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LL1 TRIREY WIENHRESE RS
BEER R R (pH==7) 3B, BE.0>43 B (6 000 r/min, 10
C), LEMAE QMR , L, UL BT, A4k, K
4RI T R, SRR B R

.12 ZRIHHYSEHR BHM/NER, 6
~8 R, IRE 16~18 g, HIIR BB EHYH A
PR MR E SRR U1, B TEES
BHEp g1, LR BB HE YR R REMER.
1.2 ke H %k

B P B B R /R 50 KL BEALSY b b AL, B4
10 K, A5 EH X B, ol A 4 f0 3 ST SRR
M. FEEFIERZ AT, TRA/NE L ME KBEREY
7d, BRER 0.6 m,3 MEIGHAFMEST N 1. 08/
kg, 2. 0 g/kg, 4. 0 g/ks, FHRIE 1+ 5(W/ WO LRI
BHOKHR, B NETER R FEEM 0.2 ml,
FOEbR Y R, LR A etk AR B UMEHRE Bl
B, FHFMIERIE SR, TR, kA
JERNEBORTT VRIT TN 1 emX 1 emX 1 em, AR
FIEA 6 Gy, [ 2d 1K, 33K, LHHARS RS
FlRf A B AR, ELE 12d, RRAEATTHR
B, BUR ML AT 40 i S 000 52 5 4R U5, /D B SAfe id
kA58, R E, BUIPE BR B, TH B IR 3R, BUR AR R
B, R EEN R B BRI #T NK 45
TEHET R, R AT R T BRI .

1.1

By OD {H , SR FE 1 5 NK 154k,

1.3.2 MEHRIIENED REARLESZA
o BRI ConA J LPS Fl B &Y 42 /0 bk L 40 A 348 (B3R 3
SR/ T A B BRIThEE . WEREUEH =S
HE¥H-TdR £ A Cpm {ER/R, i+ B AN KT E
RR,

1.3.3  SME ML H 40 LR 30 &
TREITH
1.4 HHEALEE

KR E AT RER ST

2 X531

2.1 ME X} NK 4RBf7E A R0
BRLE .
%1 ME 8 NK SRR

Tab. 1 Effect of ME on NK activity in spleen of mice (=10,

B, ¥ v . 5

X£8)
20 5] g NK 4t
(8/kg) (%)
IE# %A / 49. 87+1. 08
LBaificd ip| / 36. 11=1. 7144
ME 1.0 38.1241.29**
2.0 45.5841.62%*
4.0 41.0540.91**

* % P<{0.01,vs BLOERS4H ; AAP<C0. 01,vs IEFNTHEA,

B 1 WAL, e /N R 4 MR A I B INK 41 B 7
A BE B T R (P<<0. 01), %b Il ME J5 ,NK 40 ffd 3% 15
EHBUKE . ZREF(P<0.0D),

1.3 REHE
1.3.1 NK#MAGE®ENED #mwpHgE 2.2 MEXHE@ERIIEEMTEmE
Bk, 2ESMRUERERA, 5 RBRARSK HRIEK 2.
B (BL 1 % NP-40 b3 8040 i) 78 I 1% 490 nm
&2 ME XNRHEBBEIHARAI RN
Tab. 2 Effect of ME on founction of lymphocyte in mice(n=10,X+5)
i iR ConA LPS
(g/kg) Cpm RR Cpm RR
EH T4 / 22 7062 083 100 18 38941 530 100
Bl R A 2 / 14 710+ 93044 64.78 13 29641 73944 72.30
ME 1.0 16 325+510* 71.89 15 7894-1 879+ 85. 86
2.0 19 07341 088> * 83.99 17 9434:2 253~ 97.57
4.0 16 3394432~ 71.95 17 4134+2 097~ * 94. 69

% P<C0. 05, * * P<C0. 01,vs SLLIFESH4H ; AAP<C0. 01, vs IEHXTHEA.

B 3% 2 T, S R A 2 /N B, B3R ConA T
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HIEHXTIRAR 64.78 Y% 72. 30 X%, 40 ME )5,

R 5 BE S 0, ConA A F 53 K&, LPS HR SE 2 K

H,ZREEP<0.05),

2.3 ME X340 E M B 4HA8 5 H R 1
ZERNE 3. ‘

® 3 MEXMSEAMB AR KR

Tab. 3 Effect of ME on white cell total number (n=10,X+8)

28 7 & WBC
(g/kg) (X10%/L)
EH A EA / 1.2640. 02
B BR S / 1. 034+0. 04AA
ME 1.0 1.1740. 05*
2.0 1.2640.06**
4.0 1.2540.08* *

4 ME M HRNHIE R R

* P<C0. 05, * * P<C0. 01 vs B4 B8 5T 20 ; AAP<C0. 01 vs IEH % BE
4.,

B %2 3 T, B R A4 L 41 L 4 B B
4> (P<0. 01, b1l ME J& , 41U B B F FH.2. 0
&/ ke Fil 4. 0g/ kel B 4135 B IE % % B 4K F (P<
0.01),
2.4 ME 33 Fpeg il F B o

BRILE 4.

Hi 3% 4 AT, BT/ BUBS HPE B U (ULO B
B R B MR 1R (P<0. 01D, HPIHR K 90. 07
% »4h 7 ME 28 1 P 6 T 2 2 B AL OB )
92.27 %, % 4 1R B, ME F] 53 h /s B A 1
Hi.

Tab. 4 Tumor inhibitory effect of ME on Ul4 —bearing mice(n=10,X+8)

263 i HE Eilibr B R
(8/k8) (8) %) (mg/g)
B i %} BB 40 / 2.7240. 47 / 6.74+0.13
BA.A0 B AT / 0.2740. 04~ * 90. 07 6. 4140. 34
ME 1.0 0.2440. 06~ * 91.17 9.37-+0. 6544
2.0 0.2140. 04>~ 92.27 10. 6740. 5644
4.0 0.25+0.05%* 90. 80 9.85+40. 3544

* % P<<0.01,vs PAMEXT B4 ; AAP<C0. 01,vs BAZBRATAA ,

T D4R R Ay 5 35 34 3 /T BE 24 FRUA BRUMR T 41 Bl X
ConA,B 4l i %} LPS 7V , Abbas, AK. & 1991 4sE$& 1,
ConA 24 T 4 MIFIBLIR . BB/ kL 20 R & 4 ), 8
H REHRRH R B, 7EIL B 5 BB 4T e b 7 G I
REY G , BRI X ConA R MWV iX —H LB, If
MRBYEE R T AERAZIIEE. I IRBY %
WA B 4 MU LPS [V, AT RE ey T H B E AR A F L 7
AR Tn JHHITT 240 N 26 B GHRIERES LPS R
RLET L. F54h, W DLER LAY o B 5B 48 o 3 BE oS HR 4
/AN NK 4H R 5, R A MR A L fy s R
R 2 W UEHE R B NK 40 B 7E AL e 0 S B A R
RESEDERTHREEEFANKARTUE

1999 4F 28 3 #f

BAGIRAA . T E A L5t WA B I DR B AT
SN I B M SRR IR R MR AR R . X4
TBIE IR IR, BT UL BT G D132 By vl A Bl Ak T S
MHARESH SR SIKRE LRI EE , B i BE B R
SR R BERAHIE I . AL A RFILEER R
St e DUSR B 3 S RE T BE A BOUF I PR A L L
DUAR B 0 S B D RE B ML A AR IR IR
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Abstract

The effects of unity of close distance irradiation and mussel extract (ME) on immunity founction in tumor-bearing
mice was investigation. The results showed that the close distance irradiation caused decreased immunological indicarors
including NK cell activity ,the transformation strength induced by mitogens, spleen index increased markedly. The mus-

sel extract can enhance immune function and have significant synergism effect in close distance irradiation .
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