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Protective Effects of Giant Salamander Bioactive Peptides on
D-galactose Induced Oxidative Damage in Mice

GUAN Baiting, LI Wei", ZHAO Fei, TONG Changqing "

(College of Food Science and Engineering, Dalian Ocean University, Dalian 116023, China)

Abstract: To investigate anti-aging mechanism of giant salamander bioactive peptides, label-free quantitative (LFQ)
proteomics was used after high-abundant proteins were removed. The results of LFQ showed 425 low-abundant proteins in
serum in mice, in which 26 proteins were differentially expressed (P<0.05), and covered 14 biological processes, 6
molecular functions and 7 cellular components. Tetrahydrofolate synthase and glycogen phosphorylase were up-regulated
expressed significantly (P<0.05), increased by 1.78 times and 1.05 times respectively, while xanthine dehydrogenase was
down-regulated expressed significantly (P<0.05) decreased. The expression of these enzymes increased or decreased, which
could reduce the amount of free radicals in vivo. In summary, the giant salamander bioactive peptides prevented aging by
scavenging free radicals, this study would provide basic data for the use of the giant salamander bioactive peptides.
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PRRE . B RIS WFgR R, K5
WA AR . 8. 0RO ER SR
431 XA IR T B T R P S ) A o R
fitlh o REGLLPY P 1 BT & sy, R LU -G 31, T
HKFE . KREGYLREE A Lot el B2 7T ARG E
BIiEA . SPEETE T A WIS P 08 R ETE P R,
3 FH T RIS RAE 2™ il &

W MM IAAE R B G Z 2 R FEAE
FHMAEBYLBEIR T T RR, 2 22A AR 3E . g, by
RIS P 2 N AT IS A TR RN LA Y 2 R A, (]
FERAIRE A B EG S R N FE A
EHUARRNNERS 32 BB, 77 A 7 F Y ok
T HiERR, rede— RN A B A AN BN, T 523
UL AR AR TR . SRR, KRR E
XTSRS D-2EZUBE W, 5220 D-21ZL e R
R EFVE T AR B ZUIVHEE, 2L e LA
AR, HEBUE AT P 2L n] LSS dn i i e fk
WLV, T -3 50448 i PN 775 PR 48 (reactive oxygen
species, ROS)I4 ™, k2 /Yy ROS 5| & 4 o 3,
FEHAMEEZIE . ZREEEEER" ", D-2LRLE
AT IR AOTR 22 40 2 H BRI 2 IR A TR A AR,
H LS 2 e B AR | 1T RAE ., A1k
U | S REDIEE R IRTT R ST BEEEL, i R
AR5 AidsiA% A B B AR, ik, D-2EL
BHEU N B BRIz FSR AN 25 Fh A s Rk
SrEbiEEAE A

H AT, X5 ILR B 8 35 1 431547 43 BT i 5T
Wi Z . X R 4 B il 75 T 25 SO B P
AIEPER R AR HRE T, (HEEE X OB AR T
FEAEFIRAMSE . ARSLECR A D-2 2P N
HHa ST /N RO St 3 AR AR L R R 52 bR i C 8] U
ZH AR AR TR BB U A E R, DA T2
I I BHORBSEIE P E AP O LB, S KRB BRI &
FHEE AR AR
1 MR5E%

1.1 MRISEE

HEPE SPF /R REE 18~22 g, K BRI K%
Y s, AP ATIE SCXK(1)2013-0003; K
RIEPEIR 43 T4 1400~2000 Da, HiL T4 /K 7= i
N C R G R E LS E il 45 D-2EFLEE  E2
A b2E G BR A | Bt fkiE YT (Total antioxi-
dant capacity, T-AOC) . B kP L (Superoxide
dismutase, SOD) . PN _.[# (Malondialdehyde, MDA )
MEidFla Rt E A EY TR T

5430R I EH L OAL . FLA5 BLOHSRIL. Epp-
endorf 2\ F) ; Q exactive Jii5{¥ Thermo Scientific
4\ ] ; Triple TOF 6600+i3%51¢ AB SCIEX 2\ Al ;
Agilent 1290 Infinity LC #& EMRAHGIE{Y  Agilent

LN

1.2 SLWHE

1.2.1 D-PFLPEEUN B BRI (Y dE ST | 45 25 FAk
% 60 H SPF g EHH/INER CHEE) 4320 5 41, 4353
SRIEHLH . B ERRIA, KEFIHERAL . 3. m3fl=
2], X FEE S5 A: 100, 200, 400 mg/(kg-d) o &
TEH 20 A RV S AR A R BEER K A, HAt A% 2H 45T
BAYR T 2H ST 5% D-2EFUBE 0.5 mL/d(Z: BREL
JKBCH) o FERECSE 1 R/NEUARER . BTG PRI
| ERIELH AR HE 0.1 mL BT VERR/K IS /20 g
ZINEUARER 53 S B — UK, TR LH RN AR R 2 DA A=
FK AR REE ORISR THE S, [RIBIER /N R,
BES1T8). ELER 6 G, FRE, IR BRI,
S7. B ES.0> (3000 r/min, 10 min), B FJZ1MLIE, —20 °C
VKFAAAE A -

1.2.2 /NRALWERFEEE  /DNERFREFARSE, P
TR i . HEE . R RIS 4 AR EER, FHUE LT T i
K, IR LRREE . B T AR PR . I
BEL. BRIRRFE BORIARFE 54

NEZEHRH(mg/10 g) = i3 i = (mg)/ /M A TR (10 g)
LD

1.2.3 Afbdsbriie /DRSS S tEb(T-A0C)
fE 1 ALY AL EE(SOD) W MR i (MDA )
FrELI e, F2a R S U S R A IR T
1.2.4 HEBAREMGIRE B 50 pL KB5S gk
F LA D-2fZUPE U N R AR ZH /NI, 2
SR 2L I3 = = B SR A 54 Agilent Multiple Affi-
nity Removal LC Column-Mouse 3(4.6 mmx=100 mm,
1.66 mL), A5/ N iF IR REE I 2H 53 AR
I 375 PR = BE B8 1 20 43 2 2 B pE e 46 J5 o A S5 AR
SDT 2R, B /KU 246% 15 min, T° 14000xg S&14
T B0 20 min, SR BCA Xt H W HEATE 2.
FBSETE PR AR 79 B 2H ) BRUML VS A S AR id 8 ADB-T,
D-2= FLME BN B A R 20 /N BRUNLYS AR Sh e R
ADB-M,
1.2.5 SDS-PAGE HLJK BRI MAAE &5 B
20 pg, SrHIINASEARFN 2x L AELZ P, Blh7KHE 5 min,
B 20 pL #H47 12.5% SDS-PAGE HLik)5, % Sl
W L5 5 R, FAIRTRE S SRS 10 o
1.2.6 FEMEH#E  >RH Filter aided proteome prepara-
tion (FASP) J5 kX1 25 FF 5 FEA T B . 43 59 BURE
it ADB-T 2 ADB-M 4% 30 uL & B, 53500
A 0.003 mmol DTT, #/K¥A& 5 min JFR A E=E .
S 200 pL JRZEZZ Wik (8 mol/L JREE, 150 mmol/L
Tris-HCI, pH8.0)IE 5] /5, 7F 10 kD #IEE.LE T
14000xg £5.0> 15 min, FFUEWK (FE R Z LR —IK) -
fINA 100 uL 100 mmol/L TAA ZZik (LLFR R 22 ik
W A# ), £ 600 r/min Z5/F F PR 1 min, = Ik #EEDG
30 min f& TAHRIELO A R T IIA 100 pL



- 346 - B Tk B4 20214 8 A

PRZZ 2% v, AR TR B O 55 T 0, 2P IR T

Y. HIA 100 uL 25 mmol/L NH,HCO, ¥ ¥k, FH[F 2
DA B AYR . IA 40 uL 0.1 g/L BT KL%
i (L4 100 mmol/L NH,HCO, ¥## AL, 600 r/min
PRI 1 min, 37 °C #E 16 ho Hopnleess, A
A By FIHILA 40 pL 25 mmol/L NH,HCO;, 7£
FHFTES. A5 FES.CoFFIREENEM . 3BT C 4 Cartridge
BERATR LA 40 pl 0.1% WSS E R, E 280 nm
WSGIEN

1.2.7 LC-MS/MS 43t M#li FASP F§fif J5 OD,g,
B, 258 2 pg W f# )5 1 ADB-T A& ADB-M
AT LC-MS/MS 4387, FEfhJesid RP-C g B S
ZORAH SR (Thermo EASY column SC200 150 pmx
100 mm) )N FHFLE HPLC AHZESE EASY-nLC1000,
VLR 2K S W BEAT AR BE 03 3 o A A RP-C g
Thermo EASY column SCO001 traps 150 pm>20 mm,
A WA 0.1% PR NG KER (CNER 2%), BN
0.1% R ZNE/KIER(ZHEH 84%) o BEEESAFR:
0~100 min, B ¥ £ PEBS JF 0%~45%; 100~108 min,
B W MERLE 45%~100%; 108~120 min, B Y& 2 5
TE 100%"), 4385 )5 FH Q-Exactive JR AN AT i
SIS TG 60 min, IEE3HTANS 120 min,
1.2.8 MaxQuant FEHE 0T BTk S dT LA EdE
RAW 4, % MaxQuant (A4S 1.3.0.5)P021
PHTEPEYEE, IARYE Label free BB a0,
1.2.9 Gene Ontology(GO) D1 gE1F R F|H Blast-
2GO™ Xf HARE A BTEEGH T GO 1R, FIH] NCBI
BLAST+ (ncbi-blast-2.2.28+-win32.exe) L5/ B ML
IHEHERPE, (B EH/DT45T 0.001 MUHT 10 5.
1.2.10 KEGG i# 1B KEGG Automatic Anno-
tation Server #{FPY FREH AR TR H 574125 1938
BEE. Hid Fisher SIS GO term 2% KEGG
T8 {1 A T i KO

1.2.11 FHEHEBIESIE P (Clustering) X HArtEH

e B — A E)S, TR RIS T .

1.3 #iEAIE

AR FRR T SPSS 19.0 SR E4T AR 27 2%
ST, BERFOR VI EAARIERS, P<0.05 N2ES
2 RS9
2.1 PMRAERTHIERZIERIESN

/IR SR, J B G, HAE . mEm A
Ao I BAERIL /NEESE 6 R B R 2 A 2L 4
5% D--FLHE 0.5 mL Ji5, /DB AARRS, 17 shiR 4%,
BHRA TR DS AR . IR AR S AR T D-
bSO /NI SR SRS AR S AL,
AL /N AR E AU 56.18%, TE 4 /)N BT 1%
60.30%, IHHEAR T IER A& 1), REFM. d. &
PSRN L4 o) N A A N = L NG =1 B |
2H, HAUT T IE H 2H, (B R B 3R AR, 2 IH Rt
I PERAEAGR S O T Hoa e ik 2/ N R R AR K
YEHIS

#5240 SPF G EL A /) BRI T XoH I AR5 P JE
W 6 JEE, /NEUNERRFE B b ansR 1.t 1 mTLL
B, A50E B IE TR RA A IkFE R . AR PR S 1
HZHAH LEAS 3 (P>0.05 )5 HRFR L 2H A IERe 250 2=
FIEH A (P<0.05); I 5577 A M5yE P R LEL 14 T+
BRI TR (P<0.01) . #E B KU, /)
ERUI MBI 5 i, 2 BH B I E— SRR L AT LA
/NP LA 22 T RE
2.2 HALigkRtE

XF/INERIMTE H MDA & . SOD 7% JJf1 T-AOC
AT E, 25 R UL3% 2. Wk 2 nl 0L, SA8ERIZHAH L,
THE B R MBS  IR rb L v AR) a2/ BRI P MDA &
AR S REAIR (P<0.01), 3f H SOD i J1fi1 T-AOC
B ETR(P<0.05) . {EHT DRSNS,
/RIS MDA Stk 2 - SOD {5771 T-AOC
e i 2 BRI (P<0.011), T AETE B RIS PR S, W3
s/ B e A AR bR, (H R A B AR T
I, KB R AT BT D-2FUEEC N =R .
2.3 [;ERS SDS-PAGE FAEiEH:M

SDS-PAGE([F] 2A) 5K, RL LR INTE &
= o3 RN Ao i A A B v 7R e 2 ) B v AR

50 IEHA FiRIZ RS20 B i = Pk
c d d
40t . d 741
2 by e
im 30 a a ad g a T - [
=S a _ell_ a a _aE o ==
= s . % L.
= 201 \ = ::;: - P b ==
< N /b =
10t Q;: % ’ <% '
0 /\ ‘7 1 1 : 1 < | %0 ‘7 == )
55— E | ERU | HH A 7S

B RIS P RO /)N BRUAR J5 S5t 4 5 i)
Fig.1 Effect of giant salamander bioactive peptides on body weight of mice

TE: RN R) NG TR, 37 9 [RI AN R i 8] 22 57 .25 (P<0.05) 5 [RJLAR [R) /NG 7 b, o IR 1A Rl ] 22 578 (.25 (P>0.05) .
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F1 REEIEMERR /N PSR4 £ 52w 2 REEEMEIOS /N AR AR I 2R
Table 1 Effect of giant salamander bioactive peptides on organ Table 2  Effect of giant salamander bioactive peptides on the
indexes for each group of mice levels of serum markers in SPF mice

o i 4 JFMESE £ Jafid £ JLEGE Iy MDA(nmol/mL) ~ SOD{%Jj(U/mL) ~ T-AOC(mmol/L)
(mgl0g)  (mg/l0g) (mgl0g) (mgl0g) EHH 10.58+1.88 157.26+16.15 0.58+0.04
EHA 98.8+26.4 393.5+£39.9 20.5£12.2 25.248.3 FET2H 16.70+2.60" 119.88+17.49™ 0.48+0.05""
AL 99.4424.0 462.3+15.8" 21.949.6 31.9+£8.8 SRRz 14.86+2.10" 131.35+13.99™ 0.50+0.05""
;1K= 91.1£16.0 399.9+55.2% 24.4+7.5 30.9+4.5 eI R N 11.90+2.60" 141.16+16.93°# 0.54+0.05"
R 94.1+155 454442567 22243 32.9+8.0° el 12.08+2.27" 138.51415.59°" 0.54+0.04"

FAIEA 87.9+17.2  415.2430.6%  23.4+14.0 28.6+6.5

TR G UM L, 225 B35 (P<0.05); **FR SIEH A 1L, £ 5 Basepeak Z5 52 (K] 2B FlEl 2C) FRBH, ¢l [BIFEATEAT
25 (P<0.01); #37R SHERIZHAN [L, 25 573 3 (P<0.05); ##R /R S 157

AR, 25 Fb 52 (P<0.01); 2207, PR, BEfROR R4, W 3 TR bR i B s -
24 BAREEHERFET
(ADB-T2-3 JF0 ' 60 kDa BRI 4 £ & ok 105 75 AL 1 R B2 I S B 1T 425 4,

AR EE AR BT 3BT, 110 2B e R 13 2R S R RIZH Hh 2 B IR TR 1 26 . i A B VAT RS, 22
(ADB-M-1. ADB-M-2. ADB-M-3) FIEREHETEIR  Saekasriaes B 13 -G 3), T 13 1~ 4).
iR k4L (ADB-T2-1, ADB-T2-2, ADB-T2-3) iy iy i U S0 198 £ AU (A7 U0 5 Q922D8) AL
SAPIE, SEATRELS, AT UEAT BT . OO BRI LN RN, B S (AR (7

A

Maker

116 KDQ e
66.2 kDa ——s

45 kDa ===

35 kDa—_

25 kD2

18.4 kDa——u

14.4 kD2 o

RT: 0.00-30.01 SM: 3b

L 5.85 .
100 B 9.35 18.77 NL: 5482E9.
i 11.29 g Base peak F:
80 10.1610211.60 FTMS+pNSI Ful
. | ms
o 60 169 [300.0000-
ﬁ 553 838 0 2024 24.96 1800.0000] MS
< f 20.39
= 40 1936 129153 5305 P20180700512_ M
- i | 209 25.18
20 8.24 ‘ﬁ | ‘\126.062630
I 20, 1% \\ )\ 28.52
0 10:350941.672.620273.78 4.97 747 2771\ 2897
1001 s NL: 5.38E9
¢ 0780 |2 Lo 1831188 Base peak F:
80 ] a3 18.20 FTMS+pNSI Ful
L | - ms
12.41 5.1116.01
L 561 300.0000-
o0 =i | ll 2031 248 [180040000] MS
I 937 | ¥ 181111947 Tho450 56 P20180700512_M
ol I b \ll.ln | V 6ot f RO G VSIIG .
I 613605 883 h iy, f| UJH f\ 2330, \25'3526.03
! é‘478.22_§.‘§h ) I \‘U h ", u‘fla"J ’\)@'5627.2528.50
I 2.5 v v \ 28.83
0 047091200252 482504 /) X

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10111213 14 1516 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
Fif[E] (min)
Bl 2 /NI AT
Fig.2 Samples parallelism of proteins in serum in mice
T As NEUILTEE 1 SDS-PAGE, HH Marker AF5ES [, ADB-M-1, ADB-M-2. ADB-M-3 A A2 2 5 25 = B 2R 4 L7 =4
FATHE, ADB-T2-1, ADB-T2-2, ADB-T2-3 2+ 5l it 41 25 bk i =F 8 26 (1 3% = AN FA7#E, ADB-T2-3-J5 0 il it 4 i 355 B: 5Bk
i R A AR /N BT 2R I i 1 C: 22l R A A b R 24/ R s & A g
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i '5: Q00519) W/ USRI A= iArh
FY— itk BN B AL Tl E 2 MR A G A A R A il
rhEEA R PR T MR I A Dy 1-
PRI, AP FEARE P Al . RS I SR A TR
AR P E AR, n A B I A Ty PRI
DINR YT LB BRI F2 k550 A58 P AEAE
P, ks P ZH ) B TR ik 22 5 PR Y il 1&1 an
3 o, IR REARAR R T 1 HOARAR R T 1.3 191X

By B ERIR B R X, B AR/ N T -1 HAA
ARFRICT 1.3 A IX B 25 i 20k B 2 T e XA
ME 3 Rl IR Y, 13 30k B EE F s, &k
FKIREECH 4 152 (log,4.49) , TRIKX T I 13 4>
FEHEBEPA 3DRE T REERK, 505914 0.067,
0.021. 0.004 fi%.

Xf 26 225 ERISE H R PE T RIS T, 452
Bl 4 s IXEEI2 57 R s B2 e, )

3 bIHmERFBEAR

Table 3 Up-regulated proteins with significant differences

F &R o TIEESE o 25/t
T s - PRI EL B 3R A1 P PR
PO7628  IUNREHAE LA S AEELS 28.531 4.49 143107 828 yeae sy 9 o
QIIM71  WARBEI G A S AR AEL27 28.742 4.18 2.75%x10°  8.86
P00796 H#-2 44.282 3.41 349x10° 601  WE-MATREKRRL/F R
T 1 e - PRI HL R 3R A1 P PR A
Q61759 FIKEEIAS A1 Ik EEb2 1 28.69 2.93 L80X107  7.05  yzae g asweny oe o
Q922D8 AN DU M R A it 101.2 2.78 1.24x10° 6.7 IR — ik g
g . s P2 L EL TR 3 1 P PR A
P15946  WHUMCRRHCNE LA S HD 1 1 28.727 270 2IS10° 660 ypi s
IR R 22 i 4
P00756 TSR LRSS k03 28.998 2.54 1.00x10™* 637 .’@?ﬁ%’ ,%%?gﬁ” RS
INFIEL S B2 f
P15948 R LRSS Ik Ab22 28.384 2.52 5.15%10° 62 .’@?ﬁ%’ ,%%?gﬁ” RS
IAFIH ST 4% H
P15949  WUWREALHE LA SC kA9 289 2.45 1.54x10*  7.56 @?ﬁfﬂé’ ,%%ﬂ?;“ R
P04071  WURBE AR AR SCAKAED 16 28.722 2.18 2.54x10° 5.4
IR R eGSR R Lt
P36369  WURREHAR AR S AKREb26 28.463 2.12 206107 6.41 .‘gi?ﬁ%; %%é??; RS
P28666  FIRHEH-2 162.38 2.12 8.12x107  6.29
QIWUB3 MUkl L. 97.285 2.05 33700° g5 e IR R ARIERT

JIR 5 R AL/ RS LM 2R 15 5 %

T HRR A Sk i RO A Sk -

R AR A R T4 8 1 A A A Y AR 41

* 4 PHERZERFBEAR

Table 4 Down-regulated proteins with significant differences

3 2] Feka ) T
fe S BT srton) TS ol 25
P32261  DUBEMLAE T 52.003 0.49 1.16x10™* 6.1 AMACFIEE I 2K S5 L
N o T e
Q00519 B Sl A AL il 146.56 0.49 3.26x107 7.62 ﬁ}gﬁ@@ﬁijwt s BRI AL3RH/
B E S N =R

Q61805 MR HiL: G M 53.055 0.48 1.46x10° 864 N FE{';‘REE%/ FEBH Tl S A SR /2
Mz

P35441 I/ EA-1 129.65 0.48 4.09x10°° 472

P13634  BRIRTTE 28.33 0.48 9.12x107 6.44 A

P68373  MEHEMo-1CHE 49.909 0.44 5.26x107* 4.96 T WA/ B A B B e A T
Th1 7405 b/ IRFE T /e 3R A 5 /Y
JB R [ 5T A BR/PI3K - Akt]E 53 Bk /4T I Ak

P11499  #AIKFLEE [Thsp90-B 83.28 0.42 4.46x107 4.96 PR S /TL- 1715538 [ /NODHFE 32 (75 5+
% /R8I / 2 A5 1) BB 40 L RS 1 R
STRIRTTYIRE J1 A s ks RERE AL iR 1%

P07743  BPHT &M & FKIGARSI2 24.753 0.33 9.06x107° 4.87

Q71KU9 A4t HEFEM] 36.439 0.28 4.40x10™* 5.48

P31725  ZEHES100-A9 13.049 0.27 4.49x107° 6.65 IL-1717 53 %

P05366  IMIETEMFEERFA- 13.77 0.07 2.30x107° 6.5

P05367  IMIETEMFEEHA-2 13.622 0.02 8.21x107° 6.4

P02089  IMZLEEFB-2 5 15.878 0.00 9.12x10°° 7.85
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Fig.3 Volcano plot of proteins with significant differences

ik BRI A, 7E MCL-T AbH2H 9 F iR eis
PR B, )BT PO SR T E 25 2 8 25 S
K, 7EFERIEE S, #ARFEE ) HSP 90-8
VL | RIS 5 ST Rk P P T A5 2H rh R A B 22
SRR

i# it Blast2Go(https://www.blast2go.com/) K1)
X %5 B 1Y 425 B T PE AT S AR K (Gene
ontology, GO) BIHETTRE, 2 /K1 R4 R anlsl 5 oy
Ro MEI sHaTLIES, /MR FEEEASS T
14 MAEREN AR . B 6 Fh o UiBE. AFTET 7 Fhdl
Bugisrrb . e oA PR v, AR RR . Al AR AR

LR . Z M ST RR . RN 2 . AR B SRR
#RAT 10 LA F 225 Rk X2 B RIRE
d, A 1S A EAE TS 15 M EASSEDIEE. 6
HA S FORe Va1 s b s XA 21 AL 4H)i
THE 13w TESYA 1440 diiEds b
10 1~ MARXEBSTAT 18 s

X2 5 AR . HoA 15 ERe RUIT AL
AHELLH S35 /N BRUML IR (G = BE 2R B A B 75025, 15
il i Fisher WEHAKE I T2k /)N BRUMIE AR 2 B ik 19
26 PN2ESFFRIAE AT GO e E M, 45 R
&l 6 e 5 s, S5, 7e/NRUM ISR E &
REA P, 5 ADB-M ¢HAH L, ADB-T 404 5. 3.
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Fig.4 Cluster of proteins with significant differences
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