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Hypoglycemic effect of hydrolysate of Porphyra haitanensis
on diabetic model mice
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ABSTRACT To study the hypoglycemic effect of hydrolysate of Porphyra haitanensis on di-
abetes, the hyperglycemia mice were induced by alloxan to analyze the effects of HPH on
weight, organ coefficient, glucose tolerance, serum insulin (INS), glycosylated serum protein
(GSP), liver glycogen and so on. The result showed that the growth of weight, spleen coeffi-
cient, INS and concentration of liver glycogen in the mice were raised at certain doses of HPH,
while liver coefficient and GSP were lower, but thymus coefficient remained steady. Among
them, the blood glucose level of the mice treated with high and medium dose HPH were stable
and were significantly lower than the control. In conclusion, HPH has obvious hypoglycemic
effect on hyperglycemia mice induced by alloxan.
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I AIE, E N E G EANREMIN = RERERF Z— (Tsutsumi et al.  2003; Ferguson et al.  2010;
i RAE 2011, HA . 3R E R SR A6 ST AT LA 28 11 IR IR 2450 B2 2 W 0 1 RIE T AR
IO7 iy B B¢ (Hafizur ez al. 20110 fE AT AR 74 v 54K ELAT 66 088 R0 ) GO 26 0 DI R0CAY 1 1 9 I3 iy
[l A = 24 B A 0 G 3 Y A

In%3E Porphyra haitanensis, JBLLEEN ] A BN A EH A EBXFA. SATFEMEAT .2 JER .0 Y
BT e REZ T E RNy RA AT T 2R (B 5 5 20060, 284 W) WA AR AT 09 35 55 S WA 7 ) (Hy-
drolysate of Porphyra haitanensis , HPH) , i TR0k 14 4> F 45 F AN 20 7 1 B0 A P AR 3508 R Y
JoT ) W SR s B AR AR B B 1 22 K /N 20 A R AR I I ) B el R R AT Rl L R I T R IR L TR
UL PR AR IR R T RE (5K BEAE 2005 AR EAF 2006 WE%AFSE 2011 AT BN ] TR D BE £
i BT & o ASBIFSE LA IR 5630 Sy JEURk il 4 HIPH i gk 10 40 s W 375 1) oy 1000 A5 8 /N L sl ) 52 9 %0 HPH 19
MR 554 B 78 Ry 3 28 SR A v B4 T 2 ) P B 14 B 30

1 RS

1.1 Sz

HEbE BN BLCKMD L 100 FL PR TR 1852 g th L 1 736 2 5 50 3 W0 W2 7 42 8E . 3 46 T 4 5« SCXK
(P)2012~0002, /NG5 10 F LGB AR G, 11 Al FAK L BRBEIREE 251 °C L AT XHREE 60 %
5% R IR 12 b, ST 2012 45 O F 76 JE 112 B 2 B2 50 B 3 v R B R B Y A

1.2 {H 55

B3t T BH N K P o TR A PR AN w B AS. 1398 v 1k 2R 7 il < W 13 VT 95 0 48 o R N | DU
WEIE < W F] 36 1B Sigma 2 F] 5 A% 51 IR PR I IV B o) 24 A BR R 5 I00E DU AR < o R A R T AR A PR A
A BEA I 2R CGSPY AR & P il s 00 8 L /0 BB B 8 CINS) il 56 o 22 A W00 3K 790 6« 359 0 F i ot 42
W TR

FAZERE S T B4 . rp [ A BE T 2R M A RS ] s AY 220 B HL T R . H A SHIMADZU /A f] 5 SP-75 7
LON IR IR AR A BR 2 ] s Multiskan MK3 B 4713 - 3 B Thermo 23 & 3 SY6000 /N 5 3 15§
55 T HRAN i A Sz A i A TR PR | 5 W 2 e R R B AN R R A BR A

1.3 F#ik

1.3.1 =R KB/~ Hheh &

PLAZ 5858 Ry JEURE L 7R Il it (E/S) 10 000U /g IRV B 526 (w/v) Vil BE 50 °C . pH 7.5 M54 . il i
AS. 1398 Hh B B RG A b5 45 5% 10 h, MR KRG (F 9% 2008), FEMEWT 8 000 r/min B> 10 min, L
R 3 ek B B R R R L P2 W 2 TR S R U AR AR TR IR R R AE
1.3.2 3% X BEM = 4 i o i e ml

HBE SRR AR GB 5009. 5-2010 HL [ B A

S M ARG )+ S - A TR T R T AR B i, SR FH R LK A R T R N A SR B e, 2 S = B
wERE AR (RERE 201D,

WAy K AR 48 GB 5009. 4-2010 j& iR K BEFR B VAR

KAy E i ARYE GB 5009. 3-2010 FLEz TR A,
1.3.3 DR IRRIEA 0 2 5

Z: 7% W 1 A5 (2004) SR FH DU 401 g 15 T 2 S /DN BT IMUOBE A R0 1) T v . T AR e B KM RZS & 12 h, AR
0 A I P 13 4 200 mg/kg + bw DU BERE, 3 d S5, A5 E 5 h, AR ML AT IR A & i BE A oA (e >
11. 1 mmol /LAy KM FAH & A 1 2 i) v 1B 452 78 B, A5 43 20 S 3

e
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1.3.4 H@R%H

W PR RSN BB AL 43 o 5 4, AR 100 H, 43 00 Dy« i IR AR A AL 24 W 0 BRCZE O A bt R R RE
10 mg/kg » bw) .HPH {5 & 41 (500 mg/kg « bw), HPH fr 5| & 41 (1 000 mg/kg « bw), HPH & #l & 4
(1 500 mg/kg « bw) ; FHBEMNLPRIE 10 FUIEH /N ok 1E 5 6 B, ) AR HE ARDRERTK AR 45 4100 19 AS 7] 45 24
F B RERTEE 4525 1 IR Re 2 S0 28 d,
1.3.5 F&iten

DIRHE R E 4 25 a0 KM BRUR R, 20 B KM B R A8 46 2) 25 I8 B (00 7 - KM BUZE & 5 h
Jei s BBEAR A 5 FH IMUOBEASCIN 23 JE AW 0L 5 3) S0 faf AR i o 0 < S8 28 d J5 L KM BRUE2E & 5 b, T3 15 AH I 7 it
257,20 min 5. H 2.0 g/kg « bw # A, Z 5T 0.0. 5.2 h, 23 51 R R ML 90 52 B0 I B 1R . WL ER 45 41 44
26 W 525 BT A MBS 2 T T AR AR Ak . g 2R T AL =0. 25X (0 h I +4 0.5 h M E{E +3X2 h il
BEAED 5 4) WE25 6 B0 5 - S50 45 o » /0N BURR 5, B J5  JF JE 0RO« M e /0 B IO Pl 7 RSP FR . E AR 4R
o= (E#R iR i g+ KT @) X100 %0 5 5) A LI 52 « BRU/IN BUIHF U 20 2 1 26 B R /K Rk 5 O 4RI 1, AR B
1.0 g JHWEZH 2, e 00 6 A0 2 SR I JFE 5 D6 5 6 I V75 198 5 2R CINS) I 2+ SIE 30 285 T » 4% 20 /) Bl ik FIR K BB . 2
ml,4 000 r/min &.0> 10 min, B 1 2 035 - 4% 68 5] & 225K, SR AT B I 28 ik A DU INS 5 65 7) W5 Ak il 3 25 1
(GSP) W22 I » #7003 W, SR 43 6 6 BE TN 2 GSP & &,
1.3.6 #maz

B ST SPSS 19. 0 5AF 5087 » R YIME bt 22 (2 £ s) Fom, AL FL A ¢ A 56, Z2 4l ) ¥ 2 L 4
Ti 253 Hr

2 H#RE5H5Hm

2.1 IREREBEBTEMRIRS SN

IR SRR R E I &R 4 AS. 1398 W P B 6 A L O o R R D8 RN R 55 T MR S AR A5 Y I AR
(HPH) Ry 2148 iy AR AR M b B A R & 5o 56. 5% . 2SR 10. 8% K & &N 2. 6%, K4
GEN1LT%,

2.2 MNEEmMEREE T

S 1 4 E S /0 B e MBS AR A G /N L (BLSF 24935 21 23 5.9 mumol /L. TE X FEZH /)N B A o 4%
{6 6. 73+ 1. 16 mmol/ L. B4l R B IE RN . FESc st A b, e s OB R 2 /N A B 2 IR 2R 21
PRILTF R L T 0 R 22008 o Mg T T o 2 S5 R 5 0 I 5 ) R ARG IR R4 BT AR RO H IR .

2.3 IREXEBBIEYINNREERERRBNZME

TR )5 TSR 28d MY S E LSS L & BE i TR AR R AN RO IR I K 2, R 7 d B IR R R
3 B AR L (P>>0. 05) , 25 %t BZH A0 HPH 45 57) & 28 0 04 51 3% K i B2 A i 3 = (P<<0. 05) . {H 28d B iy {k
54350 HE IE & X BEALAR T 21, 10 ~27. 5% (& 1),

AR A B RR WK B A RS SRS T AL, R R RE KM 5
2012) . PH & 2 B T e IR AR TR 2 (v L R R AR SR B AR OE H O IR AL (P<C0. 05) , B L L A R e
Wi 25 45, S s D RE VT BE 32 BN 52 . 25 W % BB 41 HPH. b 1) 5 28 R /e 00 o 20 09 M 28 50880 5 T i i o A
RUZH H X B iR 3 B 5 0 A K (P=>0. 05) , 6 Bl — 7 I & 1) HPH Xf IR A G40 4F . IR 2 e & = AE
B0 B RS T BRI A0 E IS (Aoki ez al.  1993) . f 3 2 K8 bl LAFE Y s oo A4S 28 2 /0N BB T
B W T IR XA (P<C0. 05) , & R e IR & A HPH IR 70 5t 41 4 BT I0E 2 500 35 5 1 e ot i A5
BYZH (P<C0.05),



5 43 E DR IR RSB W R PR AR AR D R A 1L R AR 121

x1 IREEHBBEEYIHNREENT N
Table 1 Effect of HPH on body weight of the mice

K& Body weight(g)

#H % Treatment i
Before HPH 7d 14d 21d 28d
administration

TEH %82 Normal control group 29.7940. 91 33.5542, 24" 36. 6412, 60¢ 39.08+2, 224 42.21+1.92¢
i MBERE A2 Model group 24.7241. 967 28.1142. 87" 29. 6443, 45° 31.09+3. 510 30. 033,730
254 % B 4H  Drug control group 25.3141.79° 29.1042, 41° 31.604£2, 91" 32,8243, 68¢ 33,2844, 04¢
HPH ik #]441 HPH low dose group 24,4443, 03 26,9843, 834 29.6743.51b¢ 31.85+3.73¢ 31.1144. 16¢
HPH #1544 HPH medium dose group 24,262, 592 26.703.58%  28.224-4,15% 29,2044, 24 30.61£5. 12¢
HPH @420 HPH high dose group 24,6842, 740 29,4542, 90" 30.4443.19%  32,1643.52>  33,3243.41¢

[ — 178U b AR B R AR R A7 E B 35 25 5 (P<C0. 05)

Note: Different letters in the same row indicate significant difference (P<Z0. 05)

K2 EEXWMETYDMRESERBHOZE
Table 2 Effect of HPH on organ coefficient of the mice

41 %] Treatment JHFIE 2 %50 %0) JHLINE 22 250 %0) Ha i 2R ()

Liver coefficient Spleen coefficient Thymus coefficient
TEH# % #E2H  Normal control group 4.204+0, 282 0.3640, 07" 0.20=+ 0,04
R MLBER R4 Model group 5.26-0. 29¢ 0.2440.08¢ 0.13+ 0.05%
25 % B2 Drug control group 4,9240. 52" 0.38740. 05¢ 0.154 0.05%
HPH {5441 HPH low dose group 4.7840.51" 0.24240.07¢ 0.124 0.07*
HPH 54 HPH medium dose group 5.0340. 64 0.31+0.07" 0.17+ 0.07
HPH & # &4 HPH high dose group 5.03+0. 16" 0.32240. 06" 0.16=+ 0.06%®

T < [ — 30 B8l b bR o B A R AR A 7 B 3 22 57 (P<0. 05)

Note: Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference (P<Z0.05)

2.4 IREXEBESYUNNROESSNHIE

2oy 28 d RYFFLE LG L Xof /0N BRI IR (0 A7 B B LK L 25 B AN EE 3 T . e A R TR 201 Y i R A 1
.28 d i IfBE(E 35 30. 2943, 77 mmol/ L s 24 ) X BE 25 i I f (08 Fr e T R B 3, A SE IR R BRI 19 21. 24
+4.62 mmol/L.28 d J§ FF&F] 15. 37+4. 61 mmol/L; HPH 4 | 4109 s 558 T — 2w . H
o HPH A i 48 R v ) e 2 AR 25 25 3 B b s OB (B DR AP AR 8 L 45 24 14 d s OB (E BT S 41K 7 e ot p A5E 78 2
(P<<0.01),28 d J&5 Y Mgl {73 590 L e B A AL A A9 IR T 23. 090,32, 0200 A WL, — 5 it 19 HPH X = 1
/0N B IR T v B B — i A B A

2.5 IREKSEERAE W XT /N BR AR T 2 HY

2% 4 B0 T, OE X BN BRAE T A AR 2 )5 0.5 h N OB (E SR B85 KL 2 h J5 K B IRk, %
PR IE B IR PL S . R R 2N RZEE B S 0.5 h IUBHA X B ey 0 2 h 5 MBS EAL IS T 7.1% . 25
Yyxt BRAL A MOBEEAE 2 h 5 % T 31. 200, HPH #5242 h J5 WY& iR 2 12 & F s 4L, mIvE T 26. 9%,
() i HIPH 4% 550 42 21 A it fs tfy 21 10 AR B T v iU B R 21 v HPHL ey 57 28 4 A IR 5 25 W % BRZHL ARG
AL HPH X /AN BROB IR A7 — 7 B e84
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F3 IREFEHmMI YR MLIEERN R
Table 3 Effect of HPH on blood glucose level in the mice

1fiL B Blood glucose level(mmol/1.)

#2H 4] Treatment 44T
Before HPH 7d 14d 21d 28d
administration
IE# % B4 Normal control group 6.734+1.162  8.04+1.53°* 7,261, 11%* 8, 04+1.50b  7,6141, 10>
FMBERL R4 Model group 21.79+6. 872 24,2744, 238 28.65+1. 38P 29.78+1.87° 30.29+3. 770
i Xt B4l Drug control group 21,2444, 62° 19. 7045, 40" 19,7046, 30" 18,5144, 642" 15,3744, 612
HPH 54841 HPH low dose group 21.03+5, 870 24,2245, 56> 26,5243, 91° 27,4043, 71P 26. 7343, 720
HPH w54 HPH medium dose group 21.2846. 85 22,245,234 23.6544,48**  23.86744,96***  23.33+3. 432"
HPH @744 HPH high dose group 20. 8245, 420 24,6642, 75" 23.14+3,20aP" 19.91+1, 642  20.59+2, 632+

o (DFE—FEE T LA FEBAFARAERE 2T (P<0.05);(2) 5 BE IR R4 I » RFEHF BFH(P<0.05); * RERE WM B FH
(P<<0.01)

Note: Different letters in the same row indicate significant difference (P<Z0. 05); Compared with B model, * indicates significant difference

(P<C0.05), and ** indicates highly significant difference (P<C0.01)

R4 REEBEST YR EET E 80

Table 4 Effect of HPH on glucose tolerance of the mice

1M Bl Blood glucose level(mmol/L) i A 2 T AR
#H %] Treatment Area under the blood

Oh 0.5h 2h glucose curve

IEH X B84 Normal control group 8.35+1. 64 12.48+1.77 6.23+1.69 19,2342, 77¢
LRI Model group 30.0343. 32 32.8340. 59 30.50+1. 82 63.2241. 14¢
2545+ B 40 Drug control group 27.33+3.54 31.62-+0. 76 21.75+2. 85 54.76+2. 65"
HPH {£ #4541 HPH low dose group 27.53+3. 68 31.70+1. 74 30.00+2. 94 61.08+2. 38¢
HPH A5 &4 HPH medium dose group 26.1043. 94 32.53+1.63 25.9843.28 58.5344, 34"
HPH 71441 HPH high dose group 23.8. +5.72 31.4340. 96 22.9543.77 54,5943, 86"

T M 2R AR R AR RS R SR AR AE f 2 22 5 (P<C0. 05)

Note: Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference (P<Z0.05)

2.6 IEEXHBBREYHIDLEFRESE HEHUODBFEAERNFERNTZM
26 5 B v, 5 E F ek PR AE A L, v AR B 2H A4 I 05 2R (INS) R T4 R & B 48 W & R [ (P<<0. 05),

x5 BEXBEFYPNESR BLLEEARMERENZM
Table 5 Effect of HPH on INS, GSP and liver glycogen in mice

43 Group 9 i WAL 1 3% & I (mg/g 22D
INS(mIU/L) GSP(mmol/L) Liver glycogen

E# X M2H Normal control group 6.38+0.47¢ 3.73+0.33¢% 2.27+ 0.14c
=B 2H Model group 3,870, 42¢ 5.2040.29¢ 0.86+ 0.18
2y Xt B4 Drug control group 4.8540, 394 4.4740, 34> 1.914+ 0.23b
HPH k5541 HPH low dose group 3.75+0.47¢ 5.20+0. 35¢ 0.90+ 0.18
HPH i #|& 4 HPH medium dose group 4.1840, 42" 4,934£0. 43¢ 1.814+ 0. 24"
HPH & # &4 HPH high dose group 4.337£0. 45¢ 4, 4140, 37" 2.26+ 0.22¢

[ — S50 T A R R AR R A B 2 25 5 (P<<0. 05)

Note; Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference (P<Z0.05)
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BEAR I3 2R 1 (GSP) 8 3 T+ | (P<<0. 05) . A] UL, i I B A5 0 20 /)N B 9 1) INS A 1 3 48 T B D 5 AL R P
Y32 2 P00 [E B T i E  GSP e A . 5 OB R LA E 25 0k BR A HPH v 7] e AR i R B 4
f INS i B J5 25 R 35 3 5 (P <20, 05) , 25 W % IR 41 Al HPH = /) i 41 19 GSP & i 3% FF& (P<<0.05),
FEH— 7 R ) HPH G542 78 /N B P9 92 5 38 00 & 505 43 - A1 2 T U0 2 b 7 46 0 ) S 400 okl ot 355
GSP =4,

3

U 4 i CALXO S — P 5 B 40 = 7)o HL ™ A 0 R AR B e 3, B Bk M B IR B A0 L o A0 i o
DNA 241, 25 ADP oA A 1o I P 0% Bl T & & TR, mRNA gzl . & i B 40 & nl i ik
BRI RN RS R WA R TS B E T (Frayn et al. 1995;Kroncke ezal. 20018 #
0 2003)  ALX A5 S 00 0w /N BRBE AL 55 N SIS JBE B 2 AP W s » BV T R0 R 28 1L 2 TF A e 1l 245 47
SR SRR S SE IR IR BT 1998)  ASHIF SR v, w8 M MEASE /N BRZE T 5 T ALX 225, R 30 HORS iR s
Z5HE o A G 0 R R RS MOWEAE T L B 2 A MR R R R A A B S e A B T DE A S K A
MR FTARBOBUAZE T RUBE IR

W PR 5 1) W AR 12 W 3880 8ol P 72 00 BRE {1E R 4) Z80  46 8 b o L oW B R 8 — P IR O A AR L ol
e o TGS T v L HLAR BB ST RDXE IOBE VR B R OB iR D (BR B 2011), SIS EE R WoR, HPH 7R
B R 9 /0N BRI L P 1 %) [0 EsF o R R AR I P 2 T T B — s R b s ORI B B TR R R
AN . GSP J2 L3 4% 88 10T -5 85 200 & A R B SN i 4, P g TR 17 ~20 d, PR ik AT sz e afin AR — B
WA A B RK O B @ % 2007), BFSE . HPH Al 58 25 M R4 IO R 9 /0 B GSP 48 A5 - 56 I K 390 AR
HPH, © R T8 R /> BRI Y8 v 1 7 25 0 2 i, I i 08 S 2 A5 38 7 B0l o () Bt JF M0 2 o U 2 2 v ket
AR L= Z I PR AR R E IR R BE 1 (BR S 2011 5 M INS 7K S W) B 422 56 5 35 4 IR
Ja S FL 45 P I A 1) & s (Groop  1999) . HPH & 3 #4257 WS RTINS & &, o] UL, HPH o] 34 38 /)N fUH
IFE 2 2% 4 7 W 10 e A e T AR 1 IR I A M X NS B S R MAVE T . 5 BT IR L HPH AN AU & 14 /) B i
SRR — S W RO o] N BRUACER 8 T R R R XML ) G e g R B R E . S RE A
IR EL 1) T 5 o o0 W Tk, R 0 TN 19 3 8 R JFF 3 D 1) 5 Ak 02> GSP A i, Ui B HPH W] 3 5 4% il [
BILH X R 0 R 14 A LB 805, 2 PR 99 1) 91 B RR 9 TR — 2 A BT AL

IS S 2 (HPHD b 56, 5 %0 1B (1 2 KA 10. 8% 202 E 3R s 4y . WFoE R0, 38 L Mih
V18 T 12 T 22 W LA 17 I T 2 4 1l 3 8 v B S i O M 0 T CRVBKORUEE 2012 BRIk T R 2 3 2o 348 8 AL
PR BB E AL RE 7 D8R Y B H R B A2 TR B A B Y 18 52 REE AR AT 52 e INS & J0RT 43 0 AT 1f b
YR L 35 2098 9 OE B9 VE FH (Bottino et al. 20043 BIAAAE 2012) 5 AL 583 0 b ik & A R dk DL ZLBE
B R I 2 LM L 2 L RO B T R 1 AT 4 B R RO L BB AE 2% 1 HE A L /N B 6 B K AR A I
W, 57 1 oA 9 B 1 T (Kiho ez al.  2001;Yu et al.  2001), [R5 9 8 1 2 K i HRR ok 00 & 3L e 41
JSLR 531 25 48 A AR s AL A O I 2R B8 ) e O T LA I 3 1 TR M SR (Suetsuna ez al. 20015 Suetsuna
1998; F % 2012), BFEA LML FHE AL AN AR (Phe) & 2 W2 (Tyr) F5T /K P 2 5 02 550 2 1R
(VaD) Jy 3, Hk & & R (Ala) FATH &R (Gly) , & 3R SR 1Y 86. 920, 4 F 1 K25k 860 Da (X AL %%
2011) iy TAEM ORI A BY TR E N R (E 5% 20100, BFsE &R BL. —Flil 29 & LR ok ot
LA, H N i A C oo 40590k Gly F1 Ala i H S IR, 50 9 0 s AR A 6 (I FigdE 20100, HEREAZ
JU Pt AR VR 15 4 R BIL R 1 34 A% T TS A R TR — 20 iR

2 £ X M

g R A AR FEE P 2006, IERCIK A UL IR SR S WAV IR T 2. MR, 27(12) :524-526
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XIWUAE . E B SRl J5 Kk B RV 8. 2011, 4 58 S % IR 3 PR K0 43 B 4l Ak B oy T e . B R, 32(2) 1 213-217

X, 2 LA R .2 WL E WSO 2010, 45 (S 2 IR0 B RIS PERT ST SRl RO R 2B 2B R, 31(2) 1 204-208
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