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Protective effects of alcohol extraction from peony stamen
on H,O,-induced damage in HUVEC
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Abstract: The main components of the alcohol extraction from
peony stamen was analyzed by high performance liquid chroma-
tography. H; O, induced human umbilical vein endothelial cells
(HUVEC) cells to establish a damage model to study the protec-
tive effect of peony flower extract. Results: the alcohol extraction
from peony stamen mainly contain three monomers, namely

rutin, quercetin and paeoniflorin, with contents of 44.25%,
15.50% and 17.00%, respectively. The alcohol extraction from
peony stamen can reduce the content of MDA in cells and culture
medium, increase the activities of SOD, GPX and GSH content
in the calls. The alcohol extraction of peony stamen can improve

the antioxidant capacity of HUVEC.

EL&WB AR LT H (45 :172102110019) 5 30 B 44
WERE B A 7 A B R (4 - 17IRTSTHNOI6)

EEBN DB R KR L,

BEEE RCFEA76—) B WA KFHZ .1,
E-mail; zwx@ haust.edu.cn

Y58 B #9:2019-03-11

Henan 471023, China)

Keywords : alcohol extracts; HPLC; human umbilical

vein endothelial cells (HUVEC) ;

peony;

H;O;-induce damage

SRR [ B R AR AL T 2 — . R B s
HE FE . Bl A A PHAE A Ak P AR I R A PF A i 45
772011 4 3 LA RN RGPHEE PH R 5 e IR A
PP BE R AT AE AR S 20 BT AR R A IR A (L S
B g S B 5 3 W A P AR S R B O PR AR Bl L b
il PR O JRR R 5 ik e LAl R L . AR D
TF 58 32 W 4L TH A8 85 7K UK W7E 1R A B AT 058 A e AL Tk .
fELJ2: F AR AP S B4R W 0 S A AR T B BSO8R 4y
f@%if)\ﬁﬁﬁt

TN B2 S LR
ﬁéfﬁﬂ:“\ﬂwﬁqﬂ\mmﬁ““Eluﬁiﬂﬁéﬁi‘ﬁ“ 3
W R A A R R B DG AR . T AR A I IO S A AN
P EERRZ —, TSR H, O, 355 4 B 41 i 2 0
FEHURACAE T 2 F B~ s A X
FRAEREBEAT TR Z0F5C . 42 913 0 BF 9T T 4L THAE
S5 PR IR A M S B A T Ak JH G T4 P IR S SR U A
A0 AT b B Zh 28T 7 A B A A . K R PR R RO
ST ST oy i R A b SR HL O 375 5 B bk i 4
B4 I CHUVEC 2 M) 453 43 2 A 00 4k 73 48 355 e 42 4 7
AR P AR S LU A T A AL P AE 8 1) bR 2R
& SR AL BA R

1 #MkS5Jik
1.1 #E5iRF
FEFIRE < P A KPR b R 3 BRI B DX A 1]

g, KAt 45 5 3 bk ot

97



98

I 5iE % EXTRACTION & ACTIVITY

FT R R LSBT SRR AT RUR B R R AR
HE& LU =982, R IR AR RBHE A PR 7 5

I Bk P9 R A < 1 98 42 SRR B ] 5

iR B RS AR 2k - 2 [ Hyclone 242 H] 5

WE M % . 56 [ Sigma 23

XL A H B (250 NFU/mg) : 38 [F Gibeo 2w 5

DU 2 3 iR AR O . 0N DY 2B R A i TR A R AT RR
AT

UG 50 U/mg, HiGHEM A YR HABRAF

SOD.GPX.MDA .GSH #1 BCA | %2 i 77 £ : B 5t &
BEY TRAF

A3 24 Ry 43 BT 4
1.2 UgE5iEeE

2 A0 A 5 3% A 1260 Infinity B, %2 5 16 B} 5 A [
NEIR

SN BT ik TAE & : SW-CJ-2FD &, 3% 14 i BH 2%
WA RAHE ;

3 B 08 . CKX41 &, H A Olympus A 5

4 H B AR X 680 B, 3£ [# Bio-Rad /A 7 ;

CO, A3 F2 46  E19TIR B, 26 [7 4 76 B 43 ) 5

Bt P T U % - KQ-500DE #1857 e I8 ) 2 %
HAEBRAA.
1.3 REHZE
1.3.1 AEFHIES BRI S CRAFAE R
BhZ B P Bk, S F: SWEWE T0%, BLIREL 10 40
(g/mL) hn i 0.3% , M fi# pH 5. i f% B 8] 30 min,
50 °C 4 F B R )5 W KA 10 min K3, B E O R
300 W, B ] 30 min, #7545 °C, $R UG IE 78 UK
4. AEFRIEA IR BB E R E N 2.0 mg/mL [ 1B
W, LA1.50 mL/min b B 34T D-101 4% g Y W Bt o
2,500 3.0 BV 28K L 1.5 mL/min 3 3 Ve B 2%
TR 895 % S BV LA 3.0 mL/min 3 38 PR K
S 2BV I e ZE GREE 60 C) = RBRFIH 5%, A%
BT B QREEY —40 C R VRITIE 24 D J5 & T 4 CUkAA
R
1.3.2 RLTHESREEEE Y 0 BAMDEIE FH RBUE TR M
HAERFEREY B A 5 meg, H 0% BKZBEAR R
100 mL, ZE ¥ K 200~700 nm #3854 . FH 2840 53 6ok
PTG A .
1.3.3 4t FH AR S5 B4R 4 04 155 508 AH 3% 43 A

(D) {4 3% % 4 . % ] Kromasil 100-5C;5 (250 mm X
4.6 mm,5 pm) @ HETT 4T . L 2R (A FK (B) i
AR IEAT B BE PR . 0~30 min, 3026 A—>60% A, &I
£ 230 nm, i #E 0.8 mL/min, i 30 C, & 10 L,

(2) TVEPRIUE RN ZR : S 2 4 S 4t FRAE 36 S0k LR
B 6 B A2 B A o VR D S BRG BT M L
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B OTRE AT MARER., S5 T &S M
TR VEAE T e A v R A VA T2 AR B 4R

(3) TREUEEFHE B RESR W) M K 4 mg, RSV WE &5
£ 10 mL.#7 5 min J5id 0.22 pm ST 38 1.3.3(D
13 SR AT AT
1.3.4  AEPHE S BEEE M 0 40 A i e

(1) HUVEC 41 ¥ 3% : & 2% x4 & %0 1y ik i
#H DMEM 8535 78 CO, 1 21 i 15 37 46 vb 35 55 4h e, JF
S B B 0 0 R

(2) HUVEC %Ak 46 157 B0 B 1 3 57 . 5% B 4 0
B 3 O R A R K AN B R 2.0 X 10° A/ mL 1)
HUVEC 2 i 3 T 240 M 55 95 Ak . 0 & A [ i B2 0 B 1Y
H, O, % W (0~ 1 mmol/L) £ fi ¥ HUVEC 41 g . & F
MTT 2k 00 40 A7 05 2% . AR =X (D 1155 40 i A7 308 %

A, — A,

A= (1— A ) X 100% , (D
A

A—HIEFETE 2. %05

A, 25 A WO B A1

Ay AT e BE H, O, 21 /0 W % B ¥ 18

(3) 24 v J32 790 Sk 1 34 « O 32 ok 7t ) 4P 463 475 A58 28
N R AR AR T A TR VR BE 0 kP TR B R W B R
(0~1 mg/L){EH F HUVEC 41, % Fl MTT 307
T T 55 40 M A7 05 %

(4) HUVEC 48 il ]340 S AL P i i) D o < 58 1 &5 3%
ST 7 v T R VR AL B A B R R T 6 FLAR L AR AL
2.0 mL, #5355 24 h Wi BEJ5 W SR AN MBS 2. &5 AR
BAMA 2.0 mL By 7 3% P @4l 4y 3l A 2.0 mL
N [7) J5 o Y 0 4 PR AR S I 4 9 (100,300,500 pg/ml)
XFBRZE AN A 2.0 mL ¥k 500 mg/mL ) Ve REFRW . B
FREFA PRI, 24 h 5 W F L3, 84 m A
800 mmol/L fi§ H, O, % 2.0 mL, % F 55 3246 b 1% 3¢
4 hJF N A i R g0 i s R Ry B . 2 IR SOD, GPX,
GSH.MDA 1 BCA i 7l & i B /E 68 . L BCA 7 &
0 245 R g FE T L D0 R 40 M K 40 M B 5% R SOD Al GPX
L & GSH fil MDA 1 & & .

1.4 BIESIT

F F Execel # {1 F1 DPS 9.5 B F 35647 48 112 43 47 #l
B AL R B DL (2 +S) FoR . 4L FRSR B D
EHEAHIHA LSD il f7 2 & .

2 SRS

2.1 HAERERVOBS SN

2,11 BAMEIEHMHAER KREBEBEAE DL
W 50 S 385 v A 1 A R AIE O DAY L 300~ 400 nm {1y IR IR
A1 5240~280 nm Ay M YA S ITT L 0 LT R
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Figure 1  Ultraviolet-visible absorption spectra of

alcohol extraction from peony stame

HPHE SRR WV W4 1 5RO B A 2 )5 76 277 nm
Sb IR T RRAE WA I 72 365 nm Ab R EL T RRAE VAT T,
WO B AL PR TR SRR ) 1 5 A0 o i 4T B 4 R AT A SR 2R L
B P RRAE 6T RN .

2.1.2 HPLCr#r 3£ 1y 6 Fidr & fubr vt £, A
16 0.05~0.40 mg/mL B 5 im R 2 RIFM & X R,
2 g B TR A bR o VRS P AR AR v
HPLC &, B 2(h) s BB 3 A3 0 1 B i a8 14, 4y
A 1 0 2 R 4, B 2 g 1L 2 Fig 4
iR A e i W N S i B R QDR S e e W
7.31 min YLLK AR B B A AE 11.66 min BIELEE 2(a)
T X R B B TR] Y 0 . 28 A3 AT AL PR AR B AR v 2
EEAET W ERMATZA 3 Fofk, B & w008
44.25%,17.00% ,15.50 % . {F LA 26 )5 (1 41 F1 16 S5 B 42 9
HIMR BE LK 76.75%

F1 6 MEREMBIRAE %
Table 1 Standard curve of six standards
14 e 2% e MR
(mg * mL™ 1)
I=mB Y=10 785x+477.5 0.999 8 0.05~0.40
WEE  Y=195532+1719 0.999 3 0.05~0.40
ISESR:Y Y=13 113x+40.6 0.999 9 0.05~0.40
B3 Y=16 8194 —71.062 0.999 2 0.05~0.40
ABREE  Y=29 2390 —1 141.46  0.9990  0.05~0.40
12 1y Y=236 244x—1 726.12 0.999 8 0.05~0.40

2.2 HAXSERREYHNEBTENRRE

2.2.1 H,O. BRI & 3 AT, H, O IR ETE 0~
600 pmol/L i, Xt HUVEC J& B & % 4 i 1 F (P>
0.05), 4 H, O, ¥k N 800 pmol/L B}, HUVEC 41 Jjfd 1%
164 52,0500 Ho O, ¥k 2 5 7T fiE 2 5 BOA0 i i 4 8
T T JEE e AR S 2 R 4 A B0 ) 468 TR A E o 2
7 A B S A4 7 L B H O, W 3 48 800 pmol/L
HH.
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Figure 2 HPLC chromatogram of the mixture of
flavone standards and sample
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Figure 3 Effects of H; O, on the survival rate
of HUVEC
2.2.2 WFPIEEERYIRBEE S WA 4 PR R ETE

100~500 pg/mL 4k P48 5 85 52 ¥ % HUVEC 40 il i
AR B EF W (P>0.05), WRE>500 pg/mL B}, B3
IR 5E (P<C0.05) , W5t 3 B 24 i 3 P 2 40 fifs 32 45
2 38 0 3 Ik B AL A RT R L BT LA L 3 R AL PR AE S RE IR
F 4 100,300,500 pg/mL KRBT T — K5 .

i g 1y A= A RS B 5 I8 AR G R YD I LA
A5 A R W S B IR A AL 2 —. B4 KLY
HFF 6 3 B3R W e ¥ =500 pg/mL B4 HUVEC 41 a5
PV P U8 W kP AR A R b T BRI R A AR
A BT
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Figure 4 Effects of alcohol extraction from peony

stamen on thesurvival rate of HUVEC

2.2.3 HJIAE B AR W X HUVEC 40 g & 55 3% WP
SOD {& ¥Ry M 8 A Ak AL R =LA N EZ W A |
FEIHBRA L BES W R M A ROS AT 25 57 40 i 79 19 72
T, B 5 R, 40 PR R 41 SOD & /N
156.5 U/mg, & 4] SOD £ & 3 1 3 2 i (P<C0.05) , ¥
FE 200.0 U/mg Pk b, 16 W7 24 40 i 37 461 Bk 400 9 19 &
B & RN, SOD & 1R B L M 4L FRAE S B4R ) RE 05 42
4T A BB AR S 4R S A1 N SOD K-,
ERIE A A RN 269.5 U/mg, X B4 & R
275.9 U/mg. W # 22 R G % 7 X (P>0.05) , LB 55
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3
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Figure 5 SOD activities in HUVEC cells and cell

culture medium
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F L P AL B BEAR W 1 BT A AL PE T IR B VoK F . 2
MiEE 3R SOD & Rk 54— 3 K F R A
IF] f) 22 5 TG 312 3 L (P>0.05).,

2.2.4  ALTFAE B RE IR M) 3 HUVEC 40 i & K5 37 W
GSH &g A5 HAREE®E R O M H, O, . fig
fig 5 B B F Y A4 G R o T E W THE RS
WA MR F AL B . B 6 FH, A0 A AL A A
K 5.90 mg/g, F &4 GSH £ & 4> % K 10.70,21.01,
36.80 mg/g, ¥ W FE I . VLB AL PR BEAR M B
PRE M N GSH /& &, T FEAR B b 0y 3 4, 8k
HMIH 5. SR GSH i 50l BAMt, 5 AR
2 (P>>0.05) , U B w2 700 5 1 L 3 76 758 B 42 ) 7 40 M 9
AAMREBT A, BRW S M GSH i & &8
A — B0, 4 M K 15 55 Wb i A% e R R AL
25 5%, UL W BT AL RE 0 5 MR BB A A ) s AR RN

2.2.5 HEFHAEE R YN HUVEC 40 My K& 55 5% 8+
GPX G PERIRZ IR A% W H I 4 fh 00 i 2 — il BE A8 fi AL

H, O, 73 i B B B Ho O, 38 5 5K - 1T B B 7% 46 A4 3
A6 A L i 4R Ak B A b T K AT DL TE O D Y 4 TR #
162 GSH,GSH il i 7 B it 19 B 56 ke 4 45 40 it 7%
PR AN 7 R 40 R PR AR AR ) 4 A R
ZHrh GPX W& & M 57.79 mg/L #27% F T 150.00 mg/L
Phb 5 R W, GPXY 3 i L 6.90 mg/L 2/ 3 T

60T
500 @
w40
> 30
20

AT K
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figried  wRE
415
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=HU
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i
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Figure 6 GSH content in HUVEC cells and cell

culture medium
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Figure 7 GPX activities in HUVEC cells and cell

culture medium

15.00 mg/L DL I+, 22 5% @ 2 (P<C0.05) . Ui B4t FT 16 85 i
P REL R i A0 BN GPX 93 P L i Ak H, O, K f#%
e GSH &t , 38 = 48 It 1) BT S804k L B RE . Rl
H GPX s M b th e B AL S 4R W i S AL RE D 5
W HEAEAE R AR M N . B R R GPX & | 5 40
hE R LB
2.2.6  H:PHAEE B Y X HUVEC 40 K 5% 558 % b
MDA & &y A AE iR F A h &2 dE & A A
1k ML g 3k A = T sk & T TR B A7
eI MR A 5, A 8 R . 40 o A R
2019 MDA & & 25 32.38 mol/mg, i & T OAK
5.93 mol/mg., 1 B 24 41 ff3 57 3| %0 A6 45 45 B, 40 1 P 19 g
o A AL SN 3 22 2 M TR 1 T R M R AR, 5 TR 4 A
oA L R s 2 R E R T HL, O, 51 MDA & &
34 (P<C0.05) , Ui I 4L JF L S I 2 Y RE RS WS B B
e D I N R T AR T A R R R4 R MDA
O B AR X R Y L B ) 0 A P AR B B AR P X T
FEACA A Py MDA &t (4 rTBE s TR e . 20 0
W MDA & 8 {6 5 240 fig vh MDA & &8 b — 3.

JE e 0 S OB g W T A IR A b B 4R
AALIG R AE AT, 2 5 ROS 148 A o6, 1
H SOD . MDA Fl GSH i1 25 46 1 &8 5 i 3 — 3. R ok 6

F BE HAERERYWM H:0:8% HUVEC BRBHGHRPER

i

5]
Malondialdehyde/(mol + mg™)

=5 14 X IR R A
R 2 (15 N =B R
45
Group
(a) #Hf

]
Malondialdehyde/(mol *+ mL™")

Al XA PARAL
2] iR 21 i 79 Ak
20711
Group
(b) HFW

/NG PN R 278 4 I 25 5 1.3 (P<C0.05)
B 8 HUVEC % e & 4 3% fr it F 9 — 8 4%
Figure 8 MDA content in HUNVEC cells and cell

culture medium

ORI R AT R H, 0, S 1 HUVEC $ifi A
B R R4V T AT A 40 HUVEC 4 g [ 2 B R 5
ICAM-1 ¥y £ 385, WA 40 ) 40 M 1 £ . Shokoohinia
ZEP M Daubney %5077 3 WM 2 2 0T i 98 2> ROS
HI T JR K A 47 1f 22 41 L PCL2 HLG UL 4H B HOc2, #H5F
FPVBIETT 2 WM B R 0% 3 O A0 1 P9 0 30 R R 40, 3
GPX1.,S0D2 K GSH 17K -, Fie A1k 40 Ak iz 8 i oty ok Ay 41
fio MBS R LW AL PR R Y E B N T
B 2 R AT 25 35, & | 4 i)k #) 440250, 15.50%,
17.00% , B N 76.75% . 5 T it B2 R A0 AT 24 % 4 i
P SOD FI GPX S5 4t 4016 4y i 17 1 19 42 1w 0 5 240 Jf0 1) £
PorE 5 4 PR A6 S AR A 3 A0 M B R AL — 3 A
W 7T M B 2R RIS 248 AT BE SR A P AR B R A AR A
SRBUE A AE A B RS .
3 ik

A P AL 2 W H, O, B 3 A 40 A B 0 5243
Xt HUVEC 4ififd iy SOD Al GPX &4t A Ak Wi s v B A
VR R L 3 B NE B Ak ) MDA & it 17, GSH & i
TR, MRl VR B 4L 1E A R 4R W E Al HUVEC 41
M) - # A o SOD Fi GPX 36 7 L & GSH & 1 ¥4 AR TR
FREF AR 00 ELA0 M MDA 45 &t 5325 FR %, 18 B 4
FH A% S5 T 5L 10 68 68 28 12 A0 P v 4% o BT 410 0 T 1 9 2 L UK
A B 3 S AR SN I & A SR B HUVEC 40 i 58 % HL 32
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