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Effects of Jowiseungcheongtang water extract on
Cultured Primary Hippocampal Cell Culture Damaged by XO/HX

Song Seung-yun - Kim Hyoung-soon - Kim Kyung-yo

Dept. of Sasang Constitutional medicine, Coliege of Oriental Medicine, Wonkwang Univ.

Jowiseungcheongrang(JST) has been in Sasang constitution medicine for many years as a therapeutic
agent for cerebral disease. But the effect of Jowiseungcheongtang(JST) on neurotoxicity is not known. The
purpose of this study was to determine the effects of Jowiseungcheongrang(JST) on the hippocampal cell
injured by Xanthine Oxidase/Hypoxanthine.

The results were as follows: :
1. XO/HX decreased the survival rate of the cultured hippocampal cells on NR assay and MTT assay.
2. JST water extract have efficacy of decreasing a amount of lipid peroxidation increased by XO/HX in
cultured hippocampal cells.
3. JST water extract have efficacy of increasing DNA synthesis decreased by XO/HX in cultured
hippocampal cells.
From the above results, It is concluded that JST has marked efficacy in preventing cultured hippocampal
cells from the damages by XO/HX.
Key word : Jowiseungcheongtang(JST), XO/HX, hippocampal cell, MTT, NR,, Lipid Peroxidation, DNA
synthesis
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Prescription contents of Jourseungrheongtang
Herba] Name Scientific Name Weight(g)
B Semen Coicis 12
B O Castaea Mollisima 12
EWT Semen Raphani 6
W= Herba Ephedrae 4
& R Radix Paltycodi 4
=% Radix Ophiopofonis 4
AT Fructus Schizandrae 4
HEW Rhizoma Acori Graminei 4
E & Radix Polygalae 4
KPx Radix Asparagi 4
AR Semen Zizyphi Spinosae 4
IR Arillus Longnae 4
Tortal amount 66
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oxidase(XO, Sigma)®} hypoxanthine (HX, Sigma)
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Table 1. Dose-dependency of XO in

cultured hippocampal cells

X0 MTT Decrease rate of cell
(mU/ml)  absorbance(570nm) viability(%)

0 0.74+0.08 -

10 0.63£0.05 13.5

20 0.58+0.04 21.6

30 0.34£0.03* 54.1

40 0.25+0.02%* 66.2

Cultured hippocampal cells were treated with
for 4 hours. The

values are the mean*SE for 6 experiments.

various concentrations of XQO

Significant differences from the control are marked
with asterisks. *p<0.05; **p<0.01

20 o e e iy
100} >

80
60

40

Live cells {% of control)

204

0

Control 10 20 30 40
XO concentration (mU/ml)

Fig. 1. Dose-dependency of XO in cuitured
hippocampal cells. Other legends are

the same as table 1. *p{0.05; **p<0.01
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Table 2. Time-response relationship of xanthine
XO/HX in cultured hippocampal cells

XO/HX MTT absorbance(570nm)
(mU/ml/
mM) 0 hr 1 hr 2 hr 4 hr 6 hr

0 0671008 0.64£0.07 0612005 058£0.04  0.53:0.03
30 0351006 0.50:0.04 042£003 030£0.02% 0.140.01%*

Cultured hippocampal cells were treated with
various time intervals at a concentration of 30
mU/ml XO in 0.1 mM HX. The values are the
meantSE for 6 experiments. Significant differences
between groups are marked with asterisks. *p<0.05;
**p<0.01

140 —

"z Control
120 4 330 mU/mI XO/MHX

Live Cells (% of control)

Control 1
XO/HX incubation time(hour)

Fig. 2. Time-response relationship of XO
/HX in cultured hippocampal cells.
Other legends are the same as
table 2. *p<0.05; **p<0.01

(2) NR E&
Table 3. Absorbance (% of control) at
540nm wavelength for the NR

assay on XO in cultured
hippocampal cells

X0 NR Decrease rate of cell
(mU/ml) absorbance(540nm) viability(%)

0 0.6710.07 -

15 0.51+0.04 239

25 0.44+0.03 34.3

50 0.320.02* 52.2

100 0.19+0.01%* 71.6

100 4 '
80 4

60 - *

40 4

£ 2]
20 -
04 H
2 4 &

Cultured hippocampal cells were grown in
media containig various concentrations of XO for
4 hours. The values represent the mean*SE for 6
experiments. Significant differences from the control

are marked with asterisks. *p<0.05; **p<0.01

120

100 4

80

60 -

40 -

Live Cells (% of control)

XO concentration (mU/ml)

Fig. 3. Dose-response relationship of XO
by NR assay in cultured hippocampal
cells. Other legends are the same as
table 3. *p<0.05: **p<0.01

Table 4. Time-response relationship of
XO/HX by NR assay in cultured
hippocampal cells

XO/HX NR absorbance(540nm)
mUmmM) o hr 1he 2hr 4 hr 6 hr

0 0682009 0.66:0.08 065:0.06 0.641005  062:0.03

50 0601008 0481005 042:0.04 035:0.02%  0.26:0.01%

Cultured hippocampal cells were incubated with
50 mU/ml XO in 0.1 mM HX for various time
intervals. The values represent the meantSE for 6
experiments. Significant differences between groups

are marked with asterisks. *p<0.05; **p<0.01
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Fig. 4. Time-dependancy of XO/HX in
cultured hippocampal cells. Other

legends are the same as table 4.
*p(0.05; **p(0.01

2. Byl MR

1) Lipid peroxidation B
(1) XO/HX9] 9%

Table 5. Dose-response relationship of
xanthine oxidase/hypoxanthine
(XO/HX) by TBARS assay in
cultured hippocampal cells

XOMX  TBARS(pmol/10°
(mU/ml/mM) cells)

Decrease rate of

cell viability(%)

0 39.7+5.4 -

1 45.2+4.8 214
10 56.7+3.1 264
20 68.9+2.9* 494
30 70.9+1.6%* 64.2

Cultured hippocampal cells were exposed to
various concentrations of XO in 0.1 mM HX for
4 hours. TBA reactive substance(TBARS) were
represent as pmol/lO6 cells. The values are the
mean+SE for 6 experiments. Significant differences
from the control are marked with asterisks.
*p<0.05; **p<0.01

200 4—----- et e e
180
160 4
140 4
120 4
1004 ,
80 |
80 -
40 4
20

TBA cell decrease rate(%)

0 A 4
Control 1 10 20 30
Concentration of XO/HX({mU/mi/mM)

Fig. 5. Dose-dependency of XO/HX onlipid
peroxidation by TBARS assay in
cultured hippocampal cells. Other
legends are the same as table 5.
*p(0.05; **p(0.01

(2) 3B HiH B Jowiseungcheongtang,
JST) migwel A%

Table 6. Dose-response relationship of
Jowiseungcheongtang(JST) for
lipid peroxidation in hippocampal
cells treated by XO/HX

XOJHX TBARS(pmol/ 10%cells)

(mU/ml/ Concentration of JST(ug/ml)

oM 0 5 25 50 100
0 367134 36936 372135 37.6¢38 37.9£39

20 624£14 608:18 577%21 3725 46.0+2.7*

Cultured hippocampal cells were treated with 5,
25, 50 and 100 pg/ml JST. Cultures were
preincubated with JST for 3 hours respectively.
After then cultures were exposed to 20 mU/ml
XO in 0.1 mM HX for 4 hours. TBA reactive
substance(TBARS) were represent as pmol/lO6 cells.
Significant differences between groups are marked
with asterisks *p<<0.05; **p<0.01
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Fig. 6. Dose-dependency of JST for its
protective effect on XO/HX by
TBARS assay in cultured hippocampal
cells. Other legends are the same as
table 6. *p(0.05; **p<0.01

2) DNA synthesis H2F
(1) XO/HX9| 9%

Table 7. Dose-responce relationship of XO/HX
on DNA synthesis in cultured
hippocampal cells

- XO/HX Decrease rate of DNA synthesis
(mU/ml/mM) (% of control)

0

10 211

20 26.6

40 50.4*

60 66.3%*

Cultured hippocampal cells were treated with
various concentrations of XOQ/HX for 4 hours.
DNA  synthesis

method”. The values are the meantSE for 6

was measured as “material

experiments.  Significant  differences from  the

control are marked with asterisks *p<<0.03;

**p<0.01

Fig. 7. Dose-dependency of XO/HX on DNA
synthesis. Other legends are the
same as table 7. *p<0.05; **p¢0.01

2) FABHiE B Jowiseungcheongtang JST) TUBIK
o x3

Table 8. Dose-reponse relationship of
Jowiseungcheongtang(JST) for
its neuroprotective effect on
DNA syntheis in hippocampal
cells treated XO/HX

XO/HX DNA synthesis(% of control)
(mU/ml/ Concentration of JST(ug/ml)
mM) 0 20 40 80 160
0 100£8.1 10075 100+6.2 100193 100184

40 527448 64.8%72 69.1£53 754481 822:93*

Cultured hippocampal cells were treated with 20,
40, 80 and 160 pg/ml concentration of JST for 3
hours, after then cultures were exposed to 40
mU/ml XO in 0.1 mM HX for 4 hours. DNA
synthests was measured as “material method”. The
values are the meantSE for 6 experiments.
Significant differences from the control are marked

with asterisks *p<0.05
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Fig. 8. Dose~dependency of JST in DNA
synthesis. Other legends are the
same as Table 8. Significant
differences between groups are
marked with asterisks *p<0.05
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AP e XOHXO| x=ZA7F  Lipid
peroxidation, DNA synthesis® F 4 -& 53]
HEAFGS P E8AE FFESIAT
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2 33E wFAo 4A2 BF HBERD &
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A z-go| 7+A43}stTable 1, Fig. 1).

Xanthine Oxidase(X0)2} Hypoxathine (HX)
7} A ztel wEd g EESHEA X
' 9%g 2AE7] #std 0.1mM HX
MCV(midcytotoxicity value)gt¢l 30mU /ml XO/HX
7t ERE RN dvt AZALE 744
1~6A1ZF B9t #HEG I AE BEESS MIT
assay® ol ol8ted ZTEH vlm FAIRE A
Alzrol Aol whel A EEEC] A3
(Table 2, Fig. 2).

#& F9 EEWIMIEE XO7t 15mU /ml

A 100mU/mle] ¥x2 zZtzt ¥3e #RN
oA 4AITF AT R o]l J¥E NR
assay’] O 2 ZAE A} A3 X092 FEo
vlalsle) MIPEL0) ZAsHATHTable 3,
Fig. 3).

XO$} HX7} $EAIZ ] ©2t (B HEimEEH
fgoll mAE IS ZAEI] YA
MCV(midcytotoxicity  value)gkQl  SOmU  /ml
XOHX FZolA 1~6A1ZF Bt HES F
zZ} AZEE AR YEES AR 27 A
213k AJztel] vlglate] A EZAYESEO] HAFHA
THTable 4, Fig. 4).

olg1gt A At Aol AR EAA
golsta g2 TeFm S BW ok
Az E X PEE0]

AZW sAdE dgs F0PY
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EF XO/HXS] AHstd &4 tid FAEFH
HE g &9 AR dstg A
oA Eieldtd #HES EREHRSHER
XOHXE A3F REAFS M 1
#E Lipid peroxidations 3t &A1t}
I ZA¥ XOHXE #5E EESHEd X
g Fxol H]#sted TBARS7} F7istleod
20mU/ml XO/0.1mM HXAx g} A MCcvztS v}
EFthTable 5, Fig. 5).

8]3 20mU/ml XO/0.lmM HXE 4A1HE
o BRSOl Maldtrl A 5~100ug/ml
o] FABHFHE MGl 242 T RN
oA 3A1ZEE<t AAE & AS AP} T=
o vlgsle] XOHXTE A3 To Hsly
TBARS7} BAIRoz fostA ZA3Hth
(Table 6, Fig. 6). '

T3 DNA synthesis®d 3 ZHoA ZA}sE 4
I XO/HX+ FHE BHEWSHR A2 5
Toj vj#8lo] DNA synthesis7} A 5ked A
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