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Evaluate the potential effects of the Decoction of
Gentianae and Bolus of Angelicae Sinensis and
Gentianae by using the screening model on the
inactivated protein kinase and anti-oxidative enzyme

Shiow-Yunn Sheu
Taipei Medical University
ABSTRACT

There are three kinds of traditional Chinese herb composition » Decoction
of Gentianae , Bolus of Angelicae Sinensis and Gentianae, and one
without musk, under different solvent system extraction, then try to built
an convenient screening model to evaluate the potential effects on the
wanthine/xanthine oxidase system, cytotoxicity, DNA fragmentation, total
kinase activity, and matrix metalloproteinase inhibitory effect.

Water extract of these three herb composition showed the potential
inhibitory effects on xanthine oxidase (ICsp 2.05~2.79mg; Ki
1.87~2.76mg). )

Under img/mL (crude drug) concentration, it was found the 44.37 to
54.66% growth inhibition on Hep G2 and Hep 3B cell lines. The
inhibition of metastasis on the Hep G2 and Hep 3B were investigated the
1C5;62.8~86.3 ug/mL, but there were no significantly difference on DNA
fragmentation or total protein kinase analysis.

The screening model of xanthine oxidase inhibitory system, cytotoxicity
test and matrix matalloproteinase inhibition analysis could be
contributing to evaluate the potential effects of Chinese herb medicine.

Key words: Decoction of Gentianae , Bolus of Angelicae Sinensis and
Gentianae, xanthine oxidase, matrix matalloproteinase.
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fCBZFR TRBERAMS  Nalsa BERNAEL 2 8474 8
& A& ( oxygen-derived free radical) » A& ANz A F£[3,4] ' B
THREVEBILRE - ES At LS BBstai- L P
RABEEMBREN > B DNA 2454 TRYRREVA S 57l
BEAMMEHEY » 4o 8-hydroxyguanine ~ 5-hydroxymethyl uracil,
thymine glycol #1 &% » SR RS - $EEBEL K- Bt &
R TROGERR Sk BARLARSE - £ 5H
Mok B EAEF R~ RERRERFET[~10)A 48 E Z Mkt -

Bt AR S A S R AL R T o AR AR
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A~ HEaTx
.- BEHEAREER
B RE G AT S [BERE 4g, Gentiana manshurica Kitagawa; *# 2g,

Scutellaria baicalensis Georgi; Li#&-F 2g, Gardenia jasminoides Ellis; &35
4g, Alisma orientalis (Sam.) Juzep.; A i& 2g, Clematis argeﬁtilucida W. T.
Wang; £37F 2g, Platago asiatica L.; & 2g, Angelica sinensis (Oliv.)
Diels; 4 #.% 2g, Rehmannia glutinosa Libosch.; %%#f 4g, Bupleurum
chinense DC.; # ¥ 2g, Glycyrrhiza uralensis Fisch.] R € FREE A [FH
3g, Angelica sinensis (Oliv.) Diels; #£4% 3g, Gentiana manshurica Kitagawa;
7% % 1.5g, Aloe ferox Miller; \L#%&-F 3g, Gardenia jasminoides Ellis; & iZ 3g,
Coptis chinensis Franch; 3%/ 3g, Scutellaria baicalensis Georgi; & 44 3g,
Phellodendron chinese Schneid; X% 1.5g, Rheum officinale Baill; A&
0.75g, Aucklanduia lappa decne; % # 1.5g, Baphicacanthus cusia (Nees)
Bremek; & % 0.1g, Musk]. |
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R, = FeBoh/HeBoh LB EH X 2P

st
48
&

BT TRAERFLEEARE £ UV29S5im &
BARK > BRTHILEEEE » A RE ﬂtﬁ%kii

UFPIS & s i%ﬁiéiz#%’m&Wﬂ%ﬁ%wﬁﬁz
HrhlEN Mm@ EBAZELMAERBIEY - LA R
¥R sLEEE X EM - R AR mAinZ hiE -

F R o A /LB E7E M4 41 E 4 th(percent inhibition)i| £ [11]
1 #ZHaRE
(1).% &4 :DMSO 10 u1+PBS390 41
#E#m :DMSO 10 g1+ 0.04 units xanthine oxidase / PBS 40
11 +PBS350 4!
(2).5% & # & o xanthine / PBS 600;!,11 » I HB/BEAN UV
cell F o
(3).80 i & 295 nm B ERAM » B+HEE—RAEAYT $1ik
oo sk — o4 e
()X EHB - ERMER
2 FHRAAR
(1).% &4 :sample 10 11+ PBS 390 !
E % :sample 10 g1+ 0.04 units xanthine oxidase / PBS 40
@1+PBS350 yl
() EeH B ERBHENE > ERMEK > BIAZ -

SH




3 BUEHARAMELILRE (AAwwa) FEHREARLMESILEE
(A Aws) * 74583 % f ¥ xanthine oxidase & M3 E 5t
(percent inhibition) @ A X4 F :

percent inhibition = (1- A Aweqt / A Aconiro)0100%
AAconio : R BEH4EH R AME iR % (absorbance
change / minute )
AAey: TRERAEE AL FE (absorbance change /
minute)

4.1Cs 2 B Z[11~13]:

Z ARG AL 100 M JRE 5 #% xanthine oxidase A&
BA BAd R AE R B R R M AR RS ER R SRR R4
FRHE - AR ICs - _

AR ERE 2 #p 4] 8 4t 48 Titer Soft 2 Grafit T £ 431X
K ICsoff o X I TF

y=a/ {1+ (x/ICs])°} +background
x: R RMZ KA (concentration) .
y : Bl 2 percent response (Bf AAws/ A Acontro)
a : maximum y range
s : slope factor

5.4 ) £ (inhibition mode) 2 4 #$[13-14]:

#5 P ¥ & 100 2 M xanthine / PBS & #5& M TR 7550
25105y MERAE %2221 SHBAELESELLER - BR
#% Lineweaver-Burk plot &9 Kk » # 34 tafo T e ta sy 2 E 3w
FRE L AU RN ARSI EARS  ERAH IR
(ki) »
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ANE -~ miEENIHE

AT H . Hep3B & HepG2 faptkz 3z % A MTT 24

M EBBEERRIW R AEREBETFREFESANLS

FEBIEERZ ERp & a5k -
Ao Ead LRe 2

| tapss ikt A% % (Hep G2, Hep 3B, Hep G2-2, Hep G2-5)
BAENE 10% FCS-RPMI-1640 &5 75 cml 324 ¢ - s
RMER 3TC BEI.8% 4 5% —flbmentssd o
R fimitk 0 IR RIIE 0 L PBS kAR Rk

#% » e 1ml 0.059 Trypsin-0. 029 EDTA @it F A
A 10 ml RPMI-1640 > s 4mpasg g3 G4 5 52—t
WA ERISRM MY H o FR B MNP Eey 54 0 8]
e RE  MAR S e nA L 1nk 24 aF o

2. mf N QAL R 48 5x 105/well #%afs B-wells
A E ﬁﬁﬂ@%:‘%fi » #0L 0.5% FCS-RPMI-1640 #47
serum starvation 24 /)\8% » Bifsm & A4 5 1 PBS #Hik
mAL R o e 0.5ml R A a4 B4R B 64 RPMI-1640

( phosphate free medium) &z 200uCi/ml 32Pi EH—
well » STC T34 3 /hod» B FREH— ) B o A B i
FoRERE  Hupuk Bl ok liag 02Pi g3

% % > o4 washing buffer ##t =% - %% & Washing
buffer WK » MmN 100ul & lysis buffer 24
— well » ﬂ%ﬁaﬂﬂiﬁm&‘ﬁﬂ‘f » B microfuge tube ¥ > 2L
12,000x g » 4C#< 10 542 » SR SREKAE AL, B
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HEFR R 5yl LFR A Pierce BCA Proteinassay kit
£ 60CTF > RJE 30 445 » SEIR AP B 5620 RAEME » #

Eragrs.-
S EENEATGER . & & BEM Wt » dap
medium > A A PBS wash = # (i BB E K L& 4
T AE) B TFmpmig o 3 B A A 0.3m1/10 ¢ dish &
Gold lysis buffer 3 L4 pipetman # BRAEZ 848 o
MR R BB B cell lysate & %] 1.5n1 #y
eppendroff tube ¥ #HIR#Z 1. 5nin > % # # < 10min
(12000rpm) » & FR 0 3R BCA Protein assay kit &
w%@é%%%ﬁ’ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁquﬁ’ﬁﬂT
R I A o | |
4.SDS- = IV ] Tk o4& 10n] 30 9%
acrylamide/0. 8% bis; 7.5ml 4x Tris-C1/8DS pHl 8.8; 12.5mI
ddH20; 100ul 10%APS & 30ul TEMED ReH Y4 RREANE
FhT o ABRTES vell & 9 CHRELE 0 A AK A
ETE HIETHECLERE CRBRRE S M8 E T e
ﬁﬁ%%%*%%%@ﬁi’iﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁmhmgdv%%
% MMP BIETE R LR A Q) 2mg/ml & gelatin - #
stacking gel % E4# IR A, RoREBEF AP A8 % %
%ﬁkﬁ$oﬁ5mg%§éﬁ$’i%ﬁ%%a%%ﬁ%%%
Lol 3P A BhRNERSEY 9y SDS/protein Loading
buffer -« ALt tips MEQRAMELMED well  « pyases
Hoomd wEx Ty Stacking gel - H 3 g n
#8 R



%2 % stacking gel # separating gel IRk AR TR B
S0mA - & &% E Kagns T3 E ik
5. SDS-—fp’irﬁiﬁﬁﬁEi’?J%’%H%i@H % &,.5DS fﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ%’%ﬁ}ﬁ' A
& (50% methanol, 19% acetic aCId)EETFTE% 30 QeE1k
EREER (40% methanol, 7% acetic acid - (. 025% Coomassie
brilliant bjlye R-250) % &, 15-20 Eak U VP A (40%
methanol, 7% acetic acid)#& &%k » AAKEWAR L 8
R B EAE S s b g B P18 1R AF o
6. &% B2 (Western DIOt) 47 : Wik #r 4% » 4 1 Bio-Rad
PANEEERGERECTE DS X AR ISR 445 3 oy
L8 48 4 » £L PBRS o HACH 48 45, = % ﬁ’.‘i?ﬁﬁﬁ’i"é\%‘ 3%
skinmilk & PBS 1% ¥ 847 blocking &g 2 s B PBS
WHEZR o EEmA 10 ml — 2 g s (1:1000 L1 %
LA F R PBS ik ) & 4°C RE10 ot (REBE M 9
/NBF )s 8L PRS BRI =k AANBLBRALE (peroxidase)
%L?&ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁiﬁfiﬁé AN = R PBS %t = k4% I Bp ig
THBICEBREY (enhance chemi ! luminecent detection) -
. E
1.DNA K g e % 5 (DNA fragment extraction)
ﬂ%bl/ﬁiii@%“%%éﬁﬁmﬁé%']-f: * M iki&# PBS sk = & . mA 100
118 lysis buffer (10mf TrisHCl PHT. 6 5 InMl EDTA) - 454
RREBY  fhoAEgy phenol/chloroforn + 4 4 HEBT
14500rpm #& < » 15 248 - B gy tip B bk - FEAmA ]
/g &3 RNase A+ % 37CF » HEEZD 2.1k

%97



¢ HFEB T howm (agarose ge] electrophoresis):ﬁxi@%ifi
%% (agarose) » 1 TBR LR (50mM Tris-IC] pH 8.0 ~ 50my
Boric acid ~ 1 my EDTA) iz 4 - RERERESL 1.6% B &8
WA RIEA  BEpE 60°C Aa X ethidiug bromide(ﬁ%ﬁ%i%&
& 0.5ug/ml) - EHEFRBEERE Y . FREBS B2y
EEkEE 0 0 TRE BB IENG st Eﬂ%:‘%ﬁ%’iﬂzi%
ke A DNA # AR (2 pon gel loading buffer : X
KIRE R 0.05% bromophenol blye - 0. 05% xylene cyano] Y3
0% glycerol) s i1 TR 100 RAFBITE R 0 51558 DNA
KRG

Al *%éﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ’iﬁ??%ﬁﬁ\ﬁ
HEBEG AR ey tmpps H 2, 0 B 35 B 1y incubation
buffer (50mM Tris-C] pH7. 5, 20mM MgClo, Sm NaF, 0. 2mM EDTA,
0.8mM EGTA) ALKES 0. 8ng/n] - H10ul matg 404
PGT(poly Glu: Tyr, 4:1, s g Sigma) substrate (2
incubation buffer & 4 2mg/mi JRAE AN 104 1[ 7 -32P] ATP
BB BT EX Hﬁéﬁ%ﬁiﬂi’méﬁ PTK > 1% incubatiop
buffer + - WAL REF (grogth factors)« [ ¢ -32p] Ap
RHERED 104Ci/ml » mmacsy s : a5y MgOAc, 150 4N
ATP - BB (b R M 2 & 29°C AT 20 548« B Ao 104115 0.5M #4
EDTA Bt RE - ﬁ-:‘l?&l@i&fﬁﬁﬁ Dhosphocellulose(pSl)
P LR FEEME M op ooy 5%
TCA(trichloro-acetic acid)ik 3 =k » prgtsg ag p81 paper # #|
4m] BB 2% (cocktaj ] solution) B -counter B E M 4t A
g .

%107



RIEEITZ - EBEFALRLE BIRGHRF N F R/
FEAEABELALT  BRUEZHEFBULLKER ATz
SR 3k B B R 2R AR R R
BEzaphl1E A 0 £ ICo 4 51 A 2.79+0.88; 2.05+0.15; 2.23+0.80
mg; Ki {84 1.87; 2.76; 2.23 mg. (% 1,2) - {est A4 & &
T RBEFZACERTACEREE)NANBG ERFA
(uncompetitive type)Z #p#|ER - M HFRF LN KA L RS
¥pwl4E A (B 1~3) -

WEFRE ikt RERN T - $HFRFALFRLERILE
FREALF=MAIBAEEEN 4L E Img/mL ZRE T % Hep G2
o H KRB 49.58 ~ 54.66 ~ 50.23% z ¥4 E & # Hep 3B &
%] 44.87 ~ 53.43 ~ 48.56% Z 4l & K & (& 3~5) -

EHEZKEN R RS R EMMPs)2 & %
HHlE R B MMP-2 £ ICs (ug/ml) % 62.9; 713 5 66.0 » #
MMP-9 R % 86.3;62.8;78.2(k 6), m¥f£E/LE & B £ 2 M

ZRRERBAAEZ LR o

#F11 R



B - it

RIEER 7 SHREARERB)REFRTALKELEH

THENEFRAACEERNZH A R(C 53 A 2.79£0.88;
2.05£0.15;2.232080 mg; Ki 154 1.87;2.76;2.23 mg) - &%k X R g %
ARG AEACBEETZNHE > EHNE AL R EIpHER T
REEEA ETBELEGEZEE - MmN ETEZLABELETHA
HFHFREL2 0F P LREAER AW0~0.5 mIUL) Z3H4(1,2],
S 78 % A4 (2.34 mU/mg PT) &L A BEF ¥ (EFE 1.06 mU/mg
PT)[15]. HFBpF-Rob SALB EH R B HA R L ERZ LB RE B L
BREEELEZAL -
- BAEEARICEEMARZANEME G AL s hit B
milReZ MEE T FRAF g E(16] TRHE S48
FZIpH R MR AT RS @itk T B AEEERLE
Img/mL Z;RE T % HepG2 & Hep3B 3 A 50% 2ip4l4 £ %
BrhEempist  EINEwpAE ERARZ 81

Bl WB AT T AHEANGN  MEEMAEHIR-BE G
AEHERESEFTHMWM(17-20] - £ ¥4 collagenase type IV » MMP-2 #o
MMP-9 $AEZELBANNBRAZ S HEmp P[17,21] - Bb#n
TR HASLTZIHE S EEZ BSEE LR -

B L2 o WERET  SHEARREEFZERS T - 500K
EMARFZHAR  AHEBETAERZUARNEFXIHGE - D
EEFREFALRERB)AEGRFN LBz o PEEAEZ
ZEW  AEAENERTOH LE—%F -
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LEZBF Bz K Em R EiE
LERRFARAB SR ERREN LEZ IR+ &
REZ LR
3. 1% "%“ghfl’t.ﬁ%%ia‘ii'ft% BEREE gﬂﬁ?ﬁ%iﬁ%’l ’
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B &

ol EFHKREME T RS RSB T2 h R

4 E 5k (%)
7 & AHAL R T F(ng)
0.3 0.75 1.5 2.0 2.25 3.0 50 10.0 20.0 IC50(mg)
BRI AT % 39. 10 68.86 84.43 90.66 2.79
+ 3,30 £5.25 +527 £4.38 + (.88
ERREALCRESRE) 10.96 13.84 46.37 53.11 8191 2,05
+4.61 £1.73 ¢ 2.55 £0.87 +1.74 £0.15
THEFAL 58. 82 84.08 88,93 2.23
+2.07 £2.43 +7.41 £ 0.80

2 EFBHARLABEZHVERIH 2

7 B L el AR ¥p ) F #(mg)
L5 BB 1.87
EERFALRE) BRFH 2. 76
EBHRFR A 2.23

3 RBENFHIFE BNl

#HE e (%)
mppkk At A B (ng/ol)
0.25 0.5 1.0
Hep G2 7.43+ 2. 75 29. 21+1. 51 49, 58+1. 18

Hep 3B 20. 84=1. 98 30. 88+2. 58 44, 87+1, 45
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Z 4 EERFTAGEREFUFB a2 b F 1k

el E S (h)
#m e Bk : A ¥ & 88 (mg/ml)
0.25 0.5 1.0
Hep G2 33. 59+ 4.33 32. 19+ 4. 41 54. 66+ 2. 80
Hep 3B 14. 68+ 1.40 30. 63+ 1. 89 0d. 43+ 2.35

2D EFHEFPAHTEmBZ mBEN

rH B (%)
4a B AR A8 A B F (ng/ml)
0.25 0.5 1.0
Hep G2 30. 09+ 3.55 29.2b0+ 2.79 - '50.23+ 4. 48
Hep 3B ‘ 18. 44+ 1.63 31.45+ 1.51 48. 56+ 3. 22

6 HFBIZAKENE MMPs 2 4 g ik &

ICel 48 % 4 % F (ug/ml) ]
RELRE EHEREFALGLRE EtHE¥A
%)
MMP-2 62.9+ 5.2 71.3£7.5 66. 0£2. 2

MMP-§ ' 86. 3+4. 7 62. 8«4, 9 78. 243, 2
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