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Abstract; Ninety-five percent of ethanol extracts from the leaves of Rhizophora stylosa, stems and leaves of Kandelia
candel, leaves of Pongamia pinnata and stems of Aegiceras corniculatum were extracted by ultrasonic extraction
method. The cytotoxicity of 95% ethanol extracts from these four mangrove plants on prostate cancer cells DU145 with
24, 48 and 72 h and PC3 were tested by MTS assay. The results showed that the anti-proliferation on prostate cancer cell
DU145 of 95% ethanol extract of A. corniculatum stems was the strongest among the tested samples with 1Cy, value of
75.23, 88.81 and 76.53 pg + mL" to DU145, respectively. On this basis, the ethanol extract of A. corniculatum stems
was successively treated with petroleum ether, ethyl acetate and n-butanol to yield four fractions , then the ethyl acetate
fraction of A. corniculatum stems ( EACS) were tested for anticancer activities against nineteen tumor cells ( HT-29,
SW480, DLD-1, COLO205, PC3, DU145, SKOV3-S, A2780, SGC-7901, Tca-8113, MDA-MB-231, HepG2, SMMC-
7721, Bel-7402, MHCC-97H, Hela, PANC-1, EJ, A549) and antiproliferative effects of three normal cells (HUVEC,
EC304, RWPE-1) by MTS assay, the effects of EACS on proliferation of HT-29, DLD-1, SW480, DU145, PC3 and
SKOV3-S cells were detected by the colony formation assay. The results showed that EACS exhibited different degrees of
inhibitory effect on proliferation of sixteen tumor cells and three normal cells, and had the stronger inhibitory effect on

the proliferation of RWPE-1 with IC,, value of 22.78 pg - mL™" after 72 h drug treatment. EACS inhibited the colony for-

38 &

mations of HT-29, DLD-1, SW480, DU145, PC3 and SKOV3-S cells in a dose-dependent manner.

Key words: mangrove plants, antitumor activity, screening, MTS, colony formation

e 2 i A b s R B B AR i 1 e
Z—o 2012 AEA BRI BN B 29 A 1 41007, 3
TR BIA 820 J7 5 K & J [ 5 B 4 ) o 57%
FET- i ] 15 65% ( Torre et al, 2015) , H1 [ 2015
AF [ 98 ORE B & B Gk 429 7, BB TR B 281 7
(Chen et al, 2016) ; " [ 968 5 A0 o 42 BRI AE K
WY 21.8% T FE TS (5 A BRI 26.9% , &9 R Aib
T B RE - X R K F- B BT AR X R (R
A 2016) , HATIG AR L3697 Il 0 25 9 Fh 2 &%
¥ 2 B 28 B A KO Kk 55 5 @R
NS X AP e DS N S 3 S S 332
AT R e 25 ) 2 AR R 3 0 Y

200 114 A 0 R TR 2 i 2 A ) B 0 1) R AR
P, R AR AR, BT R UC AR R R
NP ) 2 B, A e g 4588 1 I PR FH 24 %270 60 % 42
FAIRZGHWIRIE ( Das et al, 2015) , NZ LR 4
FEBE A ki A R 9 UR R 25 FHE O 1B TEAE S
R YA Y T 25 FAF 2 40 81 s K ity L5 G A
BREXERBE ABENEE R rE Tk
=f LEAE Z2RE BTG PE 53 ( Molinski et al, 2009) , £
B 9 A T AT R R VY8 (8] 47 ( Mercer &
Hamilton, 1984 ) , &1 ¥ A4 45 R 40 09 5 22 4 Wi
G = TN N = S M AN R T K R 2 S ER (A

R A0 368 5 BT AR AR AR P R DR A B
(Scholander et al, 1962 ;Zhang et al, 2007) , /%
4 AR R M A RS R AR X T At i 2 A 4 B 5 7
Az — BELERE) B 75 A A ) 6 M O, DR 4R 3 24
B YT REVER O, AN, LR A W) TE AL
griEsgh i Tz, TR YT IR OB PR R
K BR 9 | F 4% 55 99 SE ( Bandaranayake, 1998)
BE TR HR S MR AL G B 2 T EE AR ) o
5B EE 25 B R AT IR ABFFEIY

BARWT 5T R BT LA ) v i = 240 & W) A R
D5 R 2 R | 22 N M R U7 R L i 2 | B 2K
CR7ITESN TS NIFEE SN G SN SIS 7Y 4
S JERAYUME SUREE DUE PUm I BT
R PUAEAL | AR 45 A W) 1 ( Bandaranayake
2002; Patra & Thatoi, 2011; 8 4E4%, 2011) . IF4F
K, ELARAR ) 0 B MR A S I B T2 9 e
Ji I I P O DA v 3 L AR 22 5 AT B R O 1 Y
J43 (Das et al, 2015) , QAR ££ 44 5 H P 42 B %o
VERO NIH3T3 |AGS,HT-29 MCF-7 MDA-MB-231
A 50 B 40 i 37 |, 1C,, 7€ 0.000 5~0.998 myg -
mL" Z [H] (Akter et al,2014) , WA AL 43 25
B A YR G R aegicoroside A | sakurasosaponin |
sakurasos-aponin methyl ester ( Vinh et al,2017) ,5-
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- C AT TR TR 548 HT RS 1 1R (PR DR A 55,
2008) il Embelin Jz HTAEH) (Thota et al,2016; %%
B, 2010), It 4, i AN K R B ( Xylocarpus
granatum) "1 53 B3 B BT E 35 1 Y xylogranatin
A .xylogranatin B xylogranatin C  xylogranatin D ( Yin
et al ,2006) %5 . {H4fE SCHRHIE , H FTX T AR 5T
i ged VB89 22 GE 01 58 A 20, b T e 9 A FH B9 L
PR M B W SEA A R R A . BRI R UL, 20 R
FEYIAT) = — S BE U5 5 B (H 25 W T R WF 5 AR R 35D
B %) ' ( Kathiresan et al, 2006; Harshad, 2016) ,
MR B B 58 Bl O R IR A B BESE, DA
M b g B S 22 B AR TR R ) R ARG W K
TEE AT 100 I RIG T B A 258, A WTFERS
J G T ) DU £ R AR ) AT A R R AR TN O
e AT A 51 R 58 40 L DU145  PC3 ) 4 5 4 1)
VERT, I 3 — 20 e P A FH #5038 1) ) A6 B E 77 1R o
PR 1 PE PR

I AHE %

1.1 #F ek X7 FE AT AL RS

VYRR 2T AL 4 . 2134 ( 109°40703.3" E, 21°
32'11.8" N) JK & (109°39'58.4" E,21°32'04.9”
N) Bk (109°40'05.2" E,21°32'14.3" N), 2016
AR 7 HR AT PE b T AT L B E GG LA R
A H AR X Ml AEA4 (108°03749.7" E ,21°32'
06.7" N),2016 4% 7 H K H ™ P4 B 3k v A6 & 37
FLZORAREOR I X, R 90 B 2 R 2% T3 S i
77 ) 25 58 A L1 A ( Rhizophora stylosa ) 1 BT K
gt 7K B B2 ( Pongamia pinnata ) W 24 - K
M, il ( Kandelia candel ) F) 25 FIN (B2 2% i
), Ml BT ( Aegiceras corniculatum) W25 bR
ARAE T VE B 2 R 2E v 2 253 92 o R F Y
=,

g B &R . N 45 H B 4 i HT-29, SW480),
DLD-1,COL0205; A% i 40 il PC3,DU145;
BN B9 40 M SKOV3-S, A2780; A B % 40 il
SGC-7901; A 75 % 40 Ml Tea-8113; A FL 5 Ja 40 Jio
MDA-MB-231; A i % 4l ffé HepG2, SMMC-7721,
Bel-7402 ,MHCC-97H; A £ 5% 40 il Hela; A JBR

PRIERAH A PANC-1; AR di i £J; AdE/N4
Jifili s 40 . AS49 5 A ik P B2 41 e HUVEC
NI A ML EC3045 ATE A5 iR b 5 46 i
RWPE-1,

F:95% & (L5 2016070601, T %K
WARFE e T ) 2RO (H SR
2016090601, ]~ 5 Jy LR B oAb T8 ) (IE T
B (H#E5 2016092201, %8 A AR R 8 AL T35
T7) A B (HES 2016060101, ) 5% S ES R
el TR ) K OB ER MTS (5 K
219904 ,) % M Promega) . 1% 3% 3£ RPMI 1640 (it
54 350006026, ) % A WISENT) , DMEM ( #it 5
H3 20170315, ] K MILHPLE) . LIS (H#5 N
161109, ) ZZ HITHRELIHE) | McCoY’ s SA (Ht'5 N
20170407, ) % M IL 9 9L 3 ) . MEM (it 5 N
161227, ) % R L I 9L &) | FI2K (it 5 N
319085020, %24 WISENT) G2k 13 FBS (45
H 1739463, ] KN Gibeo) | 5 R /b E WL
W (5N 1864844, K A Gibeo) | i 0.25%
Trypsin-EDTA (#t 5 4 1859509, ) % A Gibeo) | F
ik %W D-PBS (It 54 311425016, ) %K A WI-
SENT) ,DMSO (#t5 4 1029B033,) "% A Solarbio) .

FEM .96 FLAR (41L5 M 3599, %A Corning) |
5 mL B (5K 4487,) K M Corning) .10
mL B A (L5 Sk 4488, ] % N Corning) .15 mL
B (S 4 430791, T % N Corning) .50 mL
B (5 k430829, 7% K Corning) o

{3 . WA (958 ECLIPSE TS100-F,] %
A Nikon) A=W %446 (BY5 K 1389, ] Z N Ther-
mo) i FRAY ( B 5 Sk Multiskan, | %~ Thermo) .
FIEAL (95 k 9000F, ]~ % 4 Canon) .

1.2 Ak

1.2.1 w3z A MM SH 10% R4
M . 100 U - mL' %% % 100 pg - mL'BEHER
AR B FE R T 37 °CL5% CO, MH IR s 3% .
ANGE 4 R 37 3 K AR LAY 40 M 2R KUK RPMI 1640
(PC3, DU145, Bel-7402, DLD-1, EJ, SGC-7901,
SMMC-7721, Teca-8113, COL0205, EC304).DMEM
(A2780, PANC-1, HUVEC, MHCC-97H) .L15 ( MDA-
MB-231, SW480) .McCoY’ s 5A (HT-29, SKOV3-S) .
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MEM ( HepG2, Hela) . Keratinocyte-SFM ( RWPE ) FI
F12K (A549)

1.2.2 # ey dl & O WADI T+, 582 o,
KR53 5 FH 95% B A $E X 1 b, Bt 5 FH
R BLZS T G 28 R AX I ZBE (KT 60 °C) k45 &
TCEEM 60 C AR T 18 RIS 95% £ BEd LW, A
TEIZE 11 95% £ T3 U 7E Wk 4 22 TR IR s, AR
WHAT A EE SR SR IE T B 28 0L, ZE YY)
VAR T W A5 A A8 B ZE AN A B R AL, BRDL 1 Y
95% <, W £ B W) A A6 W 25 & R & TR K A
(EACS) A7 b J82 41 i 0 40 At 2 M 0 kK $2 B
YIEE T DMSO 1 B A% 100 mg « mL™ A 459,
PEH AN Ty s i B, TR R SO S A, JF
0.22 pm L FLUE B 08 J5 7 3 F EP &, R A7
F-20 C.

1.2.3 AR IM PP B 4m B 3 78 ) 55 B (MTS %) ¥
XA K 1 1 A1 i Fl A AE 96 FLAR R, AEFL 2 000
DYIME, R E 3 AL, E T 37 C,5% CO,fH
IR ok R W BE FS 45 2 . 95% L T4 I 45 24
BhBER AR, EACS B 5 4R 256 B4 (50.0,75.0
100.0,150.0.200 wg - mL™") , &40 45 25 40 3 ) %
EAH L 0 24 ) B 1 B AL, DA B R R RO IR AL
DMSO Xf M40, % & 3 et , 535l 17 24 48 .72 h
IR, A2 55T 37 °C,5% CO,TH IR FAE oh ik
P B3R . o BIAER IR 24 48 72 h J5, AL
A 20 pL 4@ AL )5 ¥ Cell Titer 96 Aqueous One
Solution Reagent, 4 4fl il ikt 171 3 57 46 v 4k 22 3% 7%
2 h, FEEFRX _EAE 490 nm 356 Ab 132 BOW S BE A,
YNHE TG Sy =259 T P4/ BB 4% 100% , FH Graph-
Pad Prism 5 fE4r£E 18, JH SPSS 21 157 1C,, .

1.2.4 X R T K AN LA FL 400 41 25
JEL LA T 6 LAk, 24 h Z R4 T 2549 EACS
(12.5.25 pg » mL") T, B EXT R4, 4 d )5
e — U, BT R A 53 300 o 56 4 4 R 5L M ) ik B2
252 ,8 d Rk SRR L. ¥ 6 FLAR M KE 37
R PRI IR E AR, I D-PBS 2% R T Uk A
Ja H 4% 19 2 5 W [ € 20 min, Wk 4% Z K H
M5 5 I 4h SR e R U 8 18 min, WRGEZS S & IF
FH D-PBS W53k T4, ¥ 6 fLAUH AR, ¢
BEIE R = s B IE B PR 40 < 100%

2 ERE A

2.1 WU PG S AR A Y X A BT 5 AR R 4 AR
DU145.PC3 By HI1E R

20 JfL I B S B R W BR T L0 A RO A AR
B K B K1 95% &, B $E B XN T B AR g
DU145 PC3 M5 ¥ R B — & iy d kA=, B
TR B B 25 ) W B2 A 35 i 19 5, S OO0 R
FKIIHZE 95% L AR B X DU145  PC3 4 ffg 34 5
PRI RAEAE R T 72 h BHRR  1C,, 5351 81.48
97.77 wg + mL"; Bk M 95% £ B 3 B4 B0
DU145 PC3 4 il i 3% 5 th 2 7F 72 h B B ik, IC,
35K 93.21 .59.75 pg - mL', HAER 2L 95% &
RELL IO KT DU14S 20 Jif 344 5 410 4 4 FH 7% 24 h B
e ICo, oA 75.23 wg - mL™; 1 %F PC3 21 Jifd 4 4
P VR FH U2 AE 48 h B 48R, 1C50 A 97.13 pg -
mL", 7K B 95% £ B4R B %P DU145 | PC3
21 it 58 5 400 AR FH 27 72 b B B 1C5, 4 A
170.57 .184.82 pg - mL', S5 ILIE 1 fiZk 1,

1 MMIKEY IS%ZERIMIERTF
DU145 #1 PC3 AR HY IC,,

IC,, values of 95% ethanol extracts of

Table 1
four mangrove plants against DU145 and PC3

T ]

AR IRi=E7] HH Intervention DU145 PC3
i - . (pg - (pg-
Mangrove plant Tissue time ml) mL)
(h)
AR AL E 24 75.23 140.75
Aegiceras Stem 48 38 .81 97.13
corniculatum ’ )
72 76.53 126.77
Sl £ 24 — 240.98
Kandelia Stem 48 178.44 139.54
candel ’ ’
72 81.48 97.77
i 24 118.37 120.01
Leal 48 116.04  88.65
72 93.21 59.75
EARIEZ) it 24 1966.89  839.60
Rhizophora Leaf 48 o 1016.89
stylosa ’
72 — —
K B it 48 745.91 219.37
Pongamia Leaf
pinnata 72 170.57 184.82

I “—" XU BAHEEE, TR,

Note: “—"indicate no obvious cytotoxicity. The same below.
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TELY) T T 48 72 h I, KR ARAER 25 95%
COEEFEIUYIXT DU14S 4 i 34 5 410 )/ FH Y 1C, B
/N, BT DU 145 20 b 384 5 100 6 4 FH 5k
2.2 EACS X1 19 # A PR 4 A #0 3 # A IE 5 40 i@
B9 HP 1 4E F

EACS X} 19 Mg 20 i A 3 A A DE & 20 it
(1) 200 b 154 4 S B0 45 SR B, EACS 75 25 TR & 50 ~
200 g - mL™ 978 [ P9 X R 402 MHCC-97H |
SMMC-7721 FUAE /N2 R it s 240 B A549 JC I fab 44
JLEEPE TR AL 16 ol ed 20 MR 3 S 1 A0 i 44
FLA AN [ R B (%) 18 AT R 40 A T B o ik
AOHE T RS 5, SR ROC R, AR LK 2 Ak 2,

PLZGVE ] 48 F172 h B9 IC,, N Z MR 7E 16 4
i ed 240 M v, EACS %45 B 7 % COLO205 4 il 3
BE AN A F e 5%, 1C,, 433l ok 83.51,117.03 pg -
mL" R 45 B DLD-1 40 B3, 40 A3 389 5 40 o)
YER B 1C,, 43 %} 142.45 146.28 ng - mL”,
EACS XT3 /™ 1E 5 20 0 (% 3 5t B A S0 T, %
HUVEC .EC304 RWPE-1 4l fifg 3% % 17 1 /5 HI 4R v
SR EACS T-7148 .72 h i}, RWPE-1 41 Jifg 3% 5
FHIVE A 1C,, 75 87.64 .22.78 wg - mL"',
AT UL EACS X 4 3 5l 410 1 A FH A B a4
SR ANRE X S b9 A0 B S R A, A —
XFEACS #7432, A5 21 1% 200 B 4 78 400 1 4 FH 3% 1
B4, AT 2 R Ak 2R SE R A& i, LA A5 51 B AT
PR S MR BT IR 1 1 i o

EACS -1t DU145 4Hifitd, 75 24 48 1 72 h K,
200 L 3 L A )P FH Y 1C 93 ) 144.36,166.02
F1158.64 wg - mL'; EACS 10 PC3 40 fifl, 7F 24 |
48 F1 72 h I, A 1G5 1Y 1C, o3 ol A& 357.51
219.81 F1203.81 wg - mL™, DA I 6 MEY ML
W25 95% £ BEHRE HU) X DU145  PC3 4 fifd 3% 55 77
AR 1C 5, K, W AR AL 25 95% £ B4 Uy o
HIZ B DU145  PC3 20 A 38 58 40 41 V5 9 7% P
BT AN EEAE EACS I MifEA AR s 1 E T
(&7 LR
2.3 EACS %t HT-29 . DLD-1,SW480 . DU145 . PC3
£ B 85 35 2 B RO B4 Wi

EACS XF A 45 7 % 40 g HT-29 . DLD-1, SW480

FIBETETE B T T 2% 5% UL & 3, e A RiT 371 i s 40 i
DU145 . PC3 K A BP S 21 il SKOV3-S 14 V% TE i
TR LK 4, 38 5w BEIE B S g, i — 20k 5K
T EACS Xf 40 ifg HT-29, DLD-1, SW480, DU145,
PC3 SKOV3-S 34 Fa M/ . anl&l 3 FEl 4 fr
7, EACS XFIX 6 40 it 1) 5 B T B i) 4100 i) 4 FH 5
JEE 55 B ACIE A O G R, 24 v R s oA
R, 75 X B LB TE BT, EACS X SW480
B e R B TE B 38 ) 40 A R T A 5 b 48 i
B SRR IE B A il R ik, S A GeitaF s
TE 12.5 wg - mL' ) EACS 7l F,DU145 40
MO REIE BB S 2 N IR g, 22 S A R
B X (P <0.01) ;1 DLD-1,PC3 SKOV3-S 4l ffl
TERETE MBS X IR At A, 2 R EWE R 25.0
pe s mL' B A HA R B EFEZE L (P <0.01), 7
25.0 pg - mL" EACS TR, HT-29 48 il 52 & ¥ 1%
BEX ALK, 25 AR EZEL(P <0.05),

3 i s 4

AGE M 2 B R A B AT O I P 1Y
WREIEE . REIAEA 20 b TIRYT
AEVER R B 245, (2 3 2 25 W) A AT 2 7 A BIAE
FH o ZIAHEY) I3 R 4 AT R AR T 25 Fh g, Horp
SUALAER ST IR . ZL R AR ) A 1 T Bl 3 45 i
M AE AL FREE RS IR P A LL AR ) By T 7 A
PR AW, BT Ik, DR K 2 Fh 2L
WA BA B AE I, R R B i T 25 B A
U YRR A2l (i AREESS, 2018)

AR GEER7/L RN E 7R NG L = P g R R
BLAT , EATRIT b I AL A AN A (], 32 25 A B i 2
LY 7 0 T 2 Y B AR 2% L 4
Tl Je e 10 A A L DA AE A g A B e
THVERLY 5-%8-C 5L A5 1 Tl A 5-4-HY {5 1
Vi BEL T e 240 S B 6 GO/ G 1 19, 45 5 o o 4
LA TR TR (FRIRTA S5, 2008 ) 5 MZLIEEHE 43
5 Y B A S B AT S0 T R 40 L B Caspase-3
F1 Capase7, M i 75 5 40 B 8 7= ( Huong et al,
2014 ) ; ) B 3 b 23 5 1 oK B9 naphtho [1,2-b ]
sdfghijufuran-4, 5-dione i# 13 PI3K/Akt 1= 538 B&
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Table 2 IC,, values of EACS against nineteen human tumor cells and three normal cells
Ml AE 25 2R R AL (EACS)
o 2 7 Ethyl acetate fraction from Aegiceras corniculatum stems
Cell type LS 24 h 48 h 72 h
Cell line (pg - mL™") (g - mL™") (pg - mL™")
NN e ] COLO205 111.80 83.51 117.03
Human colorectal cancer cell DLD-1 120.65 142.45 146.28
HT-29 — 271.99 353.00
SW480 243.45 186.91 297.46
NGl il DU145 144.36 166.02 158.64
Human prostate cancer cell PC3 357.51 219.81 203.81
UNCIE SREiic) A2780 — 243.66 420.15
Human ovarian cancer cell SKOV3-S 818.50 515.70 .
N FL 88 240 MDA-MB-231 110.82 — 241.98
Human breast cancer cell
UNGIREE i) Bel-7402 201.59 — —
Human liver cancer cell HepG2 482.29 346.28 211.12
MHCC-97H — — —
SMMC-7721 — — —
UNEELE ) SGC-7901 145.66 241.14 381.83
Human gastric cancer cell
NG ) Tca-8113 244.14 193.44 257.99
Human tongue cancer cell
UNCETRE ) Hela 159.77 205.96 169.49
Human cervical cancer cell
NS ] PANC-1 378.41 — —
Human pancreatic cancer cell
B IO g 20 EJ 231.33 175.72 171.95
Human bladder cancer cell
N il 8 240 A549 — — —
Human lung cancer cell
INIIN=api il EC304 129.09 124.52 151.50
Human vascular endothelial cell
NJBE K A B 4 HUVEC — 726.49 161.95
Human umbilical vein endothelial cell
NIEH TSR 1 Bz 40 i RWPE-1 170.63 87.64 22.78

Normal human prostate epithelial cell

il MDA-MB-231 4 ifl (¥ %% % 1 1= 2 ( Hsieh et al,
2013) ; /A6 22 U Y 2 BUY) v 30 ) VEGE 1 3%
K, DT 40 ) B 98 1l %8 A= B ( Mahasiripanth et al,
2012) , it SCHRIG R K I, Z R 2 kW B Bt
e iE e O BVLEEZ R 20 BL Ak, Z0 R 4 1
PO I T EL AT — 2 g e R i D ZL g A
HA B I DA ) A A 8 X e o b R g KB 4T
Jifi Bt dEE LU-1 20 | B8 65 398 SK-Mel-2 4fi i 4 B A
25 1Y 40 M FE M AE ] (Huong et al, 2014) fHAEZAR
WFFE v, 21 M5 1 95% 2, 5 5 U4 X /5 5 R g

DU145 \PC3 4 il Jo A b 40 il sk o (W] — i 20 i A
Py el A [ e 92 441 e 344 5 400 <6 A/ A 5], 382 7 X6 [
— LR AE P B ) B DA o B ke B e i R
PE RS HEAT 3 K iR 40 i AR Ok R AR Y
[ B, 2% 07 326 7 0 b e 3 e A i AT i — 2P
TR AILER A 5T

ARG 3 X LD A RO | K B A A
PEAS TR FB AL 1) 95% <, T 12 ) Bt i 98 30 1 1) i
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Fig. 2 Inhibitions of EACS on proliferation of nineteen human tumor cells and three normal cells (x+s,n=3)
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