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Protective Effect of Tongluo Shenggu Capsule on Function Damage of
Human Umbilical Vein Endothelial Cells Induced by Glucocorticoid
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[ Abstract] Objective: To observe the effect of Tongluo Shenggu capsule (TLSGC) on glucocorticoid-
induced vascular endothelial cell functional damage, and to preliminally explore the mechanism of action
through MEK-ERK signaling pathway. Method: The blood vessel of aorta rings of normal SD rats were induced
in vitro intervention with methylprednisolone sodium succinate (MPS, 0.04 g-L") and/or vascular endothelial
growth factor (VEGF, 20 pg-L"), and were treated with TLSGC(12.5, 25, 50 pg*L™") continuously for 5 days
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to observe the number, length and area of microvascular ring buds. In addition, human umbilical vein
endothelial cells (HUVEC) induced by VEGF (20 pg- L") were added into MPS (0.04 g-L"') and TLSGC
(12.5, 25, 50 pg-L"') were added. Then, Transwell migration, Transwell invasion and lumen formation
experiments were used to detect the migration, invasion and lumen formation ability of HUVEC, respectively.
The content of nitric oxide(NO) in the cell supernatant was detected by nitrate reductase method, the content of
endothelin 1(ET-1) in the cell supernatant was detected by dry powder method. Moreover, the protein contents
of vascular endothelial growth factor receptor 2 (VEGFR2) , extracellular signal-regulated kinase (ERK) ,
phospho-extracellular signal-regulated kinase (p-ERK) , mitogen extracellular kinasel (MEK) and
phosphorylated mitogen extracellular kinasel (p-MEK) in the cells were determined by Western blot. Result:
Compared with the normal group, MPS could significantly inhibit the number, length and area of VEGF-
induced rat thoracic aortic ring microvessels, HUVEC cell migration, invasion and lumen formation ability. It
could reduce NO content and increase ET-1 content. MPS could also significantly reduce the protein content of
VEGF-induced VEGFR2, p-MEK and p-ERK in HUVEC (P<0.05, P<0.01). Compared with the model group,
TLSGC could dose-dependently increase the number, length and area of MPS-induced abnormally reduced rat
thoracic aortic ring microvessels, promote MPS-induced abnormally decreased HUVEC cell migration, invasion
and lumen formation ability. It could increase the protein contents of NO, VEGFR2, p-MEK and p-ERK in
HUVEC, and reduce abnormally increased ET-1 content (P<0.05, P<0.01). Conclusion: TLSGC has a

protective effect on the damage of angiogenesis and secretion of vascular endothelial cells induced by

glucocorticoid, and the mechanism may be related to the activation of MEK/ERK signaling pathway.
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1.2 X FMFEA  TLSGC By oK (M7 VLI IF 25 bt
A FRS L 4E5 20181130) ; 5 41 A K20 il VEGF
(3% [® Pepro Tech 23 Al , 4t %5 100-20) ; MPS ( b 1 i)
W T 1 25, 5 W59975) ; RPMI-1640 85 35 3k | 5 %
R /B R U W (25 [E Hyclone 24 #) , it 5 43 5l &
SH40007.01, SV30010) ; ME B % (MTT, 3 [# Sigma
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20190315) ; %&£ J5i X Matrigel ( £ & Corning 24 ) , it
5 354234) ;5 3% /N2 transwell( 35 [E Costar 24 7, 4t
5 3422) 45 b 55 (AL R & M RHECA R A R L I
52014071603 ) ; — AL A (NO) , W Z= -1(ET-1) i}
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ZAK 2(VEGFR2) FL 5 BEHTAR , MEK L 5E BE BT , B
%1k (p)-MEK ¥ 5% [ i, ERK ¥ 58 [ $i 14, p-ERK
FLTTREPUAK (2 1E Cell Signaling Technology 23 7 , it
0391k 9698, 4694,9154,4695,4370) 5 H i EE-3-
W5 1% i U (GAPDH) HT A& (95 8 Abcam 2\ ], 4it 5
ab181602) ; BAR i S AL W il (HRP ) b i - Bt S S I
BRI (1g) G, HRP AR IC F /b R AR 5k 1 (1g) G
(db 5t 3 ) 3 L R R A B A AL S A ok
C1309,C1308).
1.3 X#%  TDSA-WS AUEEE & & 0L (K Vi
U AL A PR ] ) ; XDS-1B AU 8] & W fill B8
(EPOCHAARA PR 7] ) s BX50 B 1E % 8 i i ( H
A Olympus 22 ) ) ; MK3 % 4 { gl il A5 42, 3111 A
CO, 21 Jfg 55 3% 4 ( 35 [/ Thermo /A 7 ) ; BS224S U iy,
TRV (LA WA T CI-20 B TAES (K
MR H R A BRA A ) YX-280 B F 412 20 7 2%
ROK T % (G B4 28 B2 Y7 3 4 A PR /A 1)) s Powerpac
TM Basic Y # Jk 4% 5% 4% , Mini Trans-Blot Cell %
T ¥ 3, UK A8 ( 32 [E Bio-Rad 2 7] ) ; Fusion FX5 % #
JE AR AN (2% [ Vilber 23 F ) o
2 A&
2.1 ZiWmydl4c FRELTLSGC By oK 500 mg, il A
W 92 5 22 v (PBS) 10 mL, it i £ ¥ , 48 0.22 um
AL UE B AT U8, —20 °CLR A7 %5 H s VEGF K I = 2%
KB 0.1 gL, B % 0.1% BSA i = 78 K i Bt &
10 mg-L " BEWE , —80 °CORAF , It FH B L 3% 55 W IE
B, —80 °CHf R4 .
2.2 4ifEEigE HUVEC BT 10% i 245 i, 5 %
# OBEH R 4 100 U-mL' /Y RPMI-1640 1% F& 3t
37 °C 5% CO, 100% I J& 55 37 , b K 3 7, 41 i Iy B
K 90% Zc A7 IR B I A AZ AR
23 KRB M EZHPF LR LE k= 1, VEGF
(20 pgLh) MPS (VEGF 20 pg-L'+MPS
0.04 g-L") , TLSGC A [ | & (VEGF 20 pg-L'+
MPS 0.04 g-L" + TLSGC 12.5, 25, 50 pg-L") 41,
TLSGC 1Y 45 2} Jot & ¥k i 75 2 2% SCHR [ 10 ] 19 HE il 1
T 1o A U S ) 2R G R, T R R Y R R T 4
JHL 3% P TC R e | SO I A AR AT T A . 2.4~2.8 T 5K
95 R F) o 2 R 3 T 4 °C ot i mil b, 3 IR
RPMI-1640 15 77 3L 5 1R A, A0 4k 48 FLAHR , T 37 °C
JH 3 1% F5 40 PR 30 min, {7 35 5 R EE [#] 5 ) 55 SD
KB 3 Bh Bk, VIR 1~1.5 mm i 32 35 Bk ER , 3 B
BT R A Bk 0 48 LA P, I AL T IR S
RPMI-1640 1: 155 iR G )5 MWK, F 37 °CHa & 5
. 50 .

FEA R E 30 min; MIA 0.04 g-L"MPS, 0.5 hJ5 il
A 20 wg'L'VEGF, 5 0.5 hJg A 254143 B A 12.5,
25,50 pg-L' TLSGC, Jfi& & 75 (141 ;24 h J5 JF 45 W
g¢, T R UM 3 3l kR T A A< B A i T 8RR
W, B 3 A 1K EEIUER S R4 IR EE 3 IR A
Image-Pro Plus 73T .

2.4 transwelliT B 5L5: &= A H JC L7 RPMI-
1640 15 37 3 & & ) HUVEC 180 pL, % J& i 5x
10° 4~ , 0.04 g-L'MPS 1 (8% ) 12.5, 25, 50 pg-L"
TLSGC; FZ A& 20% FBS () RPMI-1640 15 77 5t
/o 20 pg' L' VEGF, JF i B H4 ;13 12 h e,
e P P A 2 B 2 IR b R AT AR Y A D 4% 22 R YRR
A 22 20 min, FH 0.1% %5 % 44 {4 15 min, PBS ¥t 3
U5 K A7 R B % 5 L OE O B OB R AT R
FE T A 200, 5 L B ML B S~8 A 40T 41 B O T H 5
2.5 transwell 2225000 $REDE FEBK T 4 °CrkA8
i AL, B RPMI-1640 JEfill 35 3% 5 1: 8 7 B L i
JiE , AL 8 transwell /N 25 JEC B B A9 1 %00, 40 wL/AL,
BT 37 °CH; 3246 60 min fdf Matrigel 38 4 i BE %
% H o Matrigel £ % f transwell & % il A JG I 75
RPMI 1640 5 3% H & & A9 HUVEC 1x10* 4>,
0.04 pg-L'MPS,fil(5%)12.5,25,50 pg'L' TLSGC;
™% A % 20% FBS () RPMI-1640 55 57 5& Fil/ag;
20 pg'L' VEGF, W B 2= A4 ; K592 24 h5 , 18
M2 3 2 B R AR 2B A0 40 5 4 % 2 W [E 2
20 min, 0.1 %% fh % 44 {4 15 min, PBS ¥& 3 1K ; K 4fi
R BRG 0 E I EOG RUB WA R 22 R Y
20 G, Bl B B 5~8 AN LT 41 BT T

2.6 EHEIE LR B AR TR T 4 cCokAE i
Rk, FH 3 T 100 WL/ AL AL Bl 48 FLAR , £ 9 4 I
37 °Cjit & 30~60 min i %k [ ; & 10% FBS [
RPMI-1640 ;35 5 8 & HUVEC, % 6x10* P /fLI%EFh =
P& 7 FH 55 0T e A 9 1 48 FLAR , A 0.04 g-L' MPS,
0.5 hJ5 A 20 wg-L' VEGF, f 0.5 h J5 45 25 41 43 %)
FMA 12.5,25,50 wg L' TLSGC, 25 [ 26 1 B 7% 41 hn
NSGRBUE FR 3 . ® 37 °C 5% CO B KM h i
3 h, B L B HL2E B 5~8 4> L HF 411 B8 I H] Image Pro
Plus 6.0 5 G A £ B 43 3K B2 A £R

2.7 M BB NOMET-1 & EK0 HUVEC#%
15310 LR 2 6 LA, 5535 12 h AL R B L1
FEW o, OB Rh B R OE UL 12 h 5o A
0.04 g'L"MPS, 0.5 h J5 it A 20 pg'L'VEGF,
0.5hJEZ 2540 Hm A 12.5,25,50 wg-L"' TLSGC,
2 HA A BAPE A I A SR FUE IR 4L, 37 °C 5% CO,
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2.8 ZE M 0 B3l 7 (Western blot) £ 1] ERK,
p-ERK,MEK, p-MEK # 1% ik HUVEC #F T 6
LB, A 0.04 g- L' MPS, 0.5 h 5 4 24 20 43 %
A 12.5,25,50 pg-L" TLSGC, /£ JH 24 hJ& , F-fin A
20 pg-L' ) VEGF, IE & 21 ¥ fin A S AR RS 77 56 L 1
JH 5 min J5 US4 4 M, T 5 2 A R 50 R B R il
01 7 B9 RIPA %L W2/ 40 B, 4R IR R H1 o
VEGFR2 K il B A< il %6 , HUVEC 2 F0 F 6 fL A H ,
JinA 0.04 g-L"MPS,0.5 h 5l A 20 pg-L"' VEGF, F
0.5 hJa 252540 5 M m A 12.5,25,50 pg-L"' TLSGC,
TE A RS B 2H A A IR RS SR B AE D 24 h R IR
AR A M, 5 B A R A9 RIPA 24 W 28 f 4
M, $2ECE R 1. Bradford kit T E A E R, EA
40 pg B HE, 10% 5 M It g € Jie v UK , PVDF 5% i,
5% J 1R W By = U 1 PR 5 P4 1 b, BT AR 10 B A5 A R
— Jt (VGFR2, p-ERK, ERK, p-MEK, GAPDH #J
SR JEH A, p-ERK 1:2 000 7 B¢, GAPDH 1:1 71 #s
B AR 1:1 000 76 B s MEK hy BUOR IR BLAA, 1
1 000 # B ), 4 °Cad 7%, PR, Jn AR Bl A 1 1 Ll =
P/ 1gG 4 (1:5 000 F B ) , = I FE K W &
2 h, PR A ECL & 6, B e AR AU A%
iz Fl Image-Pro Plus 6.0 #4147 43 Hr , AR 11 %4
KEMEREREAEIE RAUHEHWEAYS
GAPDH A A PEAN 2 H R 3B K-

2.9 HiilJrik SR SPSS 16.0 5 F 45 481143
BT, S B0HE DL xs R, 4 18] FLHCR O 2240 #T
P<0.05 K EZ S A G FE X

3 £#R

3.1 MPS XK UM 32 3l bk B0 M A8 A L RE ) 1 52
M Je TLSGC M THi/ERH 525 4l tb# , VEGF 4l

B ik oA ] LA O A A A R e AR B R G n (<
0.05,P<0.01); SHEIRIA LA, A MPS )5, fig i %
R AIK VEGF 5 5 19 K B 3 2 ik 8 Jil 1Rl A il 45 4 H
O3 3K K 1 BL(P<0.01) , #2785 MPS A il il VEGF
V55 1 3 Bl KA i 4 T B RE 71 5 5 MPS 4 R
TLSGC 12.5,25,50 pg-L" 3/ 5 i 41 g i & T+ =i i
MPS & I% /0 m % % B L 4r 3K B R
(P<0.01), H TLSGC B 4 24 e F£ 38 K AE A Bk B &b .
DL TR 1,

A B
C D
E F

A.Z5 41 ;B.VEGF 41 ; C.MPS 41 ; D. i 4%/ B I % 12.5 ng- L' 41 ;
E. i %5 A4 B I % 25 we L 41 FoB 45 A4 e 48 50 g L 4 (2~5 [A])
B 1 TLSGC X MPS #I I ik R 3 3h Bk 55 30 M & 4 B &€ 1 B9 52 1
(x40)

Fig. 1 Effect of TLSGC on microangiogenesis of rat aortic rings

inhibited by MPS(x40)

R 1 TLSGCX MPS I K K B 3 3h Bk IR0 & 4 B BE ST B9S2 (Ts5n=3)
Table 1 Effect of TLSGC on microangiogenesis of rat aortic rings inhibited by MPS (x+s,n=3)

2151 i e S /gL B SR A B 5 SR (< 10%) B S SR (<10
2= 129.33+1.25 8.61+0.28 1.43£0.05
VEGF 20 171.33£11.79 9.13+0.08" 1.52+0.01"
MPS 4x10° 82.33+1.89 8.14+0.05% 1.36+0.01%
TLSGC 125 130.33+0.94% 8.47+0.24 1.41£0.04

25 143.33+0.94% 8.85+0.01% 1.47£0.01%
50 165.00+1.41% 8.94+0.01% 1.49+0.01%

52 4 8 DP<0.05,2P<0.01;5 VEGF 4 FL# YP<0.01; 5 MPS 4 H 48 9P<0.01 .
51 -
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3.2 MPS X} HUVEC 4l il i % 8& 11 i 52 i K&
TLSGC Wy T Wi f/EH 52 [ 4l k%, EGF é
HUVECiT# W H B &1 £ (P<0.01); 5 VEGF 41
4, MPS 41 HUVEC it #% (W 8 H W 35 W /> (P<
0.01), 4275 MPS il il VEGF i 5 ) HUVEC i % fig
J1 55 MPS 4 e # , TLSGC 12.5, 25,50 pg-L" 4]
HUVEC it #% 19 %% H 34 8 & 34 i (P<0.05, P<0.01) ,
H TLSGC Fifi 25 25 ¥ B2 35 K AF AT Bk i1 & . WL &
2,%2,

E F
B 2 TLSGC % MPS #]l %l s HUVEC 40 Bl 3T % 8% 71 89 8% W (45
£ x200)
Fig. 2 Effect of TLSGC on MPS-inhibited migration of HUVEC

cells (crystal violet, x200)

%2 TLSGC X MPSH# ) HUVEC BT 8 N B IE (vs,
n=6)

Table 2  Effect of TLSGC on MPS-inhibited migration of
HUVEC cells (x+s,n=6)

4151 bR P /gL IR AN EUA
= H 96.43+10.54
VEGF 20 267.71£13.43"
MPS 4x10* 136.71+11.49?
TLSGC 12.5 157.43+13.529

25 164.43+20.719
50 232.00+11.38%

528 4L A VP<0.01; 5 VEGF 41 L% 2P<0.01; 5 MPS 41
4 9P<0.05,YP<0.01(F£ 6[F) o
© 52 .

3.3 TLSGC xf MPS il #l /) HUVEC 4il Ji % 22 6E 11
FISEI 528 4 H A, VEGF 4 HUVEC 12 28 (19 5
H & % £ (P<0.01); 5 VEGF 4] It 4 , MPS 41
HUVEC 1% 2% ) 21 B £ B o 2 i 2> (P<0.01); 5
MPS 20 [t %% , TLSGC 12.5,25,50 pg-L" 20 HUVEC
122 % H ¥ B 3 1 (P<0.01) , H. TLSGC FfiZ: 24
W R AR B . WL 3,33,

A B
C D

E F
B 3 TLSGC %t MPS il I B HUVEC 40 ff1 {2 2 &8¢ 77 9 &2 0l (&5 &
#£,x200)
Fig. 3
HUVEC cells (crystal violet, x200)

Effect of TLSGC on MPS-inhibited invasion ability of

%3 TLSGCX MPS #& 8 HUVEC HARZEE SRR (55,
n=6)

Table 3 Effect of TLSGC on MPS-inhibited invasion ability of
HUVEC cells (x+5,n=6)

2451 JOT e S /g L (EE—EI1)iok i e
2 94.20+10.16
VEGF 20 209.80£11.29"
MPS 4x10* 79.20+11.43%
TLSGC 12.5 112.80+26.73%

25 156.10+£11.43%
50 169.10£12.59%

525 4] A VP<0.01;5 5 VEGF 41 L& 2P<0.01; 5 MPS 41
H»P<0.01(F 5 .
3.4 MPS X} HUVEC 41 Jifd 45 [t JE B% B8 77 19 5% i) J2
TLSGC iy T Wi /EH 525 (14l % , VEGF 41
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HUVEC & B 4> S S8 B i B % 3K 5 0 I
4 %2 (P<0.05, P<0.01) ; 5 VEGF 41 It % , MPS 41

12.5,25,50 pg LA &40 X i B H VB IE o K
B s 4y S T AR B I G i (P<0.05, P<0.01) , H.

HUVEC & 5 550 H A K oy X R YW TLSGC B 45 25 W B 3 K fE w8 . W%
W /> (P<0.05, P<0.01) ; 5 MPS 41 b % , TLSGC  4,Kl 4.
%4 TLSGCX MPSHI#IH HUVEC & FE T A BE WIS (X+s,n=5)
Table 4 Effect of TLSGC on MPS-inhibited tube formation of HUVEC cells (x+s,n=5)
il J ke /gL 5y SRR Sy AR (< 10%) B I (<10

eS| 101.80+18.70 3.01+0.83 0.510.14
VEGF 20 249.20+36.53% 12.74+4.041 2.12+0.67)
MPS 4x10% 35.60+27.129 0.56+0.17% 0.12+0.08 %
TLSGC 12.5 101.40+5.549 2.2340.58 0.370.09

25 124.60+25.199 2.90+1.21 0.48+0.20

50 179.60+23.16% 9.7243.719 1.620.629

T 5% A LH DP<0.05,2P<0.01; 5 VEGF 4 L1 YP<0.05,9P<0.01; 5 MPS 4 [L 5 9P<0.05,9P<0.01,

Bl 4 TLSGC 3 MPS #I %l 4 HUVEC & B2 7 AL B8 71 MOS0 M (GF &
B, x100)
Fig. 4 Effect of TLSGC on MPS-inhibited tube formation of

HUVEC cells (upright metallurgical microscope, x100)

3.5 MPS %I HUVEC # NO, ET-1 % & ) 5 W &
TLSGC Wy T i fE H 5= 4l HS’KC,VEGF 4H
HUVE 43 i NO % i i % F+ = (P<0.01) ,ET-1 & &
% F% Ik (P<0.01) ; 5 VEGF 4] L & , MPS 4]
HUVEC 73 i NO (1% £ & W] . 3 3k > (P<0.01) , ET-1
& & TR (P<0.01) ;55 MPS 41 L&, TLSGC
12.5,25,50 wg-L"' 40 HUVEC 43 W NO 1) & & g %

B (P<0.01), 1 ET-1 /Y & & & & W /> (P<0.01),
H B2 250 BEWE RAE I . W3R 5.

£ 5 TLSGC3t MPS F#Hi#) HUVEC i f NO,ET-1 2 EH %
i (¥+s,n=5)

Table 5 Effect of TLSGC on NO and ET-1 of MPS-inhibited
HUVEC cells (3+s,n=5)

am DU e e
2 1.73+0.32 87.29+27.47
VEGF 20 7.07+0.49" 13.62+7.28D
MPS 4x10* 1.52+0.122 102.26+1.332
TLSGC 12.5 7.80+2.26% 85.46+18.61

25 8.26+0.47% 63.43+5.129
50 8.61+0.66% 45.31+2.20%

3.6 MPS % HUVEC ' VEGFR2, p-ERK, ERK,
p-MEK , MEK % [ % ik [ 8 Wi J2 TLSGC (1) + i E
B 52 A4 s, VEGF 4 HUVEC H VEGFR2,
p-MEK,, p-ERK # [ 15 . 2 JH & (P<0.01) , i i |
MPS J& ixX 46 & [ W B @ B K 5 MPS 41 i,
TLSGC 12.5,25,50 pg-L" T Wil J5 fig W & 7+ &
MPS #1467 ) VEGFR2, p-MEK #1 p-ERK & [1 & &
(P<0.05,P<0.01), Ifif % 41 MEK Fl ERK & [ & & W
ZRIGEITFE L, WRK6 K S,
4 itig
I Pz 2 A Ay A PN Y — 2 7 4 A
S ML Y A 20 2 2 ] ) DG B e 4 S T, EL A I A A AR
SR T RE TRk 22 B I A 45 0 R 3R 0 v A R
o WFIE N, 2o W R R 3 3 N T R B A
WEZ%H’%@: fink 2% 10 A8 P9 9 0L, X B VB R B R
. 53 .
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%6 TLSGCX MPS F## HUVEC f1 VEGFR2,p-ERK,ERK,p-MEK ,MEK E B & 8/ &I (3+s,n=3)
Table 6 Effect of TLSGC on decreased VEGFR2,p-ERK,ERK,p-MEK,MEK in MPS-induced of HUVEC (x+s,n=3)
21 5 J itk B /pg L VEGFR2/GAPDH p-MEK/MEK p-ERK/ERK
25 0.63+0.01 1.03+0.02 0.710.02
VEGF 20 0.76=0.12" 1.16£0.021 1.07+0.01"
MPS 4x10* 0.64+0.042 0.82+0.012 0.60+0.012
TLSGC 12.5 0.77+0.02% 0.90+0.08% 0.89+0.02%
25 0.86+0.014 0.93+0.014 0.95+0.01%
50 0.99+0.08% 1.15£0.02% 0.97+0.02%

210kD
VEGFR2 W S S S - —

GAPDH S S S e s s 38 kDa

o .
MEK s g S — 5 (D2

P-ERK i M S - 2 kDa

- . - 42 kDa
eri AR A . 2 0

GAPDH e S S A A s 38 kDa

A B ¢ D E F
5 #4AHUVEC i VEGFR2 I MEK/ERK 5 S BB E AR X
Fa ik
Fig.5 Electrophoresis of VEGFR2 and MEK/ERK signals of each
groups HUVEC

SLIRFERY K A ANk R 5 B B 9 i R
=R D) OCER SO 5 2E TR R R O D N R
21 if 43 5 19 T P 0 0 SO R AT Sk 2 ok R Rl
JUE & A B R TG AR RS 2 R AR Y . 2
TLSGC E A 1 1AL DAL, % i 3 PR IR Sk IR FE 3
P ed Sk v i i A 0 A B AR {H TLSGC J2
X B B T U 3R T SO I P B AN i T g 1 A 4
M AERD W — AR . % ) 3 Pk S R
T 5 100487 PN B2 40 1t A8 A B — o B A 2 4
BEAY 38 32k B Jik P A Ah 5 5 T DLW 5 3] I Rz 40 i
A EETRT 43 327 2H B TR A I O R T BOR A=
S ) BRI A A R T I A P B A AT RS 2R
IR S 36 0] R AR AP I A8 A i 1Y) B A AR L R
G A BN AR Tz A AR AT Rt AR Y
LR R 55 A 20ny 3 3h Bk 0 A A A
HUVEC if #% {2 28 P45 i B il 45 it 35 A A0, 8K
TLSGC I 4 K 0 i 3 S0 45 P9 e 200 M it 38 A= B
B 52 o AR 9 45 R W, MPS 1] 4l il VEGF
75 3 1 KB 3l kA G 48 A= B, 1) VEGF 15 &
. 54 .

1) HUVEC W iE % (=28 f4E 8 i fig 71, #¢ 7% MPS
A A0 AT 0 A PN R A B i A A T g Y 4 A .
HE— 5 (B 58 T AL, TLSGC A F e AE 701 8 4 i b 2%
fift tH MPS JIr B0 3 3 ik R 6 A8 A s A8 ek 2D LA
K HUVEC it % 1228 R4S Y BURE 71 F B, 1 4 [+
W S 25 25 %F HUVEC 40 1 A 77 306 4 00 A B 5
Wi, #2278 T TLSGC % HUVEC i #% 12 28 T4 11 I
JBLRE 3 A 02 HE A F O S A R0, 5 25 0 A i 7
PETC G, W] T 7EA LB K &R T TLSGC X} MPS
SO A Y R A I A A R T g B B B A IR
YEH

WFFEAS N, 1048 P9 B 20 i B T O At 4 1Y) ) g
A IR BA WS E Y R EH . ET & 24
Tl A PR A0 R — I A T A T, 4 3 R
FR R DL ET-1 W36 M ik . ET-1 402 i3 I
47 1 ) 0 v M — SR A T R A SO A B B, R O
0 R 1 R A I A N NO 2 i P 4 i
43 1) FE A A AT T M A 0, EL AT ST o L
A R VR DA 3k G 1 457 T R R R B A 5 I
15 &L N ET-1/NO &b F — F sl 4 1) 7 i ks . 7
g LT AR P O AT O O 2K RN I A A 2P BT-1
B Z NO B B A A 9k T BE S L J 46
FiE 3 9, T 0007 7 5 270 05 4 D) S B0V O B A2 B
JBE S fike ot E T 2 2R B IRBENT S N T HE— 2B g
TLSGC X Ifil % P4 B2 40 i 43 9 ) B 14 52 i, A 1
HUVEC ' ET-1 fINO 19 & & 41k . &5 R BR,
MPS fig 2 % T+ % VEGF T 1l F ) HUVEC H ET-1 &
1 [R) B B AR NO Y % &, 11 28 AN [R] 57 42 1) TLSGC
YRS |, fig 551 e AR 1 b 45 1 MPS BT B0 NO Al ET-1
& & 7E HUVEC (1% 5 43 W , #2758 TLSGC 7] i3
MPS JIr 29 1l 3 P9 K 48 M 43 0 NO A ET-1 Z g %
I, DT 9 YT S I 00 A A A R Tk T BB 2 T Il
BEUREEHE .

VEGF J& — i 5014 42 1 8 A il IR, b 5
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SRR Z RS G e B AR R A R A RS
Sy AL RE B I LA B 4y b D RED™S . L0 VEGF Z 1K
# VEGFRI1, VEGFR2, VEGFR3 % £ f , H th
VEGFR2 J& N 7 4 il o VEGF {55 5 18 [ (1) 32 2 52
& ,*4 VEGF 5 VEGFR2 %5 & J5 , il i MEK/ERK i
B TE VEGF 3 A 22 57 2457 545 3 DL i 48 A6 i 5%
A YRR h R AR SRR RS AR
7k TLSGC fil 44 i 380 2 M 5 3k IR 8 sl ) 1 i 3k
i P9 R 40 M VEGF i &% &4, B TR
TLSGC i 2 B 45 P B 4 il 2 g 41 45 5% e i) A
A& 5 VEGF i iX Se B A ¢, R T
Western blot #E 174 A . 25 5% 7~ , MPS 1] 1)1 i
VEGF i % () HUVEC " VEGFR2 i 1 &% &= , 1
TLSGC W 8 7] 5 4 i b fi i VEGFR2 75 4 K 4 Jifd
WY A R 5 B Ak, MPS fiE B 3 BE IX VEGF i 5 11
p-MEK F1 p-ERK 7 HUVEC 1 () & 1 & & , i
TLSGC 1 H J= W) fiE 771 £ 40ty 30 2 5 A S o 5 000
{H X} ERK Al MEK TG A & 52 1, $ 78 T TLSGC REW%
T8 3 3O 40 N MEK FI ERK 5 543 1, DT i
VEGFR2 & i , & % HxF MPS S 4 4 Bz 41 it 2 A
P05 1 AR A VE

g5 L Jr ik AT 53 1 3 30 Bk 26 fil HUVEC &
HhMPS T Wi R FE 858  IEB] T TLSGC X} MPS fif £
) I PN 2 A0 Ol A A RN G B ) BE A8 40 1) £ 4
fEHT, B & B AL AT 8 5 15 /b MEK/ERK 5 5 i
PEA G, M OB IE 45 R A B T TLSGC ¥ Il Ak %
S5y e WY B 2452800 T BL I I TR AR R o
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