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DNA Damage and Plasma Lipid Concentrations
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Fig. 2. Images of comets obtained by single-cell gel elec~
trophoresis representing different of DNA damage.
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Fig. 1. Alkaline Comet assay scheme
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Fig. 3. Inhibition effect of Kale juice on H.O»-induced
oxidative DNA damage in CHL cell.
Data represent the mean*SEM for n=100. Values not sharing

the same letter are significantly different from one another
(p<0.05).

P: positive control (200 uM H203), N: negative control (PBS),
K25 25 pg/mL kale+H:02, K50: 50 ug/mL kale+H30:,
K100: 100 pg/mL kale+H:Oz, K250: 250 ug/ml kale+H:0s.
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Fig. 4. Inhibition effect of Angelica keishei juice on HxOs-
induced oxidative DNA damage in CHL cell.

Data represent the mean = SEM for n=100. Values not sharing
the same letter are significantly different from one another
(p<0.05).

P: positive control (200 pM HzQ2), N: negative control (PBS),
K25 25 ng/ml. A. keishei-+Hy0s, K50: 50 ng/mL A. keishei+
Hx0», K100: 100 pg/mL A. keishei+H>0s, K250: 250 ug/mL
A. keishei+H:Os,
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Fig. 5. Inhibition effect of small water dropwort juice on
H-0--induced oxidative DNA damage in CHL cell.

Data represent the mean = SEM for n=100. Values not sharing
the same letter are significantly different from one another
(p<0.05).

P: positive control (200 uM H:0.), N: negative control (PBS),
K25: 25 pg/mL water dropwort+H.O», K50: 50 ug/ml water
dropwort +Hx0,, KI100: 100 ng/mL water dropwort+H:0s,
K250: 250 pg/mL water dropwort+ HsQ».
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Fig. 6. Inhibition effect of carrot juice on H2O.—induced
oxidative DNA damage in CHL cell.

Data represent the mean = SEM for n=100. Values not sharing
the same letter are significantly different from one another
(p<0.05).

P! positive control (200 pM H:0,), N: negative control (PBS),
KZ25: 25 ug/mL carrot +HyOs, K50: 50 ng/ml carrot + HxOq, K100:
100 pg/mL carrot + HoOs, K250: 250 ug/mL carrot+ HoOo.
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