mLIZ TRAW264.7 (4 X 10* cells/well, in 96 well microplate) (Z#sA1 L 724, LPS
(10 ng/mL) THIF L, NO/TNF-o. FEAEBRLE A B UINX & MEAINX & Thufg L7z,

A, NOPEAEPHE#; B, TNF-ofE £ i E =, Buffer, U o NEE /3 fif %6 BEIRAN (bufferd 7); PLA1, phospholipase Al; PLA2,
phospholipase A2; PLC, phospholipase C. **p<0.01 vs control (10 pg/mL sample); $p<0.05, § 5p<0.01 vs control (I pg/mL sample) .

3.3 9z RAVIAYTFa4VY

Methanol ¥R H B 43 1ZOW T, LPSIC X W FE I
%2 ODEE#E (INOS LT COX-2) DX LRI 'E
BUZRIETHBEZ V= AZ T ayT 4 712 &
DEME L7c. 2ofE%R, K1IRT L9102, LPS®
TRANZ X0 INOS } Y COX-2 O i i3 0D F Bl o B A
P B ALY, 10 pg/mL LA D methanol fli P IRN
\Z& D, LPS I KL % MiEESEDORBLFHE N 62N
il s, s, WEME=2 > h e —/LTH % GAPDH
DIEFEILLPS K OB ORI 2303 5 —E T
HoT-.

3.4 TLC

2 |Z ethanol i {H# }x N D43 mi#) D TLC % 7~
L72. 50% sulfuric acid {24 ¥ ethanol fliH#1Z d5\ >
THEBORBRZ A R ESh, DL <N
BB OBOKMER /32 Bl S vz, E2, Ml S
=5y 5 5, methanol IFHE4FIZBWTITY o~
Mg H I D Dittmer-Lester sRIRIZFE AT BH /N
ROEEGER D B, FERE T AT 5 DPA RFE Ti
B S e o7-. )7, acetone ¥ HIEI /32T
1%, DPA RIKIZHEET DN RAEERRD b, —
B Dittmer-Lester 303K T # %t L72. chloroform ¥



EZBNTEAI R T /A RIENIZZ ma 7 4 LR
B S T2, ZRLISME 50% sulfuric acid THEHH
SNHI N ROHRTH-T.

methanol IFHPIC B W THBRICHH S 5 3
Ko 55, RFE 0.59, 0.50,0.24 XX 0.10 D32 Rk
Y VIEE0 REELEOXENLZENEF R
phosphatidylglycerol, phosphatidylethanolamine, phos-
phatidylcholine }% X lysophosphatidylcholine T& % &
s (FR¥EY URE O Rf fH : PO-PG, 0.60;
PO-PE, 0.51; PO-PA, 0.47; PO-PS, 0.42; PO-PC, 0.22;
P-LPC, 0.10). ffi /5, RffH 0.38 ® /32 RIZHOW T
EOFMERD RIS AL o7z,
3.5 Phospholipase MLE#HD NO/H 1 b hA VEE

HIIE
77m77—9@us%§ﬂNm#4%ﬁ4y@
IHRT DU Sy o E M R E T

phosphohpase DEBEZX 3R L. U /H':WFE/\
@ NO BEAEBA T phospholipase A1 & U phospholipase
A2 BRI LY FEICKRDbIL. (K3A). filL),
phospholipase C (Z & ¥ FEAZRHE IR T 2 7= L7
DS, BERARABRX AT L TR E I o Te. £ 72,
M 3BT LI, U EEESr D TNF-ofE AR
EIRER LB L VKT L, FFIZ phospholipase Al

(BEE : 1 pg/mL) K OF phospholipase A2 (2 : 10
pug/mL) THERIKTZxR L.

4. BER

Fex L, invitro RIEETT L E LTEZHIN TS
~ U AV T n 77— UM RAW264.7 & HW,
KIGEHK LPS (2 X W #5E 4 5 NO/TNF-aD EAE
WZRIET A VOB EZRGE LT, £D
HESL, BEIK)N 5 ethanol, methanol & 5 VM X chloroform
THIE SN D EYAY, 50V NO/TNF-oufE A 1
PHTHZEEZHLNI L. D OABIAEI
Hi@ L CREORICHWSN D Z ENEN T En
o, NO/TNF-afE A5 280 bIEE Th
LI ENHERINTE., 22T, BEEEAETD
ethanol ?Eﬂj%%{ﬁ?{ﬁf Sy K0 BKMEE > & Bk
PEBEI ST, IEEOFEDS TR éﬂéiﬁ%k PE )
2T, é?%f; LONCHAMAEE, HERELDY

VHEE D 3 43 IS4 I 5 Rouser D TF-E NI HE L T

SPE]L72. TLC OFSHRIE, BRI 5323, U)ﬁm
T A4 RReran T VEOBTE, (2) FEIEE K

(3) U VIRETHAkShD Z k%ﬂ*ﬁ‘%@f%ot.

it,NmnmaﬁimﬁWmiﬁ%m
/Hbﬁhﬁﬁ‘/\ \—uAu &) 67}/11 @J:Ff?ﬁ‘/\

Aoy
XD B

TRk 24 FF £E

272, NO/TNF-ofEEHIEH DM ICH A -7 Y &

/B 1]} % phospholipase THLEE L 7= & Z A% O Hjl
TEPEDNZE L, £ ORBUEN I3 phospholipase Al
U\ phospholipase A2 CTHRFIZHRUE @T“B‘?) ) f: n
5OFERNG, AV UHKOIFEE S Z1E LPS
Eo~vwrmn7y— /@NWH@aﬁé%mﬁﬁé

ENFEL, 27l e, U UIREEREOEM
(ZFE LTV D agerEs @ 2 E%TWLTwé
Fo, VURBEZZ < EERWIEEERSICH Y &~
BE 5y & [FFEFE O IHITE RO %ﬂé Enb,
A/ U IRE O NO/TNF-o A Ml /E R 1 R
Diksr BE) ICX-oTOARGIERIENDHDTIE
RNZ L ERRLTND.

H AR AR 5y 3% 2010°01C g, A/ Y
DIFEGEITEWH =Y 37%T, T, 702

(1.6%), v=>7 (12%), 74/ Y (03%), A
U 7 U 5O OVERIRIC LRIV RIS m W EBE T
b2, E£lz, A% VOIREZ 7 AT OV THEM

IZFHTZ Araki & ORFZE DI LpuE, A e
BB 1L F & L T monogalactosyl diacylglycerol
(MGDG; 27.2molar%), digalactosyl
(DGDG; 24.5molar%), sulfoquinovosyl diacylglycerol
(SQDG; 10.6molar%) 7¢ & D H 7 7 b BERE & O
phosphatidylglycerol (19.0molar%), phosphatidylcholine
(12.2molar%), phosphatidylethanolamine (3.2molar%)7s
Eor7Ven ) VIEENHRY, triacylglycerol 72 &
DO HMAREE X 3.4molar% & D72V DONFHE TH 5.
S6lZ, AY e VIEEONENBMERE 2 &,
palmitic acid W ONZ R FE%L 20 DA FAFIIENEE N 1Z &
AERED, TTbBMIZEZETEND
eicosapentaenoic acid 23 AEHIE D 50%LL F4 5w %
OREA=—=7 b DOThHD. )5, AR
T TLC {2 & Y fFAEDMHEE S 4172 methanol ¥ H#) D
U >V HE'E 7 7 A% phosphatidylglycerol, phosphatidyl-
ethanolamine, phosphatidylcholine f T¥ lysophospha-
tidylcholine TH Y, T, Araki HBEITR LT
U UHEEMK IR EEHT 5260 THS.

U EDO#ERNG, U MFEROSIRE Tk S
DAY UHROBANEEL, LPS HEIC XV &
BIND~vrmrT77—YDNOMA A VA%
T 2G4 2 2 LRk ang. £/,
NO/HA b7 A 2 PEAMENZ 1T 2 1HVPER 1 DAl
ELTY VEERET NN, IENEEHAK E O
%, O THEEERAYE, U VIRE Y T A K DIEED
BEWREIZOWTARALRREZELTEY, 4%
DFEMRRR PN LETH A 9 .

diacylglycerol

BIXEMt 2 —HEREE
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Jiang H1%, AV UnbHH Li=ALT 0T
[ZH1F 5 RAW264.7 Ml o> LPS #%:E % NO/TNF-ouif
EIRITTHEETN, RNL7 47 BN NO DL
ERMAAZEEHLMNTILTWS P K5I,
Jiang & DI X, AV E ) U HFEORR T BHIR
SEMEREZR T2 Z LA TR THBRRDERTHSH. R
FEVDOINETCOEERERRZZE T,
ARFFEORERC AV E TR S X, Bk

PRIERMZ R TE D AEENENEEZLND.

LU D, EBRICR L7z & S ITHRIEMER %
B D0 E I DTSN TE LT, Toaahk
WCOWTHEEIZHRFT L TW S SLERSH D, APE )
U NEE ORNBIECENRE, FIRIEMER OIER A
=X L, EBREMW) & V- in vivo TOYEFOBAR
ENSH%OBEREE WZ 5.

5. BhYIc
AW TIE, HRetERMmERE LToxe Y

OR®BREZEN LT, A/ U HKES 7S

DOPRIEAERIZHOWTHREEL 72, £ DRER,

1) 2% v/ VUHKREGRE®R 21X, ~ 7 AHK
RAW264.7 #3515 % LPS A AE M L 240
Z, RV CIREE S, INOS, COX-2 72 b TNT
TNF-oDJE B 8 2 i L7z

2) 2% Y ESREASIEEm 73 ) CNEE & HEN
BCHEkE, €055 CIEEE I
phosphatidylglycerol, phosphatidylethanolamine,

juily

phosphatidylcholine 23 & 412 2 & A/RE S L7z,

3) 2% e Uk CIEEBE 5O NO/Y A K J A
VPEAEMHIVER X phospholipase ALERIZ L 0 g2k
LizZ &b, MRIEFEROMERS L LT, Y
VERE N RE ST
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