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Activity and mechanism of anticancer properties of mogrol
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Abstract: Mogrol is the aglycone of mogrosides, and it is reported that Mogroside V has good cancer prevention and an-
ti-cancer efficacy. This study was to explore the inhibitroy effects of mogrol against proliferation of human nasopharyngeal
cancer CNE1 cells, and the molecular mechanism of apoptosis induced by mogrol. The inhibitory activities of different
tumor cells were assessed by MTT assay. The concentration-dependent inhibition by mogrol on the most sensitive CNE1
cells were further studied. Cell clonogenicity was detected by colonyforming assay to further verification the inhibition of
mogrol on the proliferation of CNE1 cells. And the apoptosis was examined by Annexin V/PI double staining. To further
analyze the apoptosis mechanism of cell apoptosis, we detected the Caspase-3, Survivin, Bax and Bcl-2 mRNA expres-
sion levels in CNEI cells after treating with mogrol by real time-PCR. The results showed that mogrol could significantly
inhibit the proliferation of DU145, HepG2, A549, CNE1, CNE2 cells, the inhibitory effect of CNE1 cells was the most

WHBH: 2015-11-23  EEBH: 2016-02-25
EE£WH. F A SRPBL2F 5L 4 (81160392, 81160518, 21562009 ) [ Supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China ( 81160392,
81160518, 21562009) |,
YEZ B : AR (1988-) , %, ) PHERM N W1 AR AR 9% %, (E-mail ) fuyusha88@ 163.com,,
CEWAEE IS, ML T B B A S, R AR A A ST, (E-mail ) 1dp@ gxib.en,,



1370 i - |

36 #

significant and in a dose-dependent manner, the IC,, was (81.48 + 4.73) wmol + L. The colonyforming assay also veri-

fied that mogrol could inhibit the proliferation of CNE1 cells. Apoptosis of CNE1 cells was examined by Annexin V/PI

double staining, the apoptosis rate was increased with concentration. Real time-PCR showed that mogrol could promote

the expression of Caspase-3, Bax genes and inhibit the expression of survivin, Bel-2 genes. Therefore, mogrol can proba-

bly induce the apoptosis of tumor cells, and result in anti-tumor activity, by promoting the expression of Caspase-3, Bax

and other pro-apoptotic genes and inhibiting the expression of survivin Bel-2 and other anti-apoptotic genes.
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TR A PR ( Cucurbitaceae ) B PR J& £ 41
He B AN A ) B DU ( Momordica grosvenorii ) H T
RS, 1977 ALK B DUR — B P AR AR
LN E 2 SR, R DA B 2545 B R Ak v
WEMA RN, BPOCRMREIZ LR A
ENEE 20N 17 N R R e p Al (1WA SN AR 2N =
KA H 2 I IEE RPN, 2 IR Y
DURA ILRZ AR 15T ORIF MR e e S5 R (£
ERZE R 1999) o B IURM FE2ZA BUL 5 R B
R BAF (Mogrosides ) , H 7 I0 0 # 2 g 89 13 PO 2R —
il & USRS ( Mogrol ) (Kasai et al,1989) , R4 7T
AR H SOE A E AR R L E 4 2 4 0E
20 ZFh AT (Matsumoto et al, 1990 ; 17 2 5 45 1996,
ZEHLIS 45 2000 ; Dianpeng et al, 2006,2007) ,

AP DORFLE ST PORBH v, K ETE
REBE 300 A5 L L ME LT 0%, AL, B DUR B
B C Tz N TR A PO R ATl TR
I, B PR VA B 098 7E ] (Takao & Mi-
dori, 2002 ; Takasakia et al,2003) . {H% 355 a4 3F
UNNOVEE Z Rl AL T 77T B = VAL e 7 8
itk Tt K i A R A O G RS R MIRAE R,
P00 (55 45,2007 ; Murata et al ,2010)
W R UL DUR AT V25 B/E ] = 2ok R T 3
HIT, B B DU R BT R 6 P S VR TP
TNTIC T T HERTHAR WL T 2 DOREE U
TV A AH DG AR B . AT 5 SR Y WE I i 2 36 ( MTT
) A1 FERETE AU S Annexin V/PT X% 1 46 )
5 DU v Jea 210 e 1 5 R0 08 T2 9 52 I 107 5
I 5E Bt PCR HORMTSE H AT BEAY1E L

1 #H5F %
1.1 ZHAa#k

R B B 40 B Bk DU145, A 988 2 i B
HepG2, A 40 itk A549 , A\ B0 95 40 i #k CNE1

F1 CNE2, W 1 v [ S A 1 52 P s |
1.2 RFI R FEH

WEMLHE [ 3-(4,5-dimethyl-2-thiazolyl ) -2, 5- di-
phenyl-2-H-tetrazolium bromide, MTT | | — H & il B}
(DMSO) g H Sigma 28 &, MTT ¥ & H PBS it il 5
WEEN 5 mg » mL BRERE 13 SR BR ARG -20 C PR
174 F; DMEM 13325808 F GIBCO A H ; i 4 1L
4 A hyclone 23 A ; 2R F1E ( Trypsin) (L5 RNA
PRGN £ M-MLV 9054 553855 £ H 22 [ Invitro-
gen W75 em®H5 5096 FLEEFRAR A A W T3¢ [E
Corning costar 23 A ; A HT ( Penicillin- Streptomycin,
TR RIFT) W A 25 [E Merck 23 7] ; 5L E B 1l
TR & A RARAE AR A R A,

PBS %K A SL 56 % A ATHCE, BiC )7 : NaCl 8.00
g,KCl 0.24 g,NaHPO, - 12H,0 3.63 g,KH,PO, 0.20
g, VT 900 mL ZEE/K I pH N 7.0~7.4  fiuk &
A 1000 mL, 120 °C 0.5 MPa /& i & JE 2K A
0.5 h J5, BT 4 CokFHIRTEEH,

1.3 ik

1.3.1 e PR 10% B4 1034 (FBS) |
19555 R M5 £ DMEM 5550, & T 37 C,
95%IRIE & 5%CO,EFM TR, B 1~2dH
P 1 URBE IR, TR A0 BE 1 2 80% ~ 90% fil A B
0.25% g5 U BHH AL AR, k2l 3E 55

1.3.2 FXREEH & RABIK AL DL DUR
BV (51 50%) fil #5345, 45 Ry 98.98% (RiK
45 2014) , ¥ HH DMSO 3% f# | it 8 29 4 50
mmol + L™, il PBS i B s ¥R A H

1.3.3 MTT %% HUK & 80% ~90% Rl & i %t A=
KA, H 0.25% RE AL, 6% 2 x 10* ~
3 x 104>« mL (4 SR MRV, 2 R0 T 96 FLAR T,
£FL 100 L, & TF 37 °C 5% CO, 4N 40 rh ks
Fro KEFE 24 hF, 3 il I AAS [R) e BE 1) B DU B
& N 6.25 12,5 ,25.0.,50.0,100.0 200 pmol -
L' B EXT B, A% 4 A AT L, dksess
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7% 72 h J5 , 55 50 wL 85550, BALIMA 50 pL MTT
(1 mg - mL"), FEFRAEPIEA 4 h 5, W ISR
FEEFFLIA 100 L i DMSO, 785375 1% 245 S Vi i
J&i A FH B AR AR N A5 FLAE 570 nm Ak WG (OD
i), 5L EE 3 K, #5225 o 40 i fp
iil] 2 . #Hi] R ( Inhibitory rate,IR% )= (1-3Z5% 4 F
0D {H/% FE4H ) OD ) x 100% ., Fi SPSS
18.0 AR SREBAM e B2 (1C,,) -

1.3.4 e R E B BUK E 80% ~90% Rl &
AR A KIS CNEL 41, A 0.25% Jigi 2
FIRETH AL, U8 3 000 4> - mL (40 MR, 360 T
AU, EEAL 1 mL, BT 37 °C 5% CO, i 4 i 15
FREATEFR . KiFE 24 h e, Ar BUINACK TR e Y 2
DU fdi 284k Bl 12.5.25.0,50.0,100. 0,200
pmol - L, F i PR IR 4H | ARk 2 P47 E AL,
L 10~ 15 do S5 A 0P R AT L Y s
B, 21k 35 5% . H 5% 45 i 28 Je i 4L €5, 20 ~ 30 min,
WA TR TR A (S RETE L = smbE s/
B ANEL x 100%) , SEEE R 3 1K,

1.3.5 Annexin V/PI 32 4m 2m i 8 = 52 % HY
K2 80% ~90% fil A 1 X £ A= K N B iR CNE1
YL, FH 0.25% iR A FU B AL, 6l B 3%10° 4> « mL™
(20 M, FE R T 42 100 mm A ES SR I | 4511
5 mL, &5 T 37 C.5% CO,M4NERE =M P57, 1E
7% 24 h J5, o3 IS [R) v B 1) %5 D0 SR e, il 2k
JE412.5.25.0.50.0,100.0,200 wmol - L™, 7% [
PEXTREZH . B3R 24 h )ﬁq&%ﬂﬂﬂ@,Annexin V-FITC/
PLYu (| FH i 2 B A SR T 240 B 1%

1.3.6 % B & PCR # A4 N Caspase-3. Survivin
Bax.Bcl-2 & B mRNA & i HUK E 80% ~90% il
A BRI SR CNEL 4, F 0.25% fif
B BN AL, H5E 3x10° A4+ mL™ ) 200 it 5 94, 42 Fob
T HA 100 mm BYREFENA AL S mL, & T 37 C |
5%CO, MAIMusE A IR . 55598 24 h 5, 5l
AN TR BE 0 %0 DU B, il 28 Wk 2 o 12.5.25.0,
50.0,100.0,200 wmol - L, 53 BB PEXTFRAH . 3557
24 h JE RGN, FH Trizol ZUARAEEL RNA | WikE 5% h
¢DNA, LL cDNA AHiH 4T PCR &, Caspase-3
FYESIIFES) N 5'-GACATACTCCTTCCATCAA-3,
N 519 551 A 5'-ATTCATAGCACAGCATCA-3';
W 5l Wy 8 A 5'-ATGGGTGC-
CCCGACGTTGCCCCCT-3', F i 5l ® ¥ %)~ 5'-
TCAATCCATGGCAGCCAGCTGCTCG-3"; Bax 5|

Survivin

Y1 ¥ % 5'-GGCCCACCAGCTCTGAGCAGA-3', F
W5 951 M 5'-GCCACGTGGGCGTCCCAAAGT-3'
Bel-2 I i 51 ¥ I¥ 31 A 5'-GTGGAGGAGCTCT-
TCAGGGA-3', T~ % 51 ¥ I¥ 5 i 5'-AGGCAC-
CCAGGGTGATGCAA-3';GAPDH H N S, |
51 5 R 5 -AGAAGGCTGGGGCTCATTTG-3', K
W51 ¥ ¥ 41 4 5'-AGGGGCCATCCACAGTCTTC-3',
PN E 7 PCR MW AR RN 7 pL ddH, 0,1 pL
¢DNA 10 pL. Super Red PreMix Plus,1 L Primer
(-F) .1 pL Primer(-R) , R4 4 95 C HiAE 4 1
min, 95 CZ8ME 15 5,57~62 CiBk 20 s(HH Bel-2
57.5 C , Caspase-3 Survivin 59.5 C ,Bax 61.5°C ) ,72
CIE A 45 s, I 35 NPFER, FHAH X & 1 ik
(2722 HATEAE T, 9 HERCR R 90% ~110%
FeA 22 = (Ct g -Ct pyangn) TR (C e —
Ctyysppy ) FTHREH

2 HREGAHN

2.1 FiXREEXT A [=] Beh 82 48 B 1 58 o 400 61 4 AR

BUUREEXT DU145  HepG2 ,A549 .CNE1 ,CNE2
L A G FE A I I E T (R 1) o NER 1 1Y
IC, fHRT LAF H B DU BT B 08 CNE1 20 i 3% 4
AR VR FH 8 7 e JLRR 40 i Ak, PR FR AT e 5
CNE1 417 )5 2ebit ot

Fz 1  TINREEX G B4 Ra B EH0 5 iR E
Table 1

Half inhibitory concentration of mogrol

on different tumor cells

HIBIMRE IR SRR MR S

4
WPk T omm wm ome
’ ’ DU145  HepG2 CNE1 A549 CNE2
NS 13 fir
*ﬁiﬁﬁjmg 90.28+ 90.31x 81.48+x 89.51x 84.04x
oo 2.69 2.13 4.73 3.95 3.74
(pmol + L)

2.2 AEREFIXREEXT CNE1 ZHAiEsERIIMEI{ER

B, AN [V B G 5 DU B X CNET 21 g
FAAF BP0 HIVE T Bl v B L, B0 AN
N, 7E W BE ly 200 wmol - L7 I, 4] Rk F] T
100% . 7E% DR B P S0 CNE1 4008 48 h )5,
FES AR N SR R B, TE R VR FE T, At A B 4 4
YN AZ BESE , MU B 1T IR RE ) 0 TR IR E T
LR G /I WG RE SR AR, AR 40 22 i HeIR s ZE AR
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Fig. 1 Inhibition of different concentrations of

mogrol on the proliferation of CNE1 cells

2.3 X FIXNREEX EMFE CNE1 40 B 52 P& 2 B RO ]
F1ER

TERETE R R W T 20 LA A A 1 RN B g
P EZMAR, S 12D P DUR BE X CNEL
LI BE RE T S e, FRATHEAT T s IR LR g
X Y e R AT O R R R, 2
R AN ) e 2 1) 2 DUR B (50,100,200 pumol -
L) 43 CNEL 415 T8 i o B 508 A AR ) (1A
3),50.100,200 wmol » L™ %' I3 5 fist b B 2 1 v P
R R (72.45 + 13.67) % . (18.45% + 7.51) %
F1(12.64% + 8.66) %, H:H1,100,200 wmol « L' &
PUR AL A S53F 084 [ (71.33 = 15.92) % | ML,
EREAEEFEME(P<0.05), Xi#t—F KUk R
T CNE1 20 B34 58 A 0 il VR H
2.4 BN RiEExT BWEE CNE1 HARA T

YU TR R AE— AR B EOR EE AT, R
AeFpNIAERE , SRR A 40 B 309 TP Y
FET-, WEFRFRM, K0 /IN A6 P 175 5 4
BT BRI A FEPUM IR TG M. SR TR B DR
2 T A 175 e AT O o O o R A R AR
H Annexin V/P1 X 4% i 28 40 A A XA [6) v i 1 %
DURESSA S CNEL 40 T MK S5 T T 3FAd .
K4 iR, B DR EEAE 24 b J5, B X R 20 40 i
JHT-3R 3.2% , A Al e B 2 DU B (25,50, 100
pmol - L) B 40 M U T- FAK K 5.4% . 14.9% |

24.9% , Ui B DURBERES 5 CNE1 dHfI0H 12, Hif
T CNE1 2 L 8 1 ry 8GR B ok BEAROS 1 . Rt
5 ISR BT i IeA 240 A 1 5 (%) 41 o P, 7 — e R
RS S A TSR
2.5 BN REEXT CNE1 4 fg Caspase-3. Survivin,
Bax,Bcl-2 EFE mRNA RiZHFM

A0 AL T — A 52 B AR R R R B 2 F
FRPAT-FE A (U Caspase-3 ., Bax 4§ ) FI4¢ I 12 3 K
(40 Survivin Bel-2 45 ) PR S T HESR B
WREEES: CNEL 4008 T- O ALEE, FR AT SE it e &
PCR BARKE T % DURBEALBE 24 h )=, CNEL 412
HH Caspase-3 ., Survivin, Bax, Bel-2 53 K mRNA 9
FakKF. WA S Tz, Survivin 3K mRNA 93
IR Z 2], 7E 25 pmol - LA, Ze ik gd b &
XFIRAY 67.13% , B 4G W B 14 T a7, 4100 o P2 B o = 1%
W, 7 100 pmol - L' B, [ £ X} B 1) 37. 5%
Caspase-3 3 mRNA f¥) 2 ik B B 34 58 7F 100
pwmol « LB A st b #L A | 2 5K i TH B X B Y
4.6 %, H B — 5 B4 ¥ B2 AP 5 Bel-2 5 ] mRNA
() ZRIR 32 BRI, 78 100 wmol - L7}, ik
et RN IRZH 9 70.3% 5 Bax FE[K mRNA 9354
HETEM 12.5 pmol - L7 A1 25 wmol - L% BUR B4k
PRI, FReak 1 5 X0 A A LL, 60k 1 BEAS TC I I AR
£k, %] 50 wmol - L'H, ik AH & T, 7E 100
pwmol « L' EXTHALL Y 3.8 £, X Lbgh R &
PURBEE T 18 Caspase-3 ,Bax G2 8 123 H A1 F
W Survivin , Bel-2 S HTI8 12 FE K 19 55, #1155 %
CNE1 4L 1=,

3 Wik 54%

TE 25057 e s R b, 4 i o T e 2 R
AR B R 2 B e i 24 ) e i
bR A TR AR T AT TR BRSO Y AE
FEIELE MTT 5250 A& S DURBEXT CNET 48 il i) 38
FEAT ISR ARV E T ELRLAR VR BEARORSE 1, 40 A v R
T RSEE i — A B0 T 3X— 5., Annexin V/PI XUt
T AR e B DUREE AT 755 CNE1 20 i % A=
T2, HEEEWE R ETL TR, I
SRR RETE o 5 IR 200 e A A R T DT A1 ] e
TR RO RS E , AR DU AE . e R 0 i o
TAHDCEE R IR e B AT, AT TR 5872 |k
KA FRIE, HORE 2 4 M 5 ok el sl 7232
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E 2 BUUREST CNE1 A AR A %, B, TRE (25 wmol - L) ; C. FH¥EJE (100 pmol - L) 5 D. B (200 pmol - L) .
Fig. 2 Effects of mogrol on the morphology of CNEI cells A. Control; B. Low concentration (25 pmol + L") ;

C. Medium concentration( 100 wmol - L") ; D. High concentration (200 pmol + L™).

E 3 ZUURE: CNEL Q5T AR AL %18, B. 50 wmol « L5 C. 100 wmol « L5 D. 200 pmol « L™,
A. Control; B. 50 wmol + L''; C. 100 pmol - L"'; D. 200 wmol - L.

Fig. 3  Effects of mogrol on the colony formation of CNEI cells

FIBHRG . Caspase SEHETEA S AN T 1 1 B ol
FAEW HEEMNME , b Caspase-3 SR T 72
HREEERENAT T ERZ —, BT
STV Z R K DIRE, Caspase-3 J: [N 11
FIRSHFMM &A1, Survivin & E 45 K L)
P8 T4 %1 2 H 28 % ( Inhibitor of apoptosis protein,
IAP) AR R A T 3 B 2 — , B R

Sk, HFIA T I MR 2, I3 45 (2003)
5T WT, Survivin 76 CNE1 4 ik, HaRA M
AR 5 iR 19 & 8 I 1 )5 % U0 AH % ( Rosenblatt et
al,2008; Weiss et al, 2009; Nouraee et al, 2009 ),
Survivin B 4% 1E | T Caspase, & % i i #)
Caspasc-3 il Caspasc-7 175 144 BH Wi 45 Fh ) 3805
MR T fe . AFFE SRR W], B UURBEAEH]
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o = 3
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PRT LT e T I A 1 "01111 100 1w w0t 10f "0101 10 100 w0t 1f Mum' 102 100 w0t 10f
Annexin v-A Annexin v-A Annexin v-A Annexin v-A

K 4 BPUREST AR CNEL 40808 T-AY520 AL %78, B. 25 pmol - L' C. 50 pmol « L5 D. 100 pmol - L™,

Fig. 4 Effects of mogrol on the apoptosis of CNE1 cells

A. Control; B. 50 wmol + L'; C. 100 pmol - L'; D. 200 pmol - L.

1.2 1 6 r
A B
— = *
1.0 ™ 2 5 + {t
o K
*
= -
508 _ x . WS 4 .
W o g
Hso6t K5 3t
s B 3 *
' * o
E2o04f T2 2t
e} )
o o
&’0.2 F & 1t ’__‘
O 1 1 1 1 0 L L 1 1 J
1.2 r1 c 4.5 D *
- _40F
E 1.0 ] —E— * % 3.5t
50.8 Ea * £30f
e & B OB
H o K 825 *
K 50.6 R 5
o8 ® 5207 *
Bogaf Feoqsy
k5 10t
$0.2 3 H
o x 05}
O 1 1 1 1 0 1 ] 1 1 | 1 1 | 1 L | 1 J
c 12.5 25 50 100 c 12.5 25 50 100
JREE Concentration(umol - L™ SRE Concentration(pumol L")
Fl 5 BVURENT CNE1 408l mRNA FERA52M A, Surviving B. Caspase-3; C. Bel-2; D. Bax; SAHHRAIMILG, « #7325 7 B35 (P<0.05)

Fig. 5 Effects of mogrol on the expression of mRNA in CNE1 cells

A. Survivin; B. Caspase-3;

C. Bcl-2; D. Bax; Compared with the control group, * means significant differences ( P<0.05).

F CNE1 40 )5 Survivin 3£ 8 mRNA 335 FEAI,
Caspase-3 KE[Hl mRNA (A4 o, R D DURRE
A] BE S i PR AR survivin (3K (5 fif R 20 i %) 0
TP AR F 55 , T R Caspase-3 B9 335, fE fifi
Fifgga 4t % AL PR TS, Bel-2 SRR T4 A SE A
REAS 8 1 BHAS 351453 1) DNA F4 538 A s A0 L i 7~

A O3 [R5 5 s BEL L A S 35 PR 7= 7= A 8 4 FH LA
il 0 6L 0R T Bax S A OR T LA, o
21 %M EFER S Bel-2 R, BEWS SHTIH T-IE [ Bel-
2 I SR SRR Bel-2 , DA T A 2 400 e T
fEH . Bel-2 5 Bax My HRIE TAHMRAMT 57,
4 Bax J& Z 0], Bel-2 A , T bl 2 955 I
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2,00 Bax 2332 EIH06] , B 20 08 T B A 40 e
PAYRSE A7 (Yin et al 1994 ) . 7R 3 Bax 3K mR-
NA £k £ Bel-2 3£ mRNA kg im i, &0
R ] g iR O Bax (933K, JH] Bel-2 Y
FRAKAF TN T, B POREE AT LU 15 5 4i
PR, DN 6 8 4t B Y 14 5, A FE T MR VE
{EICER DB g 15 PR 1F TAE S K itk — 20
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