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% ZE:. B UHFUHITRRESRR CBERIREY) (EAEDGC) MARSMILRAIEM RIEHLH. AE H y-TH3 (IFN-y) R85
(LPS) Wpmlil#/ N RAW264.7 AN SEREAY, Griess VM AN FiEWH NO A, MTT LN gnug ., =k
W JF AR fE S (FRAP assay) il 58 40 i S 4 AL AE 7, RT-PCR A5 5 1 — S AL & A GINOS) - SR SALEE-2 (COX-2).
L4724 EE-1 (HO-1). A1 %-1B (IL-1B). H4IfiN-2-6 (IL-6). MIRIERFER F-0 (TNF-0) mRNA [f)3KiX; Western
blotting £l iNOS. COX-2. HO-1. p-ERK FE[AKIEKTF. 5R EAEDGC L&y 2 3mihl 40 i i b NO 141k,
REA RSP ALRE S, i INOS. IL-1B. IL-6. TNF-o mRNA }% iNOS. p-ERK &A%k, Eif HO-1 mRNA f1E
FKik, FNAEMANEK; HX COX-2 mRNA FIE AREENAK. 48 EAEDGC #4018k 2 3 FUn4h 8% (1 i
(MAPK) H 4N HAME ST (ERKD {555 S EANE iNOS JEFFIE A ZRIE, AMmE NO B MR, #maii
BPUEALRE Y], FIBRN U IL-1B IL-6. TNF-o ZAEA BRI _EIRPT A HO-1 ERIE, Bk IEST R 1EH .
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In vitro anti-inflammatory effect of ethyl acetate extract from Daphnes Giraldii Cortex
and their mechanisms
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Abstract: Objective To investigate in vitro anti-inflammatory effect of ethyl acetate extract from Daphnes Giraldii Cortex (EAEDGC)
on RAW 264.7 macrophages stimulated with IFN-y plus LPS and their mechanisms. Methods IFN-y plus LPS-stimulated RAW 264.7
macrophage has been used as experimental inflammatory model. Griess reaction for nitric oxide (NO) production, FRAP assay for total
anti-oxidant capacity, MTT assay for cell proliferation (availability), RT-PCR for mRNA expression and Western blotting for protein
expression examination were performed. Results EAEDGC could concentration-dependently inhibit NO production in stimulated
macrophage. The gene and protein expression of inducible nitric oxide synthase (iNOS) were also suppressed by the herb extract. The
treatment by EAEDGC significantly attenuated mRNA of inflammatory cytokines, such as IL-1p, IL-6, and TNF-a, while increased
HO-1 expression. The herb element elevated anti-oxidant capacity of the cells. Furthermore, phosphorylation of ERK (p-ERK) was
markedly inhibited by EAEDGC. Conclusion EAEDGC exerts potential anti-inflammatory effects including the suppression of
pro-inflammatory mediators, such as IL-1B, IL-6, TNF-0, and increasing HO-1 expression and total antioxidant capacity. EAEDGC
could inhibit the NO production and iNOS expression, which may partially contribute to the regulation of ERK/MAPK pathway.

Key words: ethyl acetate extract from Daphnes Giraldii Cortex (EAEDGC); anti-inflammation mechanisms; inducible nitric oxide synthase
(iNOS); cytokine; total antioxidant capacity
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LU B Ay Fio B ) 3 A5 J8 AH A 55 B & Daphne
giraldii Nitsche. P& H5i % D. tangutica Maxim. ¢ ['1]
Wi & D. retusa Hemsl. R % 2507, M. 27,
W, AR R, IREoR sk,
IR . DU RRAS . AT e, iR b
R TT BRI T R 7 3 R 3 BN R R W 4%
o LT & HRLIT SR 45 2 Fhoni R 2 1. R g
HIRELUTI RIS R £ R BRGS0 SR B I (R BH
Y PUAMERAERI ST R D, EIL
PR AT FHLHI A IR . ARSI 2 RAW264.7 41
b3 PO R BRI 5, T AT BRI R £ R L
Y (EAEDGC) X} R AEA0 MR NO AE B b (1) 5%,
I 7% %¢ EAEDGC X} #0E i 5 1 — A A &
(INOS). R4 ALEE-2 (COX-2). L4l 2 N4 -1
(HO-1) [y 58 Ma], 3B LA I 1 40 /- 3:-18 (IL-1B)-
H4fiN -6 (IL-6). MIEIRAER F-a (TNF-0) K&
N M PTAAAL fE AR 1 p-ERK £ /K T EIS,
it EAEDGC i &ML .

1 RS NEE
1.1 ##

HHITRR 25640 B 22 M 284 i g, B
0 25 SR 50 T %5 8 N W A Daphne  giraldii
Nitsche. RAW264.7 4fifiid, W H ATCC A7, RPMI
1640 3573, R4, M H Gibeo AH]. —HIJE
WA (DMSO). HEZ ¥l (LPS). TRIzol RNA $EHL
IRF PHEXT R 2y L-N6- 28, £ 3E-#12 FR (L-NIL).
2,4,6- = MLER =B (TPTZ). KWL % E
(Trolox). Griess Jx Nk, 40 H Sigma 2 #].
AR PVDF . 100 bp DNA i BEARUE b
5 Bio-rad A7l . MEAL y-THE (IFN-y), IHH
Chemicon Aw]. HABEEARESM, W H Progema A
], iNOS. COX-2. HO-1. p-ERK. B-actin Fi{A&F!
Yo H Cell Signaling /A 7] F1 Santa Cruz 2
fl. ECL KRG B GE A7l . S5 Al
RGBT KRR A 51WH L
A=) TREMRSS AT BR 28w 4 il o SR 38 Ok 23 B 4k
1.2 {48

Rotavapor R—220 Je% 254X, %i1: Buchi 2
F]; Modulyod—230 ¥ T41¢, J[E Thermo 2
F]; Spectra MAX190 451X, JEE MD A #;
D278532 iR VR 0 HL, FEE Hettich 2 ]
UV21700 AN 66T, HARRHEA A 85
SN PO ERL, T8 2 LE R A A BR A 7] PCR

U4, 5 [E Biometra A F]; GIS B KGR T &
g, L RBERHATIRA R, R HEKRS, EH
Bio-rad A ]; sMPIC2600C Hzh X 2k ¥,
b R DL A WU PR A FD

2 FHE

2.1 EAEDGC #|#&

FITREA 70% CBEINFARRSEE (80 C, W
BHEE 12100 3 3%, JEBUBURIRAR, T+ O, 135
FERE, S R S O SR 4 O 28K
i, BEIR CEEAE 3 WK, BIOFAEIUR, DRk 4E,
AR A TG —80 CLRAT, I ATELH] (o
JeGEEVEIE, EAEDGC 5 5 #51] 23.79%) .

2.2 ‘HAEES

RAW264.7 4T3 10%AA2F- 15 ) RPMI 1640
Btk 4837 'C. 5% CO, 5511 CO, HiFiAfiigt.
2.3 HMiEER
2.3.1 Griess [V %% EAEDGC 17l J& 40 Jiftd b3 Wi
TSR SR AR AR AL 1X10° A,
100 pL FAT 96 FLHR, £ 77 X AL 75 0.1%
DMSO [#) RMPI 1640 57240 0; AAUZHKH] LPS
(100 pug/L) HIFN-y (1X10*U/L) B[ dl 54
EAEDGC (50. 100,200 mg/L) 41435} LPS+IFN-y
FBHT 6 h (FBTALHD . 0h (AL . HIBS 6
h GRITALER) 3 ANIF) s AbFR A M . I 4ERE 24 h
Jeis WRHC 96 FLER TH IS 7R 100 pL, AN SEAATR
] Griess W ARF], =3 W 10 min, BEFRY T 540
nm ARG . 5 EAEDGC 4515 28 AN [A] b
P R0 0 b 9 VA IR 2 P A o

b = BRI — 4 25 HBOG D /
T2 s B i — % HE 2R e 1)

2.3.2 MTT EWM % EAEDGC X 40 i3 11 i 5%
FHWHY 96 FLAR 5T 100 pL F T~ Griess [ W
JG, AN MTT (H PBS %ifi#th 5 /L) ¥ 10 uL,
T 37 CHREEREFR 4 h, I 50 uL = HF) (0.01
mol/L 2% 10%SDS £ 0.04 mol/L A FE )i 4,
FHBEEARASCIE 570 630 nm AWROGRE(E, LAAS 6]
WA 100%, #8X EAEDGC % 41 3T 7 i 540 o
233 R R P RE I (FRAP) %
% EAEDGC X4l i S b e I gm  RAW
264.7 41 7R T 30 mm 400 R LA, Bl 100,
200 mg/L EAEDGC THACEE 1 h, FF525 110 B A bR
HEXT I Trolox 41, F IFN-y+LPS 4822407 6 h Ji5,
FUK A b BRI AR 11 9 Lowry v 2l 5 25
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Jit. FRAP ¥4 0.3 mol/L SR £ 22 &k (pH3.6)
10 mmol/L TPTZ (T 40 mmol/L HCD) 1 2 mmol/L
FeCl; (AAFAILL 10210 1) AWM. B 5 uL &4 &
FIFESA N 245 uL FRAP 3%, &% 10 min )5, 7F
FEFRAX T 593 nm Ab MR G BEAE o 51256 45 SR LA Trolox
PrEABE S [mmol/ (L-g) T AAsE, P EAEDGC
XA L BTAEA BE T (st

2.3.4 RT-PCR #:£5M iNOS. COX-2. HO-1. IL-1B+
IL-6. TNF-a. mRNA ®i&X RAW264.7 41 ffuks7% T
30 mm 4 HfuksFRmA, LA EAEDGC 100+ 200 mg/L
TRALHE 1 h, A IFN-y-+LPS 4k 440 4 h Ji5, il Trizol
WA 1 mL, $ZULHBHEEC RNA, FTH RNA 1)
Ao/ Azgo YITE 1.8~2.0, 1% RT iR U Wi i S 5
AR cDNA Ji, 4% PCR 51 Ui B N PCR X
TR GRS N . H WL 5975 INOS IE
514 5°-GCCTCATGCCTTGATTCAt-3>, X [f]5]
Y 5°-GAGGGTGAATTCCAGA-3’; COX-2 iE[5]
Y 5°-GATACGTGTTGACGTCCAGA-3’, K[54
5-GTCTGTCTAGAGTTTCACCG-3’; HO-1 iF [ 5]
¥ 5-TGACCTCTCAGGGGG-TCAGGTCC-3’, %
5% 5-AGTCGTGGTCAGTCAACATGGATGC-
3’5 IL-1B IEM 5% 5-CCTGTGGCCTTGGGCC-
TCAA-3’, &[54 5°-GGTGCTTGATGTACCAG-
TTGGG-3’; TNF-a 1E 754 5°-CCCTCACACTCA-
GATCATCTTCTCAA-3’, [ 5|49 5’-TCTAAGTA-
CTTGGGCAGGTTGACCTC-3’; IL-6 IE[5[4) 5°-

TGAACAACGATGATGCACTTGC-3, R [[514 5°-
%1 EAEDGC 3 RAW264.7 ZHAf NO 4 i EFILMAE HBIZM (X £s,n=6)
Table 1 Effect of EAEDGC on NO production and cell viability in RAW264.7 cells (x +s,n=6)

CGTAGAGAAC-AACATAAGTC-3’; B-actin 1F [ 5]
Y 5-CCAAGGCCAACCGCCGC-3’, & Ia 514 5°-
AGGGTACATGGTGCCGCC-3’. PCR "4 1.5%35
JERRREIRS LS B R ASOU S 4
2.3.5 Western blotting il iNOS. COX-2. HO-1
FAKIEFM ERK fR1L RAW264.7 41 7% T
30 mm i fukEFRmF, LLEAEDGC 100, 200 mg/L
TRALFE 1 h 5 IFN-y+LPS 4k4:4b7E, HUK PBS
VRV, N ER B AR S SO g i, RS
T4 °C. 3000Xg &.0r 15 min, BUE A _BiH R T
FEEME . BEFLIMA 25 pg MEA EFE, 78 7.5%.
12%M) SDS-PAGE #t/ie ik, &%) PVDF
B E, 10% Wi fig -9t bl 43 FH—$t iNOS (1 :
1000).COX-2(1 : 1000).HO-1(1 : 1000).p-ERK
(1:1000). B-actin (1 :800) L 4 CHyE IR,
PBST ¥ UENE 3X 15 min, IgG-HRP T (1 :
2000—1 :5000) LfEi#E 1h, PBST #yLHE 3X
15 min, BT EM ECL WA, X &R, ©.
24 FHitFLIE

B x s 2R, 22 BEMRE R 5.
3 4R
3.1 XHHRE NO £ E RIS

IFN-y-+LPS P [A] %5 3 RAW264.7 7= E K & NO,
AN T NO P ASIR SR B & 1 In(P<<0.01).
EAEDGC V5 s il FE MO 7 i il 48 b
WAHIR R AR E (P<<0.01), TR Ab B 2H 401 ) 25
Bl TN A0 NO AE TG S, 45 LK 1.

21 9 pl(ugrmL™") WAl Eh/(umol- L") RIRTE kN EIOZ8 A M35 71/%
payid — 1.0540.08 — 100.00
B — 68.75+0.01% — 14.60
EAEDGC &7 47 50 64.96+0.02 6.05 27.51
100 53.89+0.03" 22.08 47.17
200 46.9840.02" 32.10 40.24
EAEDGC [a] i b 73 50 57.2340.01° 17.00 30.58
100 43.6240.01" 37.11 74.42
200 17.62+0.04"™ 75.52 140.20
EAEDGC Tipjs 4t 50 48.62+0.01" 20.76 39.71
100 38.4740.01" 37.88 112.38
200 6.58+0.02" 91.73 147.31
sl 50 3.93+0.01 - 97.55
100 2.7440.01 — 97.42
200 3.2840.01 — 96.18
L-NIL 50 pmol-L " 49.2240.01" 35.20 36.20

L AL M P<0.01; HEAMILE: TP<0.01
#p<0.01 vs control group; P <0.01 vs model group
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3.2 XHEHREAYTE S0

EAEDGC LAJst &y FEMOR 7 204 = 2 TIFN-y +
LPS B 40 B i¥0yE 77, HLCATIR &b BRAL (¥ 40 £
P aenits TR S A0 B TS ) s A K, R
EAEDGC CH B4 fugdt. D& 1.
33 XSS NRENR

2 LPSHIFN-y Hll¥)5, 41 adiseaiuie
M 43.01£11.57 [£5 29.21+6.28 (P<<0.05), W]
RIELFEPAAAEAAL N . 3 N7 EAEDGC 4b#E
Ja . AR PTEARE ) B A A A R R
(P<<0.05). Z5iHILFE 2.

%2 EAEDGC % RAW264.7 4 B & W 68 T B Z 00
(xts ,n=6)
Table 2 Effect of EAEDGC on antioxidant ability
of RAW264.7 cells (x+s,n=6)

21 5 pl(ng'mL™" FRAP 3l
] H - 43.01£11.57
A — 2921+ 6.28"
EAEDGC 100 52,02+ 5.54"

200 68.23+15.46"

SR IRALELE: "P<0.05: SBUHALE: "P<0.05
#P<0.05 vs control group; "P<0.05 vs model group

EAEDGC /(ugmL ") 120 T
payih A 100 200
iNOS 100 |
N
COX-2 @ 80
)
HO-1 ® 60 -
'
=
IL-1B 40 t
TNF-a
20
IL-6
0

3.4 ¥iNOS. COX-2. HO-1 #1IL-1p. TNF-a.
IL-6 mRNA RiZRI SN

SR ZH INOS. COX-2. HO-1 mRNA ) 21L#
ik M4 IFN-y+LPS #¥J5, iNOS. COX-2. HO-1
WRERIE, Al AL 71.93 £5 (P<<0.01).
16.62 fi5 (P<<0.01).4.19 £% (P<<0.01). 4 EAEDGC
100 200 pg/mL Fi)i5, iNOS mRNA ik A
A HIFEAL T 11.08% (P<<0.01). 86.18% (P<
0.01), {HX} COX-2 mRNA FIiAT M. EAEDGC
A L1 HO-1 mRNA ##, i HO-1 mRNA LU
535 Eif 21.76% 22.10%.

£ EAEDGC 100. 200 pg/mL -5, IL-1B
mRNA BRI 435 F I 2.14% (P<0.05). 7.14%
(P<0.01); TNF-o mRNA FIEDH T T 6.08%-
19.60% (P<<0.05); IL-6 mRNA 735 i T 19.58%.
33.75% (P<<0.05), ¥JRJakBEAcaitt. WK 1.
35 FtiNOS. COX-2. HO-1. p-ERK ERFRiXaIS/M0

2 TFN-y+LPS H¥#J5, #41 iNOS & R IA
FEEXF RN T 32.10% (P<<0.01); ifi EAEDGC
100, 200 pg/mL 41 iNOS 2 [ & IA B4 53 531
WT 36.38%. 38.37% (P<0.05), EAEDGC T-Hi
J& iNOS #1784k 5 iNOS mRNA 284k —5, Ixf

OiNOS
N COX-2
G HO-1
EIL-1B
& TNF-a
BAIL-6

(I T T T B B e e B B B B I B B B
e i e 4
*

B-actin

X

100 200
EAEDGC /(ugmL ")

Lxtidltis: FP<0.01: GRMLILE: P<0.05 TP<0.01, E2[H
#p<0.01 vs control group; "P<0.05 ""P<0.01 vs model group, Fig. 2 is same

1 EAEDGC X} iNOS KA MM EF mRNA RIEMFM (x+s5,n=6)
Fig.1 Effect of EAEDGC on mRNA expression of iNOS and inflammatory cytokines (x +s,n =6)

COX-2 B MERIE T .

BEAA] HO-1 M A RIARM AR ST
45.72% (P<<0.01). 100, 200 pg/mL EAEDGC fiff
HO-1 Z A M LB EIR T 29.50%- 29.73% (P<
0.01), ZJREIREMMPE. £ IFN-y+LPS fil¥)5,
A p-ERK RIAB AL BT 39.37% (P<

0.01). 100. 200 ug/mL EAEDGC 1EJ] &, 1 p-ERK
HABBERA S THFT 23.57%. 34.02% (P<
0.01), EFTEIREMBINE. 458K 2.
4 itig

BR R 12 2R k50 BV 4 e MAPK/ERK/
NF-kB {5 54 Sl %, 4 T1Z@E 8 NI iNOS 7=
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_EAEDGC/(ugmL™") 120
X reit] 100 200 100 F
X 80 | 0OiNOS
@ & COX-2
g o @ HO-1
= 40 | 8 p-ERK
=
20 |
0 1 1

i 100 200
EAEDGC /(ugmL ")

2 EAEDGC 31 iNOS. COX-2. HO-1 EEFRIAEF ERK BB ULAIFM (x+5,n=6)
Fig.2 Effect of EAEDGC on protein expression of iNOS, COX-2, and HO-1 and ERK phosphorylation (x +s5,n =6)

AR NO,  [R]INRB = A2 ) 55 2 RAE A i B
GRIIRAT N, TE A 0, B SRE PR ik
— WAk, XF INOS (WA HE A IR TT SERE KT
$mgl, EAEDGC #i1 NO FasE = #y Wb fils i £h 11 &
J8G, 0 RS S 40 e B A R E R, Re bt
MR PRI RE S, AR BRa e aett.

2 RN A (MAPKS) 1558 3815
SEAAME 5 5 R 40 k% N S N e 2 —, L dE
A IS5 A B (ERKD. JNK. p38 Al ERKS
LA, "ISHAMMMET. . A
KA RIERMNVE, NEEZE. 24 MuE &
T T A A5 B [ I Sl TR R MAPK. JE %, L
ERKI. ERK2, BFRAL IS ERKI/2 H 504 A7 2
%W, 3EAS NF-xB. Ap-1. c-fos Fl c-Jun Z5f¥)
SRR, T NF-«B 475 INOS. COX-2 %54
JEMN IR AL #F COX2 Fil iNOS FE i 3 7 _L3if
¥ 5° X3 NF-kB [543 57. iNOS 5 COX-2
KAV, INOS fig HEH COX-2 fiAbAL rifif Al
iM%k coX-2P1, iNOS Fl COX-2 52 LPS Fl IFN-y
LR R Y 95, 1 EAEDGC figi #e kM
INOS ik, X COX-2 FKiATosghn, HEWTH T RED]
i INOS H1 COX-2 Z [A] [\ 5 . HO/CO #1 NOS/NO
AHHE AT, NO 1= 40155 HO-1 RIA M LI, 1
HO-1 ¥ B BG4 fRyERH, H =R % .
BREEF. CO i /EM, H HO-1 mid ERK &
R INOS, 3% 2 BRI NO A2 1 128 1P . EAEDGC
N INOS ik, Eil HO-1 Fik, AU AW
HR ARG FBTRARR I TTER, LA
WEREE R 47 . kA, TL-1B. TNF-a. IL-6 £E 42
it At £ A, EAEDGC A8 NI IL-1B.
TNF-a. IL-6 mRNA ik,

£k L&, EAEDGC AN RRHT I TR A 2
s HPURAE BRI R 3 L 6 MAPK/ERK
fr 742 ERK H A BERIL, 0] INOS #E3 [A]
JE AR, FEh NO A A AL, 45
RN 7B W RN & S PiR A B HO-1 3R,
BETAAEHTR R

SEHR
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