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Abstract

Aging has been regarded as an irreversible process, but the course of aging can be delayed with
the help of prevention efforts. The effect of extract of caviar on aging in C. elegans was studied. The
results showed that relative to the control, the extract of caviar treatment caused a significant in-
crease in mean lifespan, and maximum lifespan.
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1. 518§

LRI MR IE T AR BT RE AT )RR R R . BEE R K, AR E SRl
UG, AR R A2 RS MR, R L O I IR R AN JR SRR BRI A . X U L ek ]
BEHLEEI 7 AT A TS R B A Ay BRG], 2017 4 &b O\ BR AR G 10 A7 0 SR b R, R
MPECME . fieE . SRR ZEVE R . e AC@E N B FURZEEN . A L A s O
o, X HER T AWM E MG FERR A LA, A SR HEEVIRR. W TEEEE . REHEFEC
B2 R A s . I IR BARAN AT, (R Bl 0 AL IR AN TS, SR EDURE 7 43 it ) 52
ZHFER R — e IR ER

i £ hy ik RS f b o KBS (O ERR, R RA AR FoRIEAEY), B 5B ER - ILFEA
W, B OKPIENE” ZRR. RS RE, (REHNH) 0, et RnEesy, WGk, g
Fith i 2 FFUVNG, B2Ad3E, RIEN/NH. DUREZEF TR, 63655 2R Eae, G
WMEAAEFEHIR, KA NI R KINR B TR & R 2T 3G 6968 X Tl
RGN . BRI R ) R A KA A BT, S EME. EFEEAER2]. REE
EIKREE R AN RN IR B, BAES4IMThRe, SEmanms /. &7t G gn e & ke
M IR ) e fE 71[3]. TR BRI EREA R [T R ESEEZ N R BT . K iZimaE
e AR R AR A, FR, SR A dr 2 J5 KRG R EZY) R . (R« By
RER) F8H, “WIH” . “FEEEEE” , W8 “PEmE” o o (GFRFEEH T « RSRIPE
LY BREENE “RMFEE, W75, RE/NLY o« XEIRREINIRFIFEE SR A AR R T8
LB 5 A S B KT AW R FE[4]. ARWFTCHCR A AN RS T B . MBS, 2SS AN B AR
2y, 36867 K i JFU A% AN [H) B A b 2 R 3 68 3R B, SR AR (A ——F5 B AT 2%
i (Caenorhabditis elegans, LA & FREZE ) N SLIGARY, BF 50 T 6368 fa T He B H/E R, R i
TREETF L AR AL S0 AR 3

2. ¥#l
2.1. &H@RAR

N2 25 dt b R B AR A B BT N, AR S ORAT
2.2. YRR

BERy, HARMARASHA 7= H A (peptone), JL[E OXOID AFEF=; [ A (tryptone),
OXOID ARAEF™; TiRIKWEENE, sigma A w4/ MHEEE, Jbuni R AEMHEHAAR AR NaCl,
MgSO, %514y [ 7l .
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i3fg 5. PRI AR A PR A FIR G 1, S0, T, &
AR AR d A T T i R A IR A R St

ANEHORS T (AR T st B, L ETHL MRS, SESEHERY): B SI L akE B HRR

o

30 7 . ANEFIERS T . B R DMSO Btk 100 pg/pl MR . %48 1 I ELBI(ERREL) IR A, 15
FIBCTHT 1. 24 3 4, Ao NI R . AE AN ERC 5 43 0 LA 0.25% (i EE) 0.125% (HHIKEE).

0.0625% ({3 &) LB I N 28 iR 32 FE

Table 1. Formula ratio of sturgeon roe extract

1 EREE FIREMIEC S LA

i £ 7 AN RS T B BRIk
i J7 1 3 1 1
FeJs 2 1 3 1
fid 77 3 1 1 3
BT 4 1 1 1
2.3. (X=%

MIR-553 1E 3% 7: 46 (H 4~ SANYO A #]), XTS30-D M EiiE (b R e s A IR A T), G REE

AR OHL(EEE Eppendorf /A 7). MLS-3780 &k K #(H A SANYO A )%,

3. F&
3.1. EEENFEH
F B PRECH a0 R 2% 2.

Table 2. Primary buffer preparation

2. EREMRECH

M9 ZZifi(1 L):

B Broth (1 L):

KH,PO,
NaHPO,
NaCl
MgSO, (1 M)
121°C KT 30 3%
JER 2 1R
NaCl

121°C K 1# 30 4%

3¢
6g
59

1ml

109

5g
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KH,PO, 136.1¢g
1 M BERRERZE (L L): KOH 1799

121°C7K 4 30 74

3.2. SKIg4bIE

3.2.1. £ug4reE
BN B AH e TUANSEOG 20, 43 oAle Ty 1 4. By 2 1. By 3 4H. Iy 4 2H. 1F IR BL 0.25% (&=
FE)+ 0.125% (FFSE). 0.0625% (I FE) L in N2k it 7 56 v, R ZH 4% 1:1000 LL1 i\ DMSO.

3.2.2. LR EEFEFENIEREH

NGM #rifERFF234(1 L): 3 g/L NaCl, 20 g/L Ei/laky, 2.5 g/L REEFR, 1 ml5 mg/ml AR T £
(RIARE R, A 970 ml Z& 1K 121°C KA 30 73, KIS A 1 M CaCl, /2 1 M MgSO, 7% 1 ml #1 25 ml
1 M pH 6.0 fFRHH 22 M -

E. coli OP50 #5744 # E. coli OP50 4%# T B Broth 195, 37°Cidm, BT 4C&M.

2k BRI IR 2 (5] WERE [ AAR 28 Hue P T4 E. coli OP50, HANEAK KK NGM L, F20C
fEI R R
3.2.3. LHELK

i MO ZEPIE O SRR B PR 0 EP B, & =R (0.5% A REY, 0.5 N Z A2
i, BEACEELOHL EESC(3000 rpm, 1 min), FF EiE, A MO PR A 3k, EOFH LiEEHBR
PRI Y EP TR 2R B T NGM [ TE R (X, £ 48 /N Jig SR X128 dLAAR Y 1) 5245 DR AR 6 Bk L4 SR
SERAG A T R — P s

3.2.4. H582 6 FIREV T N2 ZhEma RN

HUFEDARI L4 BAZE B S 5970k, T 20°CH5 7R, rdilA 2.2.1, SHFGFRIEFIIIMA 40 mM 1]
o PR e LA 28 - AE F 5 15 R UL 15 1B 0N Lo IR E o I RS ) Z S 46 T 3 28 A7 R 3L,
R M RAICNFF LIRS 0 Ko & 2~3 RATE LR, 1CRINTZR s, 28 dBE T Wb o FH 40 22 S i e
RO LRRIE LR R, A0 TEAT AT S, BRI ABET
3.3. GitESHh

Kl GraphPadPrism 6.0 #AFHEAT A AE IR 0BT . B LU IIME £ FriEZE( X + SD)FRIR, KA th
5 Lo B A 5 SBT3 7 i s R KT dm (TR 2L 55 A 15% 80 4 1L P39 73 am) 22 7%, p < 0.05 1
A REIEZES
4. R
4.1. oA ERE AR5 HRIF

FoJ7 1 KBEETT 4 i BN 28 AP 273 din Ml K g i ) B B R RAEHT, BEJT7 3 miik 4L B35
TR R AR (] 1. 4% 3).

4.2. EC75 TPIREE AR 2R th 3 fp IR
FCT7 1 2+ 3. 4 "l AN 2 s~ 8 75 dn Ml R 75 i ) R AT 2 O IE AR (18] 24 3% 4).
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Figure 1. Effects of high-concentration formula groups on the lifespan of N2 nematodes
E 1. EREKEERT N2 ZhEwaism

Table 3. Effects of formula high concentration group on nematode lifespan ( X + SD)

# 3. EAEREENERESHEM(X £ SD)

ZH n (%) P FE A (R) HEK% K AR (R) K%
xif 2 91 22.60 +4.23 - 29.50 +2.24 -
B 7 1 106 25.95 +5.82"" 14.81 34.38 +2.39™ 16.52
fii sy 2 101 23.66 + 4.94 4.68 30.93 + 1.67 4.86
Bl Ji 3 79 24714717 9.31 31.17 £ 1.80 5.65
fi7 4 75 2529 +4.80"" 11.90 31.91+2.117 8.17

x4 E, "p<0.05 “p<0.01, “p<0.001.
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Figure 2. Effects of sturgeon roe extract on the lifespan of N2 nematodes
B 2. 83826 TREVIXT N2 Lk F a2

Table 4. Effects of concentration groups in formula on nematode lifespan ( X + SD)
%= 4. B FIREAMNERFEMAZM( X +SD)

5 n (%) I FEAT(R) HEK:% B KFEm(R) FEK%
Hof B2 154 23.80 + 4.14 - 29.17 + 0.58 -
fic s 1 121 27.07 +5.23™ 13.70 33.44+2.06™" 14.64
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i 75 2 86 26.55+5.19™" 11.52 33.08+1.44™ 13.38
Be 7y 3 128 26.85 +4.63"" 12.80 33.05+2.04™ 13.30
BC77 4 104 27.06 £3.90™ 13.66 32.62+1.75" 11.83

3t E, "p<0.05 “p<0.01, "p<0.001.

4.3. EL 75 {RAREE LA X 2% th 35 Ap OS2

FoJ7 1 K& 2 AR LN £ dCP- 275 dn B BB FIE AR, BeT7 4 fRIRBE X 2k dude K3 i B
FWIERAF (K 3. & 5).

A
100 i1
—— M2
o —— 3
& 5o —— i 54

ﬂ b
0 T L] T 1
0 10 20 30 40

PN

Figure 3. Effects of sturgeon roe extract on the lifespan of N2 nematodes
3. 83826 FIREVIXT N2 ZkE A oSz

Table 5. Effects of formula low concentration group on nematode lifespan ( X + SD)

# 5. BHIRREEANZRESHFM(X £ SD)

i n (%) P FEA(R) HEK Y% R AR (R) K%
Xt R 102 22.15+3.38 - 27.40 + 1.06
i J7 1 109 23.47 +4.03" 5.96 27.81+1.80 1.50
il 2 91 23.40 +3.63" 5.69 28.07 + 1.49 2.45
7 3 72 2258 +3.92 1.97 27.73 +1.68 1.19
7 4 77 22.66 + 4.20 2.33 29.00 + 1.48™ 5.84

S, p<0.05 “p<0.01, “p<0.001.

5. #ig

L RNUAS AL, BT AR KT R AE MIRAT I, ML FhAE AL R N 0456 0.«
HELETERIORA H /E TR g IE K By, FEEILIER LI R oS 1. BTSRRI A%
TEE R HEA B LT G SR R B SRR, 5 IR R AT AR R R A — R 2
B TE SRR S R YRR T RN A S0 . BRI, Bl N N 3 T iy S B 2 B0 F 75
R A i 2 I AE 2 S8 T I 2 B AR B 6]
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SR E AR TEZ YR A SR I (A ks ot 10 HL T2 AR SR A AR R, A — sk
PRI W AR FHEEY, FBE M R R A LA, 5B sk in as R M BB i 22 . 2k dUbEfE ]
7, A EeE, HAEm Iy 4 AR E(T] (8], RUAR A &0 £ 0). A RKH WD) R 5 i
) AT R E BO M AT A . 2R VEREUR, 20°C I ERBR A B BTN T 3.5 K,
AN AR TEE 20 K[9]. HFH, LRBAH 50%1HF 5 AKAAGFEME, FEAUEEZHA,
2 SO LT I SE 22 32 2 AT FT RIS B [10] -

ST UL EJR DY, ARSI 2 ROt FU i st 7 SR IS SR R 2 I o WU SRR, 69024 73R
VU ARE 75 32 RE S 25 A 28 PR 22 73 dn AN d K A i HLDU RS vh ik P S 2 AU a2 RETL 31 10%
PAE, i SRerb BP0 A7 4% 70 20 RELHITE, JI82 I ik Y 67 5t # 73R BUV) R (5 N 5075 i 22 /b 48 i
7%, X EZENRVOR AN ERIAEA] . R Ecy 1 (B350 1A E BB IR IEAR = 3:1:1) 2
BRI IO E RN R R, HIE SR B N A fp it — P T

E&MHE
SR T R R R R K P A T (45 2020GSP14).
SE 3wk
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