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E2MFNXFA@E LIS HUVECs 401G 5E i 7 A0 & RS2 B0 ) 1 B 4 AR

RO FERE,FEB, FIRA,EESR ERR,FER, FRR (400042 TR, F S FEE R K IPEE B B
HRAMBHBIESE BT 25 71 )

(HWE] Hm 5016 282 063h ) (hypericin-photodynamic therapy, HY-PDT ) Xif A5 i ik 4 B2
Zf Al (human umbilical vein endothelial cells, HUVECs) 3958 T4 S &8 ST i 5200, B8 00 ) 1 48 AR A,
PIVERIALE . Jiid LA ek BHYEZY 4 228k R S nh bk 3591 5 HUVECs sEEIEE 24 h J5, 4T
585 nm EOLIESS (1.0 J/em®) ,24 h J5 R MTT 354G R He B HY Xt HUVECs 21 38 58 ) 52 0 , 41 i
KRS g g HUVECs i #1% L, Matrigel 5256 0852 %) HUVECs 48 il 48 5 T2 504 F, gRT-PCR A5 il
Smad2 F:[F mRNA 193 ik, Western blot £l ERK, , .p-ERK,,, .Smad2 524k, &5 HY-PDT GEf%
il HUVECs 40 i 3 58 | 3 % I 4 1 J; HY-PDT {ff HUVECs ' ERK, , # iR 1t It % ( p-ERK, .,/
ERK,,) B EFEM (P <0.01) , 3 & T4 Smad2 mRNA NEMHFEIX(P<0.01), g5 HY-PDT i
il ERK, , 85 (R 1L T Ak A1k Smad2 mRNA 323K K35 17K, fff HUVECs 403 78 378 58 TP 1
2B , 90 0 1 AR

[R$ER] B22PK ;63 )1 HUVECs ; 1958 5 1188 5 I8 AR
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Hypericin-photodynamic therapy inhibits angiogenesis through inhibiting
proliferation, migration and lumen forming in human umbilical vein endothelial

cells
Zhang Qian, Li Zhuoheng, Li Yuanyuan, Li Chenwen, Guan Haiyan, Cui Huanhuan, Li Ziwei, Lu Laichun

(Department of Pharmacy, Institute of Surgery Research, Daping Hospital, Third Military Medical University,
Chongqing, 400042, China)

[ Abstract | Objective  To determine the effect of hypericin-photodynamic therapy ( HY-PDT) on the
proliferation, migration and lumen forming in human umbilical vein endothelial cells ( HUVECs), and
investigate the underlying mechanism of HY-PDT in anti-angiogenesis. Methods HUVECs were incubated in
the culture medium containing HY or hematoporphyrin ( HP, positive control) for 24 h in the dark, and then
were irradiated by a 585 nm light at a dose of 1.0 J/cm’. After the treatment, the cells were incubated for an
additional 24 h in the dark. Cell viability was determined by MTT assay. Cell scratch test was used to determine
the migration of HUVECs. Matrigel assay was implemented to detect the effect of HY-PDT on lumen forming.
The mRNA expression of Smad2, and the protein levels of ERK,,, p-ERK,, and Smad2 were detected by
quantitative real-time PCR (qRT-PCR) and Western blotting, respectively. Results =~ HY-PDT inhibited the
proliferation, migration and lumen forming in HUVECs. The ratio of p-ERK, ,/ERK, , was significantly reduced
in HUVECGs following HY-PDT (P <0.01). Additionally, HY-PDT remarkably decreased the mRNA and
protein expression levels of Smad2 (P <0.01). Conclusion  HY-PDT inhibits the proliferation, migration
and lumen forming in HUVECs by inhibiting activation of ERK,,, phosphorylation and Smad2 expression at both
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the transcriptional and translational levels, and thereby leads to inhibition of angiogenesis.
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2T IR ( port-wine stains, PWSs) J&—FlJe K1
SETH IR 1 LR )2 B A LA R 4F e T B, Ot
21 /157 1% ( photodynamic therapy, PDT) J& 4 2 G A
ARG B U 1 D BB 1 7 2B R YT AR
R BT L BERE A o i Y ARG e R i,
NIk (hematoporphyrin, HP) 7E 4 N HE it 2242 , fdi {15
MR B , E T B R Y AR E
AT R TAR RARZ Al I, 20/ A it
o 4228k R (hypericin, HY ) 2 Z85F — Bl 2516 &
Yy, & DU G 22 Bk SRR AL R SROEIGR B
WIS A TS TSR S T RIS
4 22 Bk Z 63 J1 (hypericin-photodynamic therapy, HY-
PDT) % %7 5 46 35 56k 1L 4 (PWSs 7R KRS ) HAT B 2
AR ) E AR ML AR5 2 . ik, A
FE LA S K A Bz 202 (human umbilical vein endothe-
lial cells, HUVECs) & PWSs {&AMERL HP A FH 14 X
HRZY 54 HY X HUVECs 205 88 K8 I8 il
A5 M, A LA ) 0 4T B VR TR

1 HRSH%

11 Z2HHEME
NIBFERIVK A B2 200 it (HUVECs , 3¢ [ ATCC A H]) ,
2Bk (hypericin, HY; J8HRE By i B & A BR
NHE], iS5 081204, 4EFE 99. 1% ), I Wk ( hemato-
porphyrin, HP; [ ¥ 21 2% St 5 7 #F 5% pr, 4t 5
20090225) ,MTT ,DMSO( 3. [H Sigma /Y] ) , Matrigel 3
FUE (£ E BD 2AH]) , BG4 L 7 88 AT . RPMI1640
He Y3 (2 HyClone 371 , St L ERK, , # 4 B4t
A (B 7] Abcam /A #] ) , p-ERK,,, . Smad2 , GAPDH B 73
REBTIA(SEE CST 24 H])) , RNA $& U7 & | 3 e sk
& qRT-PCR X & ( HA TaKaRa 24 H]) , IR
“hr(dbstth 2 AT ) ,0.22 wm GFLERE (36 E
Millipore 2\ 7] ) ; YK-LED-PDT #55% 585 nm %3 /1 3¢
FAL TP RSB T A BRA ] |, BEbR X (36
Molecular Devices /7)) , qRT-PCR 3 X ¢ 38 4% ( I
-+ Roche 237, LightCycler96 ) , 3 B #E i Ft K A% ( SE ]
Bio-Rad °#]) .
1.2 RikbgEhl
1.2.1 ZE4eFEFIE
PORTE B4 13 (10%

F- RPIM1640 1 ¥ 3L i A
HHEEREENPT(1% ) IR,

1.2.2 HY #BCH KPR HY F DMSO g
LV 3.2 mmol/L A5 ,0. 22 pum AL UE MR AT
UEBRTA, 34T —20 CORAE. Il F AT fiff 25,
SEAFEFREARE 0.031 25.0.062 5.0. 125 umol/L,
1.2.3 HP#ECH K% PRI HP F DMSO g
LV 1.6 mmol/L fEA5 K ,0. 22 pum AL M5 AL
UEBRTA, 734 F - 20 CORAE. i F AT fif 25 9, FH
SERIGFRHEM R 2 pmol/L,
1.3 HUVECs % g3z 5 % PDT 4 57

HUVECs F5E 4R 37E 37 C 5% CO, &4 T
L F L BE AR K 5 80% ~ 90% il A B, F 0.25%
JERREE AL 5 HERh T A B St b o 526 40 20 Ry o't BE X
HE2H (Control 2H) | FHPXTHRZH (HP 241) ) HY 241, i jfy
IERMGRE S, A F 24 15 57 JE ( Control ZH i 55 4t 52
SREFREL) EEOEIEE 24 h, 44T 585 nm EOEH T O
ERE 1.0 J/em™ ) JEHALE RS ROI T 24 b, Y40
ML 5 2550
1.4 MTT i) 2 3% 54 H A

FH 96 FLAk 4R 4NN, AR 5 SR AL, PDT £-41
¥ 1.3 JFEEAC AN MY, 9F PDT ZH 40 i b 38 5 9 [a] 1. 3
{ERHEAT 585 nm FEHE . fiIIA S mg/mL MTT 20 plL/4L,
A 37 CHFEAREEE TR 4 b I, & fL N IR 2,
JIA 150 WL DMSO, $% 35 Ji5 BEFR A AE P K 570 nm AL
ESFLIEH L D(570) 1,
1.5 X|JE E£BIE HUVECs E41H L

SRR 5 4 Control 4, HP 41, HY i . B 71
AL, RA 3 NE L. HUVEGs £:F 6 fLikH, Bl &Y
2 x10° M4, B RBURER BUe i # bR ic. il
W I , T PR B A Sk AE AN it 2 1A B XJR, PBS 28 2%
PP A IR B A T A 2 L i A 24 A0 I T B R
(I 7 B 372 - & 1% I3 , Control 41 i A &5 {1 1ML
W FREL) LRI T PDT 397 . TORRRGE SL AL DGR
J& 4 h B N AN RS 1 L
1.6 Matrigel 52395 HUVECs 4K 51 3%, % 48 7

SEHG M 5 4 : Control 21, HP 28, HY %\ 55 7
LR 3 AN AL, Matrigel LI E T 4 Cd i
ik, IKHIEVKIS FEHFLINA 50 pL Matrigel BEAL8% 96 FL
Hz,37 CJiCE 60 min {HHEERE , BEFLEFNZY 15 000 4~
A (3 5% BG4 15 ) RPMI1640 K37 3LAE N 76 B
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T A5 AN ] 25 1 vk 3 B 41 Y, Control 41 i F 45
5% A S B FR3E) |, Sr BRI T PDT 897 . ORI
JE L RP DGHRS 4 h T SR A A A G L

1.7 qRT-PCR #:# Smad2 & F mRNA #§ &%

e 1.3 J5 ik b PR IF W 42 HUVECGs 41 fif, >k H
TRIzol J:F2EHCE RNA s A A I RNA ¥R EE, 1
B S RNA R &, 37 B33 5% 545 2] cDNA; LB &
i) cDNA iR 94T qRT-PCR #] Smad2 mRNA
K. Smad2 F 14 FES| ¥ ¥ 51 . 5'-CTGGCTCAGT-
CTGTCAACCA-3';Smad2 ¥ 38 5| ¥ T ¥i7 )5 51 . 5'-CT-
GCCTCCGATATTCTGCTC-3', N5 #:[H GAPDH J i
214 FWiFS . 5'-CGGAGTCAACGGATTTGGTCGTAT-
3"; NS 3K GAPDH 3% 519 R il /¥ 51 : 5'-AGCCT-
TCTCCATGGTGGTGAAGAC-3',

1.8 Western blot ## ERK, , ,p-ERK, , ,Smad2 & &
89 R A

Fie 1.3 J7ik b 3IT I 4R HUVECs i, 3R HUE R
M, BSE 8 gk T SDS-PAGE HEIK, 4% 28 0. 22 pm
i) PVDF B, 6% B fg - Wi 4 °C 3 P9, i —t
[ERK, , .p-ERK, , ( Thi202/Thr204 ) ¥ 1: 2 000 #; B
Smad2 #% 1:1 000 F & ; GAPDH #% 1: 15 000 5 & |
4 °C W H L, TBST P 8 min x 4 YK, % i — 4L
(1:5000)37 CHFE 1 h, TBST i 8 min x4 YK, ECL
AT 0, GelDoc HEAE USSR B EIE , >R ] AlphaE-
aseFC 4.0 A A5 4% Sl IKEEE . DA HME R/
WS GAPDH JB% W FRon R Rk &, Lot
HEOGF HRA g 100% 11584 2H AR A0 ek
1.9 %it ot

SCERERA DL 2 x5 Ko, R AT SPSS 18. 0 GRit i
AT AEAS « K555
2

&R

2.1 HY-PDT #74%] HUVECs #m j3% 74
MTT 2528 o (B 1), PDT %41 HUVECs 4iljfg

Control 21

2 pmol/L HP £

JEHEE LD

100 pm 100 pm 1100 pm
—i —

e
100 pm 100 - wm
— —

SEHEJE 4 h

0.031 25 wmol/L HY 41

W EEZE S SR AR PDT 40 A LL, 220
PDT /47 1) HUVECs A= K2 2| B B4, PDT HP
HY 21 HUVECs 4fi ffi 351 52 3| W] AP (P <0.05) , 24
HY ¥4 0. 125 wmol/L B HI/E L H 8.3 (P <
0.01),

125 mppT
Ok pDT

100

751

HUVEC #4035 /1 (%)

2 ‘ 3 I 4 I 5
20531
1:Control 28;2:2 pmol/L HP 42;3:0. 031 25 pmol/L HY
21;4,0.062 5 pmol/L HY £1;5.0. 125 pmol/L HY Z1;
a: P<0.05,b: P<0.01,15 Control 4115
1 MTT #il HY-PDT #J%] HUVECs 4t 3855

2.2 HY-PDT #p#) HUVECs %1 it it 4%

W 2 i, PDT 3497 4 h J5 , Control 415 HP 41
YRR AL RS . HY 240 G B W) 2 21 30 i, 4
VR PR WY 5 ok AR, 0. 125 pumol /L HY 4
AN IEATCITEREAT N o
2.3 HY-PDT #p4] HUVECs m it /8 5 95 %,

WKL 3 Bos, SC RS 7 B EE 45 41 240 e 35 34 50 43
fi. JHRJE 4 h,Control 415 HP UL T 524 A&
EIEFEGEA , — D FRRGEA A AL T e RS54, HY
ZHREA 25 24 Tk BE 3 I, A5 s 435 40 38 T ek 20 O T 2
0. 125 pmol/L HY ZH BEAS g 58 B 45 s 45 1), 4 it 2R 42
Jpzil

0.062 5 wmol/L HY 4 0.125 pmol/L HY 4

100 pm
—

100 pm 100 pm
— —

2 XIJRSLIEYZ HY-PDT 1 HUVECs 4HEE
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Control 2 2 pwmol/L HP 21

P ERALl

SEHRJE 4 h

100 pm 100 pm
— —i

0.031 25 wmol/L HY 4

0.062 5 pmol/L HY 41 0.125 wmol/L HY H

100 pm

)
R
— —

3 Matrigel {E5hE B SLIG M ZR HY-PDT #]% HUVECs A PR X

2.4 HY-PDT #7%] HUVECs ERK, , % & #3558 1L 1L

J T #R5% HY-PDT 41| HUVECs 20 i35 (1 43+
HLH , Western blot # il 45 R 42 715, Control ZH . HP 4 .
HY 41 ERK, , SR & A T2 7 (K 4A) 5 Control
AUHIEL HP 411 HP 241 ERK, , (96 16k 791 515
(P <0.01,[& 4B), X 3:H] HP-PDT FI HY-PDT #J4E
B A ERK, , 25 A BE IR AL vhs , JF H HY-PDT Y
I4E 58 5 HP-PDT,

(44x10%)—
PERK (4,107

44x10°)—

GAPDH (37x10")— [ ()
100p
i
|
75k
=y a
=
i SOF .
g
=
= 25
<
=
=EN . .
(=9
2 3
217

1:Control 28;2:2 pmol/L HP £8;3:0. 125 wmol/L HY 48;
a: P<0.01,% Control 20 t3%
A Western blot # | ERK,, & & % 5 82 4L K F; B: p-
ERK, ,/ERK, , & & A8} & ik K
4 Western blot # ] HY-PDT ##] HUVECs &1
ERK1/2 & B HBERL &1L

2.5 HY-PDT #p%] HUVECs # Smad2 89 .14
FE5E HY-PDT &4 52 HUVECs 1 Smad2 [
B 5 , qRT-PCR £l 5 Western blot #4543

AR (B S) , 5 Control 4 L, HY 441l N Smad2
7E mRNA FIZE H K -3 52 R (P <0.01) , 7if HP
HANMAN IR I (P <0.05,P <0.01), XK
HY-PDT G2 T i Smad2 ) mRNA Fl8 H Kk,
HP-PDT #J PA345% Smad2 () mRNA FIE %1k,

20
i
@’ 15} .
=y
o
5 1.0}
<
Z
£ 05 e
(&}
=
R ' ®
] 2 3
21 5
1 2 3
Smad2 (60x10°)— ME———
GAPDH (3710 |-
125;
5 b
= 100} .
)
)75t
E
o S50F
i
(o]
= 25+
&
0 . . L ©
2 3
20 51

1:Control #8;2:2 wmol/L HP #1;3:0. 125 umol/L HY 48;
a: P<0.05,b: P<0.01,% Control ZHt3%
A:qRT-PCR #: | Smad2 # mRNA 7K -F ;B . Western blot #&
Al Smad2 # % & &k K F;C:Smad2 & & A8 3 KL K F
5 HY-PDT 4] HUVECs 1 Smad2 ) mRNA EEHRIZE
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PWSs J&— i 56 K M xE T 1R 1 B0 Rz 1% )2 B 40 1 55
WL . PDT J&IRY7 BFLLBEREMA 20T . BRI &
B, @22 Bk FO63) J13R Y7 (HY-PDT) Xif 57 i X8 3 56 i 45
(PWSs FEMERY ) ELAT W S el /A . HUVECGs J2&
AFF 5 ML A5 A4 RS IR) 32 5 240 ., 0 o Y0 i 7 P B 40 L P
BUFE T B IETE BURE T R VAN 245 W0 % 145 A 1Y
YER o ARWFSE 4T HY -PDT 400 il i 45 1) 76 R AL
LL HUVECs &y PWSs {RSMEERY HP Shy BH 1 X i 2, %
S HUVECs 43458 38 S5 T B 520

22 24 |5 vE AL 25 H 34 5% ( mitogen-activated protein
kinases, MAPKs ) J& 22 2 R/ 75 2 B2 W 1 , 7 Wl 12 Ak I
by 20 5 B 1, S DA RS A7 2 490 i A T R T A it A
TN, A5 5 DA 20 i 2 1 1% 326 3] 40 A PN 8 1)
L, T B A T A0 R N S e A
ERK, , {55 }% & MAPK {553 [ 1 5 241 i 4
ERK, , {5538 4% 1 4 22 b 41 i 41 300 8009 75 £k, A T 35
15 7% S5 DR = R0 HG At 801, A S A0 L 1% 85 5 R 43 AE
AEL 2700 TGF-B/Smad 5 5 3 12 A S 40 M i 75 1Y
HEGE BRI R W] TGF-B/Smad 38 %80T , 41
IR RE SN AR IS E i X ERK, , B 1k K
- Smad2 [ FEIEIKF- AN, %5 %8 HY-PDT & 75l
it ERK,, 5 5 8 % f1 TGF-B/Smad {3 = & % i
HUVECs 4 i 58 K 3B 78 7= A 52 o

HY-PDT B g #1ifi] HUVECs 48 M3 58 , 40 i /5 FH b
HALTUEER RSN 3% . 5 HP-PDT(HP; 2 pmol/L)
AHEL, HY FEASGE MR EE T (HY : 0. 125 pmol/L) SR B
BERAMEIE (P <0.01, & 1), K8 HY A REFEAIK
MZjRIER . EAHFEE A&, 9E PDT & 4% HUVECs
MRS Control 412557 LG T2 X, W] HY ¥
PDT {67 P A RERIERITE . X 53CHk[ 16 ] il
) HY FEAEE IR & T LT A 936 tE—3 . ERK,,
XoF 20 e i 5L A T LR R, Western blot 46 1] 45 5 &
/5, HY-PDT 4 #1 HP-PDT 4 ERK,, B8 A £ kK Z
SR (H B R Ak KO- 35 52 BB B A &) (P < 0. 01, ]
4, JI/E F HY-PDT BA .85 F HP-PDT. HY-PDT i@
1] ERK, , #FR kK- LA il HUVECs 4 s 58 .

HY-PDT 4] HUVECs 40T %%, iV bE & 4
VR EE BTG SR . RSN RIR S R (B 2)  HY-
PDT fefg i HUVECs Z0MIiTR% , =ik 0. 125 wmol/L
HY 4 28 B0k, 40 M AR TS 32 %, 1fif HP-PDT

Y e A W] i R FS . 4 F K B, HY-PDT 410 i
Smad2 ik , HAPHIVEHTE mRNA /K753 R AK
T2 (ES),

Smad2 I 4 Jfl i B H A 52 10, HY-PDT fig
3% W Smad2 By 3 3k, Ui B HY-PDT 3 &3 #1j il
Smad2 [)FE ik HUVECs 4iMiiFR ., SCuass iR
(KEl2.5),HP-PDT 2 2 {fdif £ B 22 , Smad2 /) mRNA
N A R g5, LA HP-PDT w] G842 i 41 i i 7% .
X5 Matrigel 525 45 4 — 3, B} HP-PDT 41 HUVECs
U AT R A SZ M, BETE 1 e 2 ) AR B B AR 54

AR I A5 TR B S 62 I 7B PR 2 240 B e R e BT
BCEA G R AR 54, 75 SN Bz 20 M A 26 F 8
A BRG AR R SE 2 A 2B, o AR I
EOBERALEN . %Ik TS S 0 TR i
DRI 3 6 (O F 5 B 1R B2 A G 5 52 . Matrigel
S (8 3) , 5 Control ZH T i 14 4 52 5 1 BRobR 4%
FAFH B, HY-PDT 21 75 58 6 T i T 2 31 BH S8 0% 490+
PEFH, 40 ) 48 P B A e B 1 335 i 14 5. i HY -
PDT 2l 5 Control ZH A [F], JE Bl 50 28 ) FAR 25 44, L AR
B AZ RN

Z5 L PPk, HY-PDT R4 | ERK, , 8 (B R 1L
J% Smad2 #y mRNA 58 3535, #&/5 HY-PDT 1] gl
1 ERK,, 55 18 8% F1 TGF-B/Smad {5518 % % 24
PRI FE 3 7 A A0 AR T, DA T A0 o i A ) AR R
HY-PDT(HY: 0.125 pmol/L) 7ERARHE B il 1M &
A BRI 38 T HP-PDT(HP: 2 wmol/L) , X5
i~ HY ERG 8GR 7E PDT B L HP T 5 (19 615
P8, I LU HP E AR RN o A, A 0F 58 HO
HY-PDT $ i i 45 A B AT T 40 28 LI 5%, 7 2
Jei P9 Hf A T SR A BRI

SE Lk
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