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Active evaluation of DNA protection to oxidative damage and

its possible mechanisms of vitexin in vitro
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FE KA DNARY 58 A 447 %, w5 423 & 4R 47 DNA &
#t #1335 B Ferrozine 3 fo % 41 77 L % 38 (UV-Vis) 4 #7 4 #)
F Fe' s o R iE R Cu' Rk E A T e F A
(Electron-transfer, ET) 4t /., st ah b 38543 Z 4R 37
DNA £ AR 49 TR FALH) . 25 R AW 45 & £ DNA
37 48 /1 5 7 3k Ferrozine 3 o Cu®" & ik 35 2 I & A
TAE ML IC 1E 5 A A (919.6+23.6).(9.3+1.2),
(421.7429.2) pmol/L., UV-Vis b 541 & W 4 % 5
Fe’ " A )6 A2 sk %k 554 nm 4 B BLA 09 BMOE B RBE R £
# e=2680.74 L/(mol « em)], ¥ Z,4# & ft 4k 4 DNA
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A&,

KR 4 H) FDNA RACHAG s LR AL; & F 44

Abstract: In order to study the DNA protection and possible mecha-
nisms of vitexin, it was measured by using three spectrophotometric
assays, including DNA protection, Fe?"-complexing, and Cu?" re-
ducing. In addition, its Fe?" -complexing reaction was also analyzed
using UV-Vis spectra. The results showed that the ICs, values of vi-
texin were (919.6+£23.6), (9.3£1.2) and (421.7429.2) pmol/L,
respectively, for DNA protection assay, Fe?' -complexing assay, and
Cu®" reducing assay. When mixed with Fe?" , vitexin gave a UV-Vis
peak at 554 nm [molar absorptivity e =2 680.74 1./(mol « cm)]. In
conclusion, vitexin can effectively protect DNA from < OH induced
damage. The protective mechanism may include electron-transfer
(ET) and Fe?" -complexing. and its Fe?™ -complexing site is possibly

between 4-carbonly and 5-hydroxyl groups.
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i 75 1 %8, (Reactive Oxygen Species, ROS) 5|3 ) DNA
A7 5 AT L B0 M B A R B | A S R SR AR 9 7R LA
Bz BAT YR A . B A mEE (- O ROS f B B
5 7100 B 5L BE ] DAgET DNA FRfY 5 104 g 35, A= i 8-72
-2 AH S I s B 1F (8-hydroxy-2'-deoxyguanosine,
8-OHdG) . th 1] LA HE T It S0 % 5 2 o 2 P ¥ (malondi-
aldehyde, MDA) Z 7= 4, 8-OHAG 5 MDA, ¥ /& 41 i % 1k
JES R S L BT, 8-OHdG B 15 o T % 9 b5 1
W, T DNA S A3 455 A0 5B 0 1o 0 A& . T JBF A8 af o A
MDA & (9 # 30, w] FY T 340 Wi 5 LAY 4040 0 BOIR B0 5
DNA #4419 K 2. Bk, 3 3% & 58 09 P A Ak R
DNA 452 A AL 0 AH G RE 1 7 9 19 AE 8. Tl A R
AP EFPRN W EEANE.

AT R IE S R MY R BRI BN £
WAk &4, v 0 2 M A TR R TR T L 28 I
UUHE T A5 5 2L b LA BT R T AT i L. IR (vitexin,
apigenin-8-C-glucoside) j&— Fh #7135 i 2 b & 9 (& 1),
FEAE T LA ] & A AE Y b o 30 SOk 06 T4 3l o A% it i 4
FFE R 0.04~0.06 mg/g. A HIE K LA - R
A O WL M. B - VEE A A543 I A0 I i 4 24 R E L X Lk 2
FHE M R R PR AL MR B R

BERG, — S B ET O 8 R IR R AR R
i R W BRI RN DNA AL 05 19 18 & (BR300 15 4
AR I AR FH DNA {37 68 ) 23 7 i DF 5040 R /9 DNA
Y 6E J1 538 A Ferrozine 3 R AT IL 3% (UV-Vis) I . 43
Wi Fe*" & R BB/ Cu B Rk Mz Ll 7B ET
(Electron-transfer) B8 77 . #E ML R b, #F — 25 i B 41 90 R A}
FFDNA AL 5 15 7T 58 19 1k 2= WU o 490 = B2 HT T DNA
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Figure 1 The structure of vitexin (250 pmol/L) 0.1 mL, fili& & (0,400, 600,1 200, 1 600,
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#1302 (CAS:3681-93-4) . HPLC=98% , PU JI| 45 4 75 4F
AR B T

Trolox UK # P4k 4= R E) BHA (T JER LT ) \Fer-
rozine(JE 1% ) . Neocuproine CHr 8 i 7)) : 43 #7 46, V4 k% 35 A
WE A (R R A RA

ABTS(27-Hk 2-X-3-2 & 4 JF g8 me mh-6-fi 1R ) | A%
DNA g3k . 43 Fr4fi , £ E Amresco 24 A ;

KH, PO, .Na, HPO, . Na, EDTA ., FeCl; ., CuSO, . H, O, .
DMSO(ZH B WA . ZH 28R - A L Z R HUdk m 2
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112 FEALSRKA
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1.2.1 DNARIFREI 4tk S% k11 B8 T . i
& (0,100,150, 200, 250,300 pL) 4t 38 2 K (2 mg/mlL,
DMSO ¥ i) Z B0 8 TR A A H P A 300 pL 1
KH, PO, /Na, HPO, £ # ¥ # (0.2 mol/L, pH=7.4) fI
100 uL Na, EDTA # # (0.25 mmol/L). B J& . # % A
50 pl FeCly ¥ ¥ (1.6 mmol/L), 75 pL 9 H, O, ¥ W
(16.8 mmol/L)fl 50 pL JIE 4% DNA ¥ Wi (5 mg/mL i ¥4
DNA #43E) . FIA 75 pL HUIR ML AR ¥ W (33.6 mmol/L),
HNIGE W AR SR FRAA B 1050 pl RS KR
OB ET 50 CARE T 20 min, B FFA 250 pL =R/ Z
BR ¥ W (100 mg/mL) FI 150 pL 2-6% X B b % B2 V4 W
(50 mg/mL),F 105 CHEAF A 15 min, £ 532 nm 4k i
FEHWSCEME A, K%L Trolox Fl BHA Jy BH ¥ I8, %

Zl

2 000 pL)4EFZ (0.01 mg/mL.DMSO ¥ fi#) % Wi » £ /3 1R
AJG#E 3 min, B A 0.8 mL Ff#,0.15 mL Ferrozine
(500 pmol/L) VAW #'E 5 min 5, 7E 562 nm il & WG B
fH A, X HEHHEN Fe' HE5%C,

(1A )

C7<1 Aﬁ)xwoﬁ, 2
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C Fe! " A HHE, %,

A RANHFE S T BBOGE 5

A—INARE S 5 TR WO
1.2.3 Fe’' 477 UV-Vis S5k 2% Cwkl12]8
PN BORE S M (1 mg/mL, DMSO ¥ f#) 100 pL, fit A
100 mg/mL FeCl, % ¥ 300 pL. T A B EE sk (10 1)
600 uL. ER L 0,5,10,20,30,40,50,60,120 min Af it 17
UV-Vis SGik 4 5 Ja X BB FE iR A FeCl, V3 IR #E 1T
BT .
L.2.4 Cu" @JF¥: 2% CIRCT MBS0 R B 10 mmol/L
CuSO, WA 7.5 mmol/L Bl ik 4 125 LIRS AR Im
A £ % % (0.5 mg/mL, DMSO % f#) « pL (x =150,
200,250,300,350),0.1 mol/L Z &%k & g (700 — ) pL,
RS #E 30 min, 7E 450 nm PG EEME A, #X it
B R R Co®T X B S,

A

S Cu™" BFIXT IR 23, %05

Ao INAE 5 WA W ' B

A — WD PN I R ' B

A —— I AR i R BT 0 O B
2 RS0

2.1 DNA RFBE N RALH

T« OH #3 DNA 19 i S5 56 43 < 45 i MDA 4§
TRV L NS B2 R R AR R,
MDA 4 1 7] A BUR 57 DNA S %2 S AL B 45 . 3l 3 46
MDA 5 2-5i A B b % BB i i i X B L % R = B 7
(thiobarbituric acid reactive substances, TBARS) & & ¥ i
o, LU MDA £ 7E . TBARS 7 532 nm b f K
WEE o AR Ass o (B AR U R W] MDA 11 £ 1045 8 T A 8K
i DNATE— & 2 8 B2 209, B, %8 B AT J ok 3
i DNA EALBG AR . W& 2 R . £ 0~0.6 mg/mL
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Table 1 The IC;, values of vitexin and the positive controls

N B A %o R
e IR/ T — —
o 0 4 A ) Lo L1 KBV ER E/ BHA/ FrEE TR AN/ L
Mol ¢ L.
! (pmol « L™1) (pmol « L™1) (pmol « L™1)
DNA {416 11 43 ¥1 i 919.60E23.60° 2 297.60+145.20> 2 580.80+56.01" N.D. 2.50
Fe? ™ 4459 9.30+1.20° N.D. N.D. 9.60+2.80% 1.03
Cu?* i J§i 421.70429.20° 350.20£86.00° 414.704134.90b N.D. 0.83

T TC 50 15 B DA A5 H0TR) 18 4 400 S R JBE 5 TR AT AS [) b b 57 B 3RR i A5 S 35 2 5 (P<C0.05) 5 LU (B8 A 4 b 7K 9 1k
4 % E BTN 1Cs0 SHIR M 1C50 Z M s N.DAS AT

%0 — . 2.2 Fe" BAFHEEME

/ 3 SCHR 16 D408 2 T, O, X7 73 R 19 AL ot At , Feb
L6 J e T L4 A 5 5 T 2 53 3ok BT 4R ik 5 CESRO GiE 5%
% 2 e TEME R BLIR F e, O R SC bR 9 Al b . 723 A 48
% £ - / 2oaa B T4 2ERT  DNA BERFHTHHE 29 10 mmol/L iy HL 0.7 {8
Z < ~ e s A SR P 5 5 R ik BE 85 6 HL O, 5 L IR
820 ° e Tl - OH, Mﬁﬁ%liﬂ DNA G055 . A2 40 L5 Fh i A
A BHA YEF i 3 Fenton % I (Fer™ + H, O, —> Fe'™ + « OH +
o 02 04 06 038 COH DB L 4 A Fe T LA A0H I
PO i © OH HE 1ATTR47 DNA 4% - OH 1 % i SAL 1 5.

o (a) DNAGRY % o 2 e E LI B %8 404
e NI 2Cb) T L i 5 0~7 pug/mL (0 9 J2E 05 FBL 1A
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Figure 2 The dose response curves of vitexin in various

antioxidant assays
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FIFEN Fe'™ M4 AR S HK B RIR A ek, dER 1 AT
AT 2R AT IR B B R 28 5 BE Y ICso {H 23 ) D (9.3
1.2),(9.6+2.8) pmol/L, ¥ &H BENGRITF 25 . RUM
FRL A B S AR, M 3 Ca) AT, 45 45 77 W A 200 ~
400 nm P I B P 58 A W OB RE A — o AR R R
ME 3D R LLFE 43 E /e S Fe IR A 1960 min 5120 min
R WS B AR 42 3 (2R Sk @ RN @) » B BT S B 7E 60 min B &
FEATKR B A . 1AE F IR A AIBER] (0 min) , BI7E 554 nm&
A BT IR S (2 25 D) HOa E EBE 3 120 min I (£ 5%
WSS BE 1) 5004 UL BT AL 3R 3 1Y Fe* %élﬁﬂim#ﬁ“[ﬁ%l_
BE o S I A0 S O P R B (B AR A T B (8, H: 554 nm

BEIRMC R E e =2 680.74 L/(mol » cm) . &L 2Z . 4E 3 X
Fe* " — M4 A& E M, % % & 18 A vl fE 2 4190 & 7 4
DNA 232 S A543 1 DLk 2 —

MRS F™ MRe Ty, 50 F A M MRS H G
FEFR 2 AT 4B LN S5 5E Ry I T A AL L Fe' T B R B Ak
B 8 — AT T TR Z5 8 . B, 40 R AT BB AE 4-BRJE-5-0%
B2 AL —A Fe A g A M E 4. H
B 4 AL Fet " 7E 4B 3E-5- B I Z [MIE i T — A7/ T3, 1
TATCIH M f KI5/ i BLL H Fe? T 486 1Y B g ) 2 F
TEMY AT g — Se g A S g R R
Fe* " AR iR 45 T HIR S8 . X5 — LE 5618 09 s i
B ABO M E AR fE S Fe'! 45400 i Xt F— 2
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(b) Vis)eiK
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B3 4#iFEL F' %4796 UV L#EE R Vis ki HE
Figure 3 The UV-spectra and Vis-spectra of vitexin

binding to Fe*" complexing

B4 g FELESF @ TiAL
Figure 4 The possible reaction of vitexin complexing

with Fe?"
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