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R C6 MR IF G MG 0 4 7% %, i@t Annexin V-FITC/PI % & #= caspase-3/-7 #F L 45474 m C6 49 g
B .48 DHE(Z & T420)-#F KA (ROS) 4] X A & & & X e s pUF 4 m ROS = A & 4% B BE B 25 R
B ) 52 K A &l B R BAL A (TAS) fo 8- A-2'-BLA B 3 (8-OHAG) A F . i it & ¥ 52 0b 14 45 - A B4t R
B AR M ta B Ax RN AL B F-«B (NF-«B) Fo i & 40 o B 4K 3% 78 4 3 & % 4k v (PPARY) mRNA & i %,
R THC xf C6 e 2R EFebf MR BB &), T 5 Co wie /A=, THC &L BHEKT C6 mpe+ TAS
KF 53w T 8&OHAG K F, 2 # T4k #i 1 7 X 3% % PPARYy mRNA &k i, B it Fi# NF«B & & %,
25 THC i@ i 49 4] C6 IR 75 2m i, NF-kB /K F 232 3% PPARY & ik 3 #m ROS # & A& F= 5 1& TAS K F,
Mtk =, 2~ THC BN ST EZIRRAMEBAH AT AT OELA —ZQEHEAFTX.
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[ Abstract] Objective To study on the inhibitory effect and mechanism of tetrahydrocurcumin on rat C6
glioma cells. Methods MTT assay was used to detect the cell viability after different concentrations of THC
(12.50,25.00,50.00,100. 00,200. 00,400. 00 and 800. 00 umol/L) acting on C6 cells. Annexin V-fluorescein
isothiocyanate (FITC) / propidium iodide (PI) staining and caspase-3/-7 assay were used to detect the apop-
tosis in C6 cells. And reactive oxygen species (ROS) production was detected by using a kit that is based on
the reaction of dihydroethidium (DHE) with superoxide anions by flow cytometry. Total antioxidant status
(TAS),8-hydroxy-2 deoxyguanosine(8-OHdG) levels in the cells were determined by using the ELISA Kkits.
The nuclear factor-kB (NF-kB) and peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor Yy (PPARY) mRNA expression
levels were detected by RT-PCR. Results THC inhibited the proliferation of C6 cells in a concentration —
and time— dependent manner, which could induce the apoptotic C6 cells,the THC processing reduced the the
TAS level and increased 8 - OHdG level in C6 cells,enhanced the PPARY mRNA expression level and mean-
while down—regulated the the NF - ¢ B expression level with the dose—dependent manner. Conclusion THC
could increase ROS production and reduce TAS levels by inhibiting NF-¢B level and enhancing PPARY expres-
sion in C6 glioma cells ,thus promotes the cellular apoptosis,suggesting that THC has certain potential and
prospect in the aspect of a new drug development for the treatment of neuroglioma.
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U2 J5E 96 2 o DL AR D R O L 2 o 4 S B R 1
80 Y o v Jie S Bk 41 i R S fo T 1 I R . T
BT 77 A M V1B AT O T S 1 25
BT S H R T e 5 B 20 MR AR R PR Tz iR T 4R
I A 2H 2 B R B RN S O A A B LT W ) AR
FHHE A BELAR 7T LI TR B WU 4822, 7040 1Y)
HEFRR R HAESE 1 ARG 10 4F N E R . Wik, T
R 5% D) A OC 10 38 a5 R R I IR A T LE LA
FHBRET MRS A A A EEE L., ik
SRR AR S 1 KT B RS B R & e AL I Y F 5 B
iz J5 988 114 % bl S %) i B O R T 3K, 4 e ) A
B E 515 S DNA 005 16 4 Beig & . k. a )
T BRI AL AN 4y T KV A TR R R ) R A
FA R » LA 2 B B0 9T SR

RERZ P RREY . HA B ER, X
JHF98 LR 8 25 5 40 i 3G 58 L R 1Y AR S i 5 2 F
PERSY . 2 F AR N Y 35 S A o DR
LWER(THO I LW RAEA MK T HERE. 7
KA 5T v G g T AR I3 R B RAF AR e
Vi R EAT S R A DY . THC B H4A
A FNBTRAE o LA BB 5 36 7 W) 2K 2% 16 3R AE 45 2 e
XoF 22 B i A R EL A PR VS . R T UG A B AR
T THC XF C6 P 25 e oty 200 Jio 338 5 1 552 i) 8 s HL X6
Tk A8 AL W) Tl AR 3 B ) SONG SZ AR Y (PPARY) /4% H F-
kBONF-«B) {5 5l % 42 AL 5 78 S i 28 5 5T 9
IR T $& A H s BARE I T
1 M5 FE
1.1 ##
1.1.1 @

Sk F1 9% B B R AR 0 (ATCO) Y KB C6 fi 28
2 5 9G4 it &R
1.1.2  #H45iKA

THC W B F I8 o A Y A BR 2 AL AL IR
K Eagle 5 7% 2 (DMEM) Il { 2 [® Sigma-Aldrich
23 F)L IR AR E (FBS) 1 8 26 [ Gibeo 24 W), ¥ 8 % -
BEFE 2 4y Bl E 100 U/mL-100 pg/mL) Iy 7 3
Sigma-Aldrich A &, & 0. 25% 1 mmol i 1 & i
L 0 Z R (EDTA DR A [ Thermo Fisher
Scientific 23 7, PO B Je {8 A e (MTT) Iy g 3£
Sigma-Aldrich 22 & (445 : M5655) . %4 i 22 b i (RI-
PA) ) B 3% [# Santa Cruz Biotechnology /3 ) . fiff B¢ 4
P52 W [ 22 (ELISAD 5] &4 B 3£ [ Thermo Fisher
Scientific A &), & Z 58 (DHE)-7& & (ROS) #:
57 & (MCH100111) Ity B % E Merck Millipore 2%
Al s Annexin V-FITC/PT 4 jfg 8 T 55 & 3 12
Merck Millipore 23 ] s Muse® caspase-3/7 i #| £
(MCH100108) 1y B 7 [ Merck Millipore /3 ], RNA
Ay B & B % E Thermo Fisher Scientific 23 #] ,
SuperScript ™ IV — 25 3k 33 #% 5658 4 W 45 ) (PCR)
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A% B 3 B Thermo Fisher Scientific 22 Al , SYBR
Green TR W M H 35 [E Applied Biosystems 2\ #), —.
S AT IR Pierce (BCA) # FH o il s il 77 & 1 A 56 I
Thermo Fisher Scientific 2% @, B i — W & %
(PVDF) JE I [ 2 E Bio-Rad 24 ], PPARY, NF-«B,
i 5 -3- W R I AU B (GAPDHD L B-HL 30 & 1 (B-ac-
tin) ¥ H 3E 1 Cell Signaling Technology 2\ &) , 14 it
R A7 O (ECL) il 2 i %) & W 3 55 [E GE Health-
care /AN Al .
1.1.3 Z&ME

Bt R AL (800TS) Wy H 3% [E BioTek Instruments 2
Al 7 R4 M R (Muse® Cell Analyzer) It {3 f
Merck Millipore 23 ], StepOnePlus™ 52 it 9¢ 3¢ 2 &
PCR £ 4:M B 3£ [E Thermo Fisher Scientific 23],
1.2 Fi&%
1.2.1 e/ A THC 42

& A 100FBS F1 106 7 4 % 2 WAL (PSH 1Y
DMEM 5¢ 4 K5 352 36 F 37 °C . 50 404k ik 4 ffd 18 i
BHEMTmEE Co 4, TRFM P MELAKE
80% ~90 UM FH & A 0.25% 1 mmol/L JiEE MG H
EDTA &4 2 C6 4. i A B & F il AS 7] v J
(12.5,25.0,50. 0,100. 0, 200. 0, 400. 0 F1 800.0
pmol/L) iy THC 25 & 96 LA, & fLJn 100 L.
Sy IEE SR 24.48.72 h B 96 LA, 5 IH B 55 3k 1
WEOGIIA 0.5 mg/mL B & ] £ 1) MTT %0, 45 1L
100 pL, 7EREE R TEFRFAE DT 3 he # B
T K TR I HR R R ARV A AR 100 L 10026 — I LR
(DMSO) o JH B AR A 570 nm 5K A Il Ol &
. ATHE MG S8 R 4 THC A0 3 ) 4 H 2 XF
REZH , FF (5 3k SE 40 B2 100 A G . DL TR AR
TR Z A PRI % THC 4B C6 40 i 77 1%
[ (THC 4b 211 20 B B — 25 OB RS / CRAb
PR RO B — A RO ) X 10026 ], AR MTT
S8 L 3 A N Y TR A E 25 %6 (1C25) .50 %6 (1C50)
75 % (ICT5) R JE Y THC 43424 25. 0.50. 0,75. 0
pmol/L,0 pmol/L A A%t B4 F T J5 2250 17
1.2.2 a3 i &) &A= A5 AT

He C6 4 (5 X 10" BT 96 fLARH I & - IF A
25.50.75 pmol/L ¥ FE iy THC kb B %54 40 24 h,
AT Ao . TR 522 vh i (PBS, pH 7. 4) Pk %
20 L P8 D PR AR R 2 B P A S 96 FLAR 43
RIGETELE T 4°C.1000 g &0 5 min, WITTE
TE PBS ik ik 2 L AR5 ¥ B & T RIPA iy 500
mL B EUTIE I E T UTIE 5 RIPA 7€ 4 °C R 4
BRI 20 min, BUTHED 4 °C .10 000 g
B0 20 min ZRAG A0 MIRE . AT ELISA U0 & I &
25 1C25.1C50, 1C75 ¥ i 1 THC 4b 3 1 41 fifs 24 1 4y
H 8- k-2 - 4 1% (8-OHdG) Hl ik 3t 4 1L 7
(TAS) K.



T AEZ 202212 A% 51 4% 248

1.2.3 ROS A& 340

fli F DHE-ROS £ I 2 7 & % 0 28 25,50, 75
pmol/L ¥ FE i) THC B 7 24 h i C6 4 g sf ROS 2k
. EEE A N E 10 pL & THC bR &
THC Ab P A 20 5 i (2 X 10°), FH B W45 I A 190
L Muse® Ak B 0K TAR R B B IR & f R &
WILE 37 ‘C FH%E 30 min, SR J5 7€ Muse® Cell Analy-
zer HRill &,
1. 2. 4  Annexin V-FITC/PIl # & #= caspase-3/7
mZ

ffiFl Annexin V-FITC/PT 4f Jjfd J& - 4 ik %) &
PEAG THC 319 C6 40 -, K C6 41 (2X10%)
T 6 LR P AR IFK MG BE4I M 5 25.50.75
pmol/L KB THC — & H 24 h., HBEE A5
AN PBS AT VR . A S 5 pL Annexin
V-FITC il 1 pL MU I REAE 25 C FAEARE IR &
15 min, F 3t =40 AR 43 B 40 Mo 8 T 00 . o I
caspase-3/7 TG AL #f i THC Ab J8 25 1 %) R8 2H 40 ity
TR A, B (2 X10°) 5 25. 0,.50. 0,75. 0
pmol/L ¥ BE ) THC — &L F 24 h, Ji] PBS ¥ ¥ ik
H AL, 3K 5 pL Muse® caspase-3/7 T4
WA 50 pL B2, 7€ 37 °C THEHE 30 min /5
B 150 pL 7-AAD B INE 40 M 55 57 3 b . e iR 5 )
1E Muse® cell Analyzer | #E770 & .
1.2.5 = E&%atiFE4 5k PCR

I Ao G S 3 5 -PCR 3 i R 28 THC 4b 2R
% THC b FE 24 h 9 C6 4l (2 X 10°) H* PPARYy
mRNA 335, fELH 58 2 f i % 5 PCR #2)7
MU RNA 73 B0 & 2 O RNA, gifb )5
) RNA 7E TG i JC B /K H Pk % Ji5 f# Jil NanoDrop™
2000/2000c L A260/A280 H Z A F H: ot & Al vk JiE .
FH SuperScript ™ IV — 2 3k 5 i 2¢ Y6 52 bl % 5% PCR
ZY M RNA 4 i cDNA, PPARy.B-IL3h & H
W81 %: PPARY iF |4 5|4 5'-CCC TTT ACC ACG
GTT GAT TTC TC-3' fi )z 1 8] % 5 -GCA GGC
TCT ACTTTG ATC GCA CT-3"; 8-l 5h & (A 1E [ 5
¥ 5'-GTG GGG CGC CCC AGG CAC CA-3'F % |1
2|# 5'-CTT CCT TAA TGT CAC GCA CGA TTT
C-3', 7E£ StepOnePlus™ 5z B} PCR & % K H % 4 72
JFH ] SYBR Green R Y % cDNA, #4950 Hh
2 7E 95 C F #4710 min By FURE B 28R, SR 5 7E 95
C #4745 DMEH IS IR 10 s.7E 55 C T A7
1 min (1R KB IR . IFTE 72 "C N #E4T 10 s 1Y LE fift 22
. ARIEY S R B (COE# & PPARY.B-L3h
HEFE KT, I -l & E mRNA ZKEAE R
B A S 22T By X R A K.
1.3 %itzam

K SPSS28. 0 Ge it 3 4 i A7 8l 43 B 1F =
B = s Fon, Z 410 BRI R 5 2 50 i
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(ANOVA), i#t47 Tukey FHJ50#r. LA P<<0.05 2
RAGIITFEX.
2 & R
2.1 THC + C6 g iE F 69 39 4] 45 A

SRR 12,5 pmol/L ¥ B THC Kb ¥ 24,
48 h, LA M 25. 0 pmol/L ¥ THC 4L # 24 h 24 C6
0BG 1 B B AR, 12, 5 pmol/L ¥k B THC W&
72 h 21 C6 21 50 B 2w /b 22. 704,25, 0 pmol/L
WeBE THC AbHE 24 .48.72 h 41 C6 41 i 45 XF FR 20 43 3]
Wb 23%.33% .40% .50, 0 pmol/L ¥ E THC Ab #
24.48.72 h 41 C6 4 i 4 %+ HR 21 4 ) ok 2> 4896 .
66% .78% .75 pmol/L ¥ & THC 4bPf 24 48,72 h 4]
C6 4t a5 6F BEAL 43 5 9 /D> 7096.79%6 .89 %, 25 551
A G aF B L (P <<0.05)3100. 0 pmol/LTHC ¥ J&
KA EATAT A0, DL 1

150 1

124 n
[ 48 h

0 12.5 25.0 50.0 75.0
THCSRE (umol /L)

" P<0.05, 5 ALK .
B 1 AERE THC 438 C6 HMIE bR

2.2 THCAY C6 tmpF 8-OhdG,TAS K -F

Ej %t B 40 e %5, 25. 0,50, 0,75, 0 pmol/L ¥k &
THC 4b# 24 h 41 C6 4 ig 8-OHAG /K- ¥ 8 & Ft
5 TAS 7K F- 3 B i BEAIK. 75. 0 pmol/L ¥ JF THC
REFE 24 h 2H C6 40l 8-OHAG /K5 & » TAS K5
K. Z R WA FRIT#E X (P<0.05) ., WA 2,

12 3.
a
a
a
ﬂ |
0 25.0 50.0 75.0

0 25.050.0 75.0
A THCIRE (pmol /L) B THCRE (pmol /L)
A: 8OHdAG;B: TAS;* . P<C0. 05, 5% I 41 55 .

2 ARERE THC &I C6 41f8 8-OhdG . TAS 7k F Lk %

[ec]
N
n

IN

8-0HdG7K T (ng/mL)

TAS7K S (mmo | /L)

o

2.3 THC # %49 C6 e AL ik

5505 B8 4] b %5, 25. 0,50, 0,75, 0 pmol/L ¥ Ji¥
THC b3 24 h 41 C6 4l ROS A= 5 it 35 W] 8 7+ &
75.0 pmol/L ¥ B THC 4B 24 h 2 C6 40 fig ROS
AR R (AR 57000 2RI G E X (P<
0.05), W 3,
2.4 THC fik & C6 2m it )8 =
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5% B4 b %5, 25. 0,50, 0,75, 0 pmol/L ¥ BF
THC 4 C6 41 g 7 T 2R 5 W 5 38 %5, 75. 0 pmol/L
W FE THC 4b 38 C6 41 g i 1= % fix =i » caspase-3/7
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PEBH B3G5, 75. 0 pmol/L ¥ THC 4L H C6 41 Jiig
caspase-3/7 I P f . 22 ¢ WA ST 2 L (P <
0.05), WA 4,

FITC-A- FITC-A+ FITC-A- FITC-A+ FITC-A-
100 93.2 6.75 100 ] 69.4 306 100 9 57.0
80] 80 80 7]

B ® 0 B w0
404 404 404
204 204 204
[ 04 04

A e e FljfgiA e e e o F1|$ZC>A e v 1

AW AR A B ROS; " . P<<0. 05, 5 %f M4 HL 4% .
& 3
80 60 a
a a
= 601 2
g a < 40
B > 2
4 40 : b
|:\i:‘:\ 7]
2 & 20
H 204 s
oL LA LI 1D ol L 1L 1L
0 25.050.0 75.0 0 25.050.0 75.0
A THCREE (wmol /L) B THCIRE (umol/L)

A AnnexinV-FITC 7= 43 #7; B:caspase-3/7 3 ;. P<C0. 05,

5 %4 4 L3
B4  ARERE THC &2 C6 S AnnexinV-FITC,

caspase-3/7 iE ML IR

2.5 THC s+ C6 @ NF-xB,PPARyY mRNA K F
oA

SR FE %5 .25. 0 pmol/L ¥ THC kb B C6
M NF-«B mRNA 7KCF g T [, 25 5 g2 5 X
(P>>0.05)350.0,75. 0 pmol/L ¥& i THC kb B C6
Y NF-xB mRNA 7K B 5 BEAIG, 25 7 ¥ G it
BX(P<<0.05), H5XfM 4 #,25.0.50.0,75.0
pmol/L k& THC b ¥ C6 4 i PPARY mRNA /K
SERIBE BN, 75. 0 pmol/L ¥ B THC 4b38 C6 4 Jif
PPAR mRNA KV s, 27 ¥ AH G it 5 5 L (P<

0.05), WK 5,
1.5

2. 57
a
<z<10 2. 04 a
- a
E a S
& a x 1. 54
T a
> ]
L 0.5 z 10
& 0. 51
0 T T T T

0 250500750 0 25.050.0 75.0
A THCIREE (wmol/L) B THCIRE (1umol/L)

A:NF-«B mRNA;B:PPARyY mRNA;*: P<C0.05, 5% B4 b4 .

5 FREKE THC 4 C6 4A NF-«B.PPARY mRNA
KELLE
3 3 it

AW FEERTT T AN R 2L i) 8] (24,48.72 h) F1¥k
B THC Ab P15 0] 38 i fih % 4% Fh A= AL HL ] AE C6 IR
JEJRE 20 B R 5 R BT R AR L 8 T C6 g Y 1C25.,

FITC-A+
430

FITC-A-
43s

FITC-A+
56.5

0 25.0 50.0 75.0
THCIREE (umol/L)

RERE THC &I C6 41t ROS 7k F b 85

1C50 #1 IC75, 45 3 B 7R, THC w875 C6 40 s rp 8-
OhdG.TAS /K ,8-OHAG /K I J8fi1 TAS KFETF
Fere THC AbFE C6 40 i b 2 ok B K it , THC ¥k i
K C6 i b 8-OHAG 7K ik &5 . TAS 7K - # 1i% 5
IFH TS C6 40 S84k I 3, 22 THC Ab B C6 41 g
H ROS L& W oR ok B AR, THC ¥ K C6
i ROS A # . 814 PPARY/NF-«B 5%
AT T AL T TR DNA 505 0L 45 9 R .
THC 4 HE 24 h J5 36 401 HL R FEAG . 08 T 40 i He il K2
caspase-3/7 {G M AE A THC ¥k B AR i P, THC ¥ B
R AT L O T R R A M caspase-3/7 I BRI
H THC ¥R 52 C6 41 flf PPARY mRNA #
RN NF-«B 4], m70L THC A2 3 T C6 41
it PPARY mRNA JKF I AL T NF-«B mRNA /K
-, 327~ PPARY . NF-«B i i 175 5 S A6 A1 0 12 P i) 75
T DNA /5.

ROS 1] 5|2 40 ffd K 43 F £ ) 43+ (DNA B 1
G O B A AL . TR 40 1 5 0 5 3 ROS 7
A SRS R ) R AR R R ST Ll g 5 i Ak
B A0 AL 1 £1E Ak 44k B far o DT BEL 1 ROS 3% 52 11 2E 4
O3 T 1 AL R S 0 M T L TR A0 i B R AL
RE T LA T 2 RS ROS P22k, e dTan i o o=t .
[FIAE C6 Ji 509 28 i v PPAR 3 sl 37136 J7 K fg el 28 i
A A U 1 26 3k RS PN . R DNABRURE o i %
B3t 5 ROS M HAE MM B 8-OHAG 2 FE &M
DNA #1455 g 26 19 L W bs s '™ . AT AER
7~ fE THC 40P C6 41 i th ROS 7= 4 fil DNA i 73
DA A X T T 40 A 4 Az 2 ikl . C6
i THC 551 ROS =45 TAS KT B REAL 2
Fo il Beabh ARG AS H s L A ROS 7K S (1) 34 i
S5 DNA #i45. 8 8-OHdG 7K F. ALMAMUN
SEURF ST R W, THC 3697 3 3 V5 5 20 40 1w i 41
A B3 i ROS 1y 7=k

caspase il i SNFE R P 7E (94 08 T 15 5 HL S 3h
FEFTEA e T I RPN R s B | E .
200 L T IR B B 1) caspase-3/7 1 300 2 41 O
ToH—HRAE™ . PPARY S sh#) al i@ i 2 #5558



€ AEE 520225 12 A5 51 5% 24
75 5 IS J5 R A R T O PP ARy 40 in iR 4R

Jif 2R AR O T B Y 3Rk i A el AR Ok AR 5 F A3
SRR C B E A B AP R SCEk IR .
PPARY MG LR THR - B A R FE I T
ATS QIR P T AR R B L
2 THC Zb PRy AS549 40 H BT 98 1= 2 F1 0 b 41 i 3
PRI 2R 35 BRI, M0 caspase-3/7 & PR 34 s THC K HAR
AW IR B 38 2oF caspase-3. caspase-9 UG i 12 175
F C6.U-87 MG 2 s 4 g 1=

NF-«B 23 N P e s S I ) 8 SR 5 Bl ad
006 200 JHL R T R AR O 0 3 A 5 R A R RAR 28 L e )
JE TE I 20t rp EL G S5 A0 1 1) NF-«B 1 98 S 4k 1 3%
1 DNA 5457, B K 3K P 2 20 Mg 28 =0 . 8 Sk 4R
i ,PPARY 5 NF-«B (1) 9 B A H.4E 3 3o FE A NEF-
kB X RAE 5 3 F I 45 & R A il NF-«B {5 538
T BRI WL MCF-7 SLIR B A o = Rk
N R Ab 1 GE F PPARY mRNA 3k (19 3 fin 51 &
NF-«B 4 i . 55 45 B 58 % W3, C6 I J5% 88 40 i o
NE-B 114 2% 1% sl 40 i 38 o & 98 5008 T8 & LR oA
T-HE A5 &40 M T, MBS caspase 2% Bk J

B THC HA A5 PPARY M 48 4T | 45 4= i
R 17, AR5 % PPARY. NF-«B ] &2 1

5R W, THC 4b B C6 i 28 Ji5 Jo e 40 i e 3o % o
PPARY HyZRIBFIE AL NF-«B H H K FEAK . fih &
C6 A . X L4 Rl GEA B T if i M 2
2 S s 1) 25 W B ] AL

£i b Pk 88 PPARy #8hH 1 THC 7E C6 4t
22 I SRR A0 M v s S TR R ] A9 B R A
A+ 3 518 40 8 PPARY mRNA 7P B9 4 i 5|
NF-«cB i » T 5 5 DNA 15475 A1 20 1 6 125 B 51
f£ THC A& 219 240 i WL %€ 2 8-OHdG 7KK 1 3§
1 TAS K% . ABE5E i i PPARY/NF-«B {5
5 0 A R A R RS T THC A fie 40 i o -4
FH o AEL I 5 16 3l W M YRR R A AT 5 A IE L B S
SR EOCTEM E A . APPSR THC JF &k hif
I A IR BB 25 3R 3 T S B AR

S % Uk
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