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Fig.1 Concentration and elimination of Oz~ by S,., Fig.2 Concentration and elimination of Oz~ by S;.3
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Tab.1 Relative molecular weight—ICs, of Agar to Oz~
S22 ICso 3.79/L 1Cso (/L)
As I1Csp 0.83 g/L Sp2 3.7 5700
So3 13 3095
So4 0.96 1463
1 Az 0.83 486
2.2 ‘OH
‘OH S22 Si3 Soa As
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Tab.2 Relative molecular weight- 1Cs of Agar to -OH

ICs0 (g/L)

Sz 1.94 5700

S 1.28 3095 ca’*
Soa 0.85 1463 ca™ ;

As 0.26 486

Az
0.27 giL
3
(6.7]
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Abstract The effects of Sy.2, S».3,S2..,and Az on clearing superoxide anion radical and hydroxyl radical have
been studied on the paper. The results showed that all four principles had scavenging effects on superoxide anion
radical and on hydroxyl radical. The intensities of the scavenging effects were relative to the molecular weight .The
lower the molecular weight of agar was, the stronger the intensity of scavenging was. The intensity of the scavenging
effects on superoxide anion radical was weaker than on hydroxyl radical specially. The intensity of the scavenging
effect of Az on hydroxyl radical was far stronger than that of the active control: thiourea.
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