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[ E] B MASFTEAFSIREERARG SO RN REERGEEPERZLNE, FE RERE
B A B 2B (Hey) FRAL B AB- 3 kA E 48 16 (HUVEC) , 12 8 1 mmol/L Hey 5 RRIR E 4% R FEF4EA
HUVEC, 24 h J& ,MTT k4 tafe 57 & 2 AF 32 % 2 & PCR(RT-PCR) %M e 3R & &G E4 4 4% 9 (Bip) A=
C/EBP Fl B & & (CHOP) 9 & B & ik KT Western blot # Bip .CHOP & & % 1% K-+ PKR A & M i # ( PERK ) &
MR MAZES #5558 la(IREla) BEBRALK-F, R 5B *FBA e, Hey 404 J0 4 % £ % 4K, Bip #= CHOP
o9 K B A& G K-F I &, PERK A= IREla #9BEBRALK-F I8 (P <0.05), 5 Hey 44, &R E 4% X3 (300
wmol/L) 55 Hey 3 B4k JA J& ta fe 557 5+ % Bip A= CHOP #9 A B #o & & £ 5 K F F &, PERK #= IREl« 8 5% 82 1L
AP FH(P<0.05), &if &R FxTE R A ¥ MR8 F 56 HUVEC Bt AR E A, LA T 4k 5 F 4]
PR R A% 5 B S E AL &
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Salidroside Attenuats Homocysteine-induced Injury in Human Umbilical Vein Endo-
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[ ABSTRACT ] Aim To discuss the protective effect and mechanism of salidroside on homocysteine ( Hey) -induced
endothelial cell injury. Methods Human umbilical vein endothelial cells (HUVEC) were cultured in different con-
centrations of Hey, then the concentration of positive significance (1 mmol/L) was picked out. HUVEC were cultured
with different concentrations of salidroside and Hey concetration for 24 hours was chosen.  Cell viability was assessed with
MTT assay, the mRNA levels of Bip, CHOP were detected by real-time quantitative PCR (RT-PCR).  The protein levels
of Bip, CHOP, phosphorylation of PERK, IREla were examined by Western blot. Results We observed that Hey
(0.5 mmol/L, 1 mmol/L, 2 mmol/L. and 4 mmol/L) induced dysfunction of HUVEC, increased the mRNA and protein
levels of Bip and CHOP (P <0.05), and elevated PERK and IREla phosphorylation (P <0.05) in HUVEC.  Salidro-
side attenuated the cell damage effects of Hcy on HUVEC in a dose-dependent manner.  The cell viability of HUVEC were
up-regulated by salidroside compared with Hey treated group (P <0.05). We also found that mRNA and protein levels of
Bip and CHOP were down-regulated by salidroside (300 pwmol/L) compared with Hey treated group (P <0.05), while

PERK and IREla phosphorylation were increased (P <0.05) in HUVEC. Conclusions  These findings suggested
that salidroside could attenuate high Hey induced injury in HUVEC, partly through inhibiting endoplasmic reticulum stress
pathway.
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1 [H) 4 2 Jbk 2 R IfiL i ( hyperhomocysteinemia,
HHey) 2 s ks FEREAL 1A S7 fa s R o BF9E R B
HHey X0 I8 248 450 3528 5 P9 e 40 ot 1 K
THRERERT i 28 A= W5 A S | Rt A S
JULZ B 165 B, 00 il AR RN B A AR I A O, S
A1, AT I N 8 AL AR R AT
(salidroside ,Sal) 2 AE L 24 £1 5 K B A UK SY , 25
PRVE ] B TR AL, OO S7 , T Il T imopk i i
A A G R A2 . DRt R L
s=w N DS RuR R =R AR G & A T EILE O AN v
(homocysteine , Hey ) 1755 (14 P Bz 241 Ji6 453 473 F1 1) g
(RN EPS VST SV CITA S EN Y EPE /S0
WA B SR ST LT 50K 5 PN 5T 9 2 3 =[] Y
KA, A BhIIKRAERE AL Y 42 1 A 23 73R 7 S L B IS
Bl

1 #MEFrEE

11w

A # ik A % 48 B8 (human umbilical vein endo-
thelial cells, HUVEC) ¥ # ATCC;DMEM 3 & 3t | f4
FinyE JEBE Gbeo; 212 AH MW E LR &
1 RHBCA IR 2> B 5 Hey \MTT, = B 2 T 8 ( dimethyl
sulfoxide , DMSO) 1§ B Sigma; % RNA 2 B 7| & |
Taq B (NTP W B LB X A WA BAR LA ;3
B & B e P L& A Marker  ECL 1§ & Ther-
mo Fisher Scientific; % K R E A 4% 4 4 & A
(binding immunoglobulin protein, Bip) . C/EBP [ J&
& A ( C/EBP homologous protein, CHOP) .GAPDH 5|
WEA W EEET AT RRBARAG; B K
ARBUKA &M B EA K ;BCA EAXERXA &M
HEx K& MBEAFRAE ;Bip, CHOP PKR 7 it
X % B ( PKR endoplasmic reticulum kinase , PERK) |
W W #% 1 5 % 5 & B 1a(inositol-requiring protein-
la,IREla) | B-actin — 35§ B Cell Signaling Tech-
nology ; p-PERK — 41/ B Santa Cruz;p-IRE1 — #1114
B Abcam; F R . F % = 514 B Proteintech; 77
KR B ATR A
* 1. 51 RRETEF

Table 1. Primer and probe sequences

1.2 ZHpatEsR

HUVEC ¥ 35 T4 10% 5 4 7 9 DMEM 3% 5%
WL F, BT 37C 5% CO, EiRIERERE T
o ML AL 80% ~90% B, A 0.25% F B Y
o, B, ERAER,
1.3 LE4HA

LB oHRAT . E B, EHALERKE
Hey #3#% HUVEC, 4 7 Xt B 41 ( 7 An Hey ) F7 52 35 41
(Hey W% & 2 %1 % 0.25 mmol/L, 0.5 mmol/L, 1
mmol/L 2 mmol/L 4 mmol/L) ., % =& 4, £ {# JH
Hey #|#% HUVEC 2 #7 2 h, ln N F R R E By 2 8 K
FRALE, 2 A BA(T gy fnst i dl, L
45 A Hey (R m Hey) 3 wmol/L 418 K # +
1 mmol/L Hey 41,30 pmol/L 27 % K3 + 1 mmol/L
Hey 41,300 wmol/L 4T3 K4 +1 mmol/L Hey 41,
1.4  MTT & 20 A 1 iE &

Ut #k £ K ¥ HUVEC, B 8 (b 5 &= & 3 it
B, 35 < 10* e AT 96 IR, 4 7l 200
pL &R, F4 6 NEI, @WHRILCAZ80%E, %l
¥ ri, A PBS Ik 3 i, £ B T vE 3 R R R,
24 h ER ISR, B PBS vk 3 e, PRI 4
RN T A 4L FE 24 h R FL AN 20 pl MTT(5
/L) BkERF4h, e, RHEILANTERE, G5 v
A 150 wL DMSO, 4 96 LR & T L AR 3k 3% L _E ¥Rk
% 10 min, 45 & 70 2 75 ## , B AR OUR: I 4 3L OD
R K K 490 nm) , = & 4K A he da e ay
FH, MEAFEF = (L8B4 0DE -%Aa4 0D
)/ (X4 0D -2 a4 0D ff) x100% ,
1.5 RNA 1REUR ER R NEE PCR T K 5 W Kz
HHEXESSF

BUAt #k £ K 3 HUVEC, B4 T 6 7Lk, &3L2
mL#ERR, FH6 NI, HELHLALH AN
s FE 24 h 5, fE A % RNA #IRR A &R WA
FL40 B RNA, i B — E B 5 T 0Dy 05 20 &2
RNA ¥ &, & A B 2 pg & RNA # % F i cDNA,
B2 pL cDNA N\ % B 5% o & & PCR ( real-time
PCR,RT-PCR) ¥ 3 R Stk # 4 # . RT-PCR 5| 4 &
HeFH XL,

A ES519)

B X514

e

Bip 5'-CACGGTGGTCGGCATCG-3’

5'-GTGATGCGGTTGCCCTGAT-3’

5'-FAM-ACTCCTGCGTCGGCGTGTTCAAGA-TAMRA-3’

CHOP 5'-TCCAGCCACTCCCCATTATCC-3" 5'-GCAGGTCCTCATACCAGGCTTC-3" 5'-FAM-TCATTGCCTTTCTCCTTCGGGACACT-TAMRA-3’

GAPDH 5'-GGAAGGTGAAGGTCGGAGTC-3’

5'-CGTTCTCAGCCTTGACGGT-3’

5'-FAM-TTTGGTCGTATTGGGCGCCTG-TAMRA-3’
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1.6  Western blot il /) 5z /¥ Bz 31S 518 B%

BB A KB HUVEC, M T 6 FLAR, 47l 2
mL 355K, A3 ANETL, R4 05 m N
a3 24 h 5, WO 3SR, A Uk PBS ¥t 3 &,
FERA AR FREREE B ,BCA FNE &K
E., B30 pg & A, 5 EAEZ AR A ,100°C m #
A 10 min, SDS-PAGE H, ¥k ,4°C H, % | 45 % 5 44
PVDF fE#% K A3 K /N, 5% B W 2 1 h, DL
Bip .CHOP .PERK .IREla .p-PERK ,p-IREla # % £
FUA(1:1000) 25 4°C % & i 7, TBST & & 3 &,
k10 min, Z#H0(1:3000) £ & H 1 h, TBST %
Ji£ 3 K, 4K 10 min, ECL Z £ H & 1 min,X &
FREIEE® ., KA HAH G XA Quantity One 24T %
B3R EAEHATF EE
1.7 SitESHh

5235 25 R K A Graphpad Prism 5 % 347 40t
FoM T ER U £s Rom, HE LR X H 2R
EFHERM, P<0.05 hEZRARITEEL,

2 # R

2.1 Hey X HUVEC i& B0
Hey ¥t HUVEC EA i1 H ,#E:I'E*XHE 0]

FGEACmivE, SXTRA A, 1.2 5 4 mmol/L Hey
i E | HUVEC B4%i (P <0.05) ., B 1 mmol/L ¥
JEE AT [E] ARG P S 3, 45 2R iR Hey ABBHE 2 h BIX
HUVEC {fPE/™= R 2 57 (P <0.05;K 1),
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E 1. Hey Xf HUVEC & MBS0 (X +5)
H P <0.01, 53U LA,
Figure 1. Effects of Hcy on the viability of HUVEC (x £5)

ay P<0.05,b

2.2 Hey X HUVEC # Bip 1 CHOP FRiZHIF2 M0

RT-PCR &5 R B s, 5XF A M, 1.2 K& 4
mmol/L Hey Zb¥f 24 h n] LA 14 HUVEC H* Bip
A CHOP 1Y) mRNA ik, I 52— i s AR (P
<0.05)., Western blot 25 5 RT-PCR 45 FA4H—
AR AL B R AT LA N Bip A1 CHOP Y& 3%
k(P <0.05;K2),

CHOP

mRNA Fik7kFE

Bip l ———— |7s kDa

)
~
=
o
O
FEARIKKFE

Hey (mmoll)  —

2. Hey % HUVEC 1 Bip #1 CHOP mRNA f1E B RIEHISNE (v +5)

0.5 1 2 4

a I P<0.05,b K P<0.01, 5% BRZH 4k,

Figure 2. Effects of Hcy on the expression of Bip and CHOP mRNA and protein in HUVEC (x +5)

2.3 Hey %t HUVEC R RM A HEXERQFWL
spAl
X IRAAA 1.2 & 4 mmol/L Hey AbH 2 h
AL DL PN 5 I8 1 PERK A1 TREL oo B 2 1k 48
(P<0.05;K3),
2.4 LA2XEFMH Hey FESHR R ARG
HUVEC 2[RI B 41 50 K AL B 2 h, F5H
1 mmol/L Hey ZbFH 24 h, H:1 300 pmol/L £1 5t K H
T 10U A TS R I (P <0. 0581 4) .

2.5 A=XEX Hey 58 HUVEC Bip #1 CHOP
E o= 0p-A)

HUVEC A RV BE 41 50 KA fiAb 2 2 h, 75
1 mmol/L Hey AL 24 h, 215K 0] LLH Hey i
1) HUVEC Bip Al CHOP 1) mRNA M%E Ak, I
SRR RE, Hod 300 pmol/L ZL B RAFH 5 1
mmol/L Hey HAH L Z R H A ST 8 L (P <
0.05;5),
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a M P<0.05,b} P<0.01, 5% M2 i,

Figure 3. Effects of Hcy on activation of ER stress pathway in HUVEC (x +5)
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4. ARXEX Hey FSH HUVEC iE RIS (x +5)

a iy P<0.05, 53 L L4 ;b P <0.01,45 1 mmol/L Hey ZHILAL,
Figure 4. Effects of salidroside pretreatment on the viability
of HUVEC induced by Hey(x +5)

104 1 Bip

2.6 LAEXEFX Hey S8 HUVEC F R M B
EENFRIZMNZM

HUVEC 28 AR BELL 5 R H AL 2 h, #H
1 mmol/L Hey b 2 h, £1 5 KA 7T LIl Hey 7
S HUVEC P9 5T 19 10 38015 5 368 805 Ak, I 22 77 4
Weri e, Hirf,30 300 wmol /L £1 5% K F i b B v
DL 2 AR IRELoc BRI 7KF-,300 pmol/L 215
FATTALBE AT L) G 35 F% A% PERK FOBERR L KK, 5
1 mmol/L Hey ZHAH b 22 5 B Gt 2 8 L (P <
0.05;/6),

6- I8
bb I cHoP b
84 Il cHoP
B Bip o e e S | 78KkDa
R N
g b T o b
E L] B—actin [_!----] 45 kDa
ol Sal (umoll) - - 3 30 300 o
Ql\& \25\ \2@ p ~Zg\ Hey (mmol/L) - 1 1 1 1 Q‘ﬁ? ~Z§\ ~Z@ ~Z§\ \29%
Py FF & £ §/ & & &
'y & ¥ &y & ¥
S SIS
< < < X N X
> & 8 v S

5. OS5 XRFXI Hey iS58 HUVEC Bip 71 CHOP mRNA F1ZE B RIZHIFIET (v = 5)

P <0.01,5 1 mmol/L Hey 4 b4,

a M P<0.05, 5% B4 L ;b N

Figure 5. Effects of salidroside pretreatment on Bip and CHOP mRNA and protein expression induced by Hcy in HUVEC («x

£5s)

3 4t i

Hey SR BE 2R , & ~F BE & MR 9 5 Ff I
VAL v A R 1 3k b S Bk R R A HHey ™
HHey J& 301 Ik ki e B A 19— 08k Sz fE R P 3. Hey
A U S NF-kB {55 38 s N R — Ak

A& Wit ( endothelial nitric oxide synthase , eNOS ) B lig
FELABE D NO B A= 6 CRVRE I, A P4 B2 19 &7 5k
RE& AL BERE " Hey 37T LARSAR 045 N J AR K R
AN N AR 324K 1 F 2 iEREK  AF T
B T Y SR T DA A PR L 40 P
BT OKP T HEEFEAL RN, R Bel-2 B
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mmol/L Hey 41 lL#2,

4

PERKBAERILKF
n

S S N N S O
&P F S S
N ¥y X y X ¥ X
5 & F L F & 9
& £ & & &
& & & &S
) S o;QQ > S r§

a i P<0.05, 5% B4 ;b A P <0.01,5 1

Figure 6. Effects of salidroside pretreatment on activation of ER stress pathway induced by Hcy in HUVEC (x +s)

FEACAKTE 175 0 P AU 7 A R DA % o i ) )
Al PN B A AR A5 G ) Hey AT DA P SR )
AR & E A 2 YN WA & &
SACEBEE, AT LS N Bip B9FK, LGS A L)
B EA, K, Bip 1T LAE K 4 5 R0 R 30T 16 1Y
LEES

PRI DR 235 3 A B 11 19 ) g A G, D
IREla \PERK Il ATF6, 1EHRE T, Bip 5 &
G BE AL TARE RS, YEIrEE AN 2
B, —J7 T Bip ZE I, 55— 71 Bip 5B A
B UMHEZNMAE T EEAMS S, BEAS
Bip Wi Ei ), AT LA ot 3 B R AL SR 2 m R
FLAAE A B VIR B0, 0% 2 )5, PERK | IREla |
ATF6 I {55165, i@ f ] mRNA F6 5% AR
778 1 Y PR D O 06 2 2 2 i R, LA R I AR Ok
PR PN T D P IR ST B AR R B L A N R 6
PR SEAFAE AR B RO 3 N T 3T & BE D 9 1
LT AR L 275 K D Re 25 LA 4 B AE T, 4 i At
TR AL [ iR AR 2 — S CHOP & 4217 A Szt i i
R P I 97 98 L% Bip AR I CHOP B 6 DX 2
FHRIBIKF-, LA S A S5t I 15 A 1 ) W 1R Ak 7K O, &5
BRI, AE Hey 5519 HUVEC H, Bip A1 CHOP 1y
FeIk bl 25 S (] AR BE Y 3G i T =, PERK A
IREl o BYBEIR ALK V- 7E — € W BE 89 Hey fEH T 58
i B PR T v AN S 6 3 () S ARG 00 P R I B
F143F BB ER AL, 358 DA A S0 B8 4 i i R /s T N
o o7 3 ek A R B A T AR AL, R AR SRR 1) — A
.

R, £0 35 A X P B2 20 e AR 40 7 A iF 5 32
BARTIEYU AL N O T, 05 K AT DAGE

T2 BT PI3K/ Akt/mTOR 15 538 % A NOX2 iy
FIRFN ROS 197 Az LIy 8 A0 W 305 A P Bz 40 Jif
P ARSI G 3 i A ST AT SR AT X Hey 5%
HUVEC #1475 /) 52 M, 45 9 ke LT 5¢ K A7 ] LAk /D
HUVEC 54435, 7 LAt/ P4 J57 S ORH DG 2 1 R 258
(Bip £1 CHOP) #1754k (PERK Al IREla) , PHIEA
SEBG AR LIS, 21 50 R AT LA s 0 ] P 5
NIk Hey 15509 HUVEC $05, M T59256 &
AR, P ALEN A fr i — P05 R B, MAE LU
AT LA RO I8 2509 1 22 e AR 7 B B 4 O 1wl
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