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Abstract

In order to study the effect of lotus leaf extract (LLE) on liver fat accumulation induced by Nonal-
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coholic fatty liver disease, oleic acid-induced HepG2 cells was established and cell viability, TG
contents and staining of lipid droplet and the expression of lipid metabolism related genes mRNA
were detected. The results showed that the ICso of LLE on oleic acid-induced HepG2 cells were
73.77 png/mL. LLE significantly reduced the content of TG and the lipid droplets in oleic ac-
id-induced HepG2 cells. LLE had little effect on the mRNA expression of SREBP-1c and ACC, while it
significantly increased the mRNA expression of PPAR «, CPT-1 and ACOX1 in oleic acid-induced
HepG2. It is concluded that LLE is effective on inhibiting on cell viability and to reduce lipid accu-
mulation in oleic acid-induced HepG2 cells, which is more related to the up-regulation of lipid
p-oxidative.
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T

AR IF K g 107 BT (Nonalcoholic fatty liver disease, NAFLD) & —2& DL g 538 1 > 5% ARFE i WL AT
AEAC T 2 &, AE A ERVE B Y I R R L4008 25%, 3Rk T 7™ B R BEIT A5 4R 1] AT 2 A LA
W, IR AR ALY B iR NAFLD BT S 2. HAl, HA AR i Rk
AN Pl ot k=T N i R A K e TS5 L W

T AR A R 52, SIS RIVE I A5 [3] . BUAREE 22 2 0 A e FH - T B i
A AR ME (4] o Pk RE PR B o B4 i SR 7 P 0L 25 I 52 7 b 77 240 L AT — s POl AL B R P07 24 [5] [6]
KR 22 AT FCAIE W Ao P A= A Ay T mp R P R M 8 2 S P, T S AR S R T (7] A A At
i B 4T P28 5 A [N B AEK 7o I i £ 15 5 sh A B 84 (¥ i AR /K- SRR A A5 45 A AR I 35 8L, et PP A g
WitEsiAz, xt NAFLD B —E B G fF (9] [10] [11] [12] [13] B, F AR AR R 5.
WSR2, EIIR B SRR TR AT BTG, BE B 5 SO R M e AR O B B i
BEAIC A i AN 3 SR LA DL AL RS 0, FrR B B4 0.15 mglg [14]. {H H AT H2E 8805 NAFLD Bl ia
ISR TR IER N ST 1, Sahif R EL, USRS AR 410 HepG2 #% NAFLD 144+
YHAAS Y (1) 75 v AT I B E T B . R R R T2 s A s, PRI A AR AR R, R AR i A
[I4E AU[L5] [16] [17]. ASEERIEMER 5 HepG2 37 NAFLD R~ H IR RS, BiF Fims A= i A2 Y
YI(LLE)XH R A2 M HepG2 I ot FA SR B s FRER BT Rl RemLa], DU AT BvE NAFLD FIUAH 2™ i R
R EEIL R

2. MRS7%E
2.1, WS

PR NFHE40 0 HepG2, 16T Hilg R RIBE A A, REWHLA 82481 RMP11640 K71,
J[H Hyclone AH]; BEOR. HHR - BEREAMW. RIPA JIRZLH, Biosharp AF; MR, 7HT
g, FEETEARAT, PUREEEMEMTT). WAL O Yk, bR REERERAT, IMiEHE
EABSA), KIERBAEVMHAREGIRAT; JEi VK5 (fenofibrate, FF), WL K2EMEER TG RiAl&, ¥
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BE %

T REY) TAEWF T Trizol 7). 1654 3647 & Prime Script TM. SZI 5 % %€ # PCR X575 & TB Green
Premix Ex TagTMII, TaKaRa ‘A ];

{35 : CKX41GF BB E B, HABRMKEEARAR: Eon BEbri, EEMBAEAMRAR; 25
em? 4RI R . 96 FL. 6 FLARMIRE R4, S5 Thermo Fisher Scientific 24 ; Thermo Scientific Nanodrop
2000 TMEMZIRE AT FEBR R BH (h ) A R A

22. Bk

2.2.1. TR BRI & (7]

SRR 2 7 V) 4 A B BRI (LLE): R R 7E TOCHET, iR it 60 H 7. Fi
SRS B AL, BT 20 CRIA . FRIBUE AR, P 7% TE ZBE(pH = 5)1E R R, B
WL A 1:43, SREUGEFEA 63°C, MRAIREUIIZAN 410 W, HEEX 20 min, WRIEMIER 208, e
ERET AR . FI 1% R0 S, N 1% NaoH VAHEIEE pH % 11, TR
FAGBNIEM, AR ERE, KBRS TS LLE,

2.2.2. RIS
¥ HepG2 AUt 7= T & 10%M64F 175 . 1% HH & - #5E 2R G DMEM &l s R,
BT 37C, 5% CO, FREEh 9%, MK % 80%~90%I HEAT M AL,

2.2.3. BERFTEM HepG2 MBS ph3E <

S [ 1611077 151 13 1) 10 mmol/L BMERIE R % . i DMEM bl 5 72 FE A R fif 4 2 4%
WE N0, 0.2, 04, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0, 1.2 mmol/L ()3 OA T, Zrillki7% HepG2 4L 24 h. FH MTT
T 5 0 B FE VS T, AL O YL RN TG & &I E VR4 ML Py i S AR SR A I, ik 3L i i A8 P HepG2
(B AE TR I o

2.2.4. LLE SEEAHZE M HepG2HepG2 4HBE4R BRI TE A 520G
K MTT 356G A R B 1 LLE X HepG2 29 o 3 B i J 40 Bt 84 5 11 B2 W) o 158 B %) R AL (R s n 8% 9%
FE). JHERIE R ZH (600 umol/L). JHER(600 umol/L) + ANFIFKREE LLE 4.

2.25. LLE XtAERAZEME HepG2 AR RFRIRHYSMA

KX Wi AEYE HepG2 40 M A K ICRZM (1) LLE VR B E AT 9050 . 3 B0 B ZH (CK) i 15241 (600
pumol/L). JHifE2(600 pmol/L) + LLE 4H(6.14 pg/mL. 12.28 ug/mL)AIHER (600 umol/L) + PHTEZ4%) FF 41
(3.61 pg/mL). RAKIMAL O Lt FII LN TG & &l e J7 5 EA LLE XI5 28 P HepG2 4 g /I st #1
BRI .

2.2.6. MTT ZHMEMREFER

AR ROH RN, 4B Fh T 96 LA, 4IMRE IR N 5 x 10*AMmL, 5000 ANAL, LN
100 pl. FRAHMINEEE 5, $2 HRIHROGE TSR0 (2.2.3) B AT I SE 560 (2. 2.4) BB A 415 97 24 he SRR
FRFREE, OGN MTT Z9K 28 0.5 mg/mL 355755, 37°CIM 4 he RBESHEHH 96 FLAR, /MO
AL 9R3E, NN DMSO 150 plL, =iRAREFE 10 min, RO B0 EmRG, BRI 570 nm Rl
5E OD fH. THEAIMAFIER. AH% = (A KR4 - A TFH4)/(A XA - A 2 E4) x 100,
227 A OFEBR TG SENE

WX EOUI HepG2 40, Br4miuseft T 6 FLBt, 4HMEREE N 2.5 x 10°AM/mL, 5 x 10°4M4L,
LN 2mL, BT 37°C, 5% CO, IRt i 177 . F I RIG B 92 06 (2.2.3) i 25 ) T- TSk 36 (2.2.4) % B
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YRR 24 ho G5 R G E RS FREE, INNTRHVE PBS 1 mL iE%E 3 YK, £:K 2 min. NN 4% B HEE 1 mL,
37°CIEE 30 min. HIA PBS ImL &%k 3 k. 60%5 AlE 1 mL IZ¥E 30s, M PBSEYE 1 K. #EG&M
TANAZ O TAEW 1 mL, ZEHEEHCE 30 min, PBS W ¥E 2 Y. M\ 60% 5 A 1 mL #4743 €4 20 s,
AR IKIEDE 2 e IINTFARZE 500 L et 4 min, HR/KYE 3 K. WAEE U4 ge v . 4uim
TG & &1 MR ) & i B A
2.2.8. LRSS EE PCR E mRNA Rik

K Trizol :HEH HepG2 405 RNA, f#i ] Nanodrop2000 1% 2%l & 260/280 nm % KA I E, P
HHAETE 1.8~2.1 ZIAIFFA RNA 40 BR o 42 JE 10 4 s i) & Ui A 5 e 22 BR L R 2H DNA OB, J5 K RNA
Wi cDNA T 20 pb RBR R . $2 IO 8 Sl & U B BT Se R 98 e e & PCR DI, RH
QuantStudio3qRT-PCR 1 i#4T PCR ¥ 3. FrEt—: A, 95°C, 30s, 1 MEH:; BrEt—: PCR XM,
95C, 5s% 60°C, 34 s, 40 MEK. F=¥ILtsiihZe P 1 fh 2k FE b, B 27224357 RNA
FHX RIS & . &GP HITENE 1 Fis:

Table 1. Real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR primer sequences
#* 1. EMRAXEE PCR 5115

K ek

Jf: CGGAGCCATGGATTGCACTTT (Tm=61.56C)

SREBF1
Tf: AATGTGGCAGGAGGTGGAGA (Tm =60.64C)
F¥#: TGCCACCCTGAGGTCTTTTT (Tm =59.44C)
ACCa
Tf: GTTCAGCTCCAGAGGTTGGG (Tm =60.32°C)
. GTTCTCTTGCCCTGAGACGG (Tm =60.39°C)
CPT1A
Fif: TTTCCAGCCCAGCACATGAA (Tm =60.18C)
L%: CGGATCGAGAGAGGGGGTAG (Tm=60.61C)
PPARa
Tif: TTCCCAGCTGGACTGAGGTT (Tm=60.77C)
I¥#: ACCTCGGTCGGTGCTTACTT (Tm =60.18C)
ACOX11
Tf: CTCGGGAAAGGAGGGAGGTC (Tm =60.33C)
%: CCACCATGTACCCTGGCATT (Tm =59.13C)
p-actin
Tf: CGGACTCGTCATACTCCTGC (Tm=60.18C)
2.2.9. BIEIE

Hlla gt K SPSS17.0 A1 GraphPad Prism8 Stit > dt4T, RSB HEZERIR, 1Cs THE R
GraphPad Prism8 H1 ¥l 4t [l 5 fe /s —3feikidth & 2 #r, 2 2H IR HLBER A one-way ANOVA B [K 27 243
#r, p<0.05 AZEFEFGIE L.

3. ZRESH
3.1. BERAZEM: HepG2 HAPRIERINIEE

AN TR R EE TR R 75 3 VAL BE Hep G2 411 24 h J 6 20 A7 1% e AT L N TG & & 2 i 42 2 FT o
B R AT %, WK FEAE 400~600 pmol/L i [H P Rl /Mg B2 {2 12 HepG2 40 A=+ . 800 umol/L )il R i 155 4L
XF HepG2 4 M 1 5t = A= 4k, 4735 %y 83.05% (p < 0.05). 7E 0~1000 pmol/L &, HepG2 41 M
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R S

TG & 5 8 25 I PR 3¢ B VAU 58 188 o 77 = 7, 600 umol/L i R AbFE 5 HepG2 4l N TG & B4 X B4 (R
I ER) Y 3 f5(p < 0.05). 1H /I ERVE fE A F] 1000 pmol/L i, TG & &% 800 pmol/L & 4L ¥ 6 & 3%
AL

Table 2. Effects of different concentrations of oleic acid on cell viability and TG content in HepG2
R 2. FRIREHERY HepG2 HARRLE KN TG S ENENT

R FEE (umol/L) LA 26 1% TG £ & (jug/mg pro)

0 100.00 + 5.60° 49.94 +11.10°

200 95.00 + 4.36a" 80.49 + 6.32°

400 100.00 + 1.46° 137.92 +9.99°

IR B

600 109.03 + 3.40° 164.16 + 9.84°

800 83.05 + 1.60° 207.50 + 14.96*

1000 65.92 + 4.68° 209.99 + 16.84%

1200 60.45 + 3.70° -

[FI BB 5 AN /)NS5 RERIRAE p < 0.05 KT 225 HA Giit B L

K FHMAT O Yeti i W2 i P G T T2 IS o 0 18 1 AT %0, JEIM R AL FE [K) HepG2 40 ML & &M, #%
JESERE, PN R WAt RR . WERIERIRATE S, NI AR, BEEGEBRBIR SN, HepG2
TR A P IR R 1A R/ N R B 1 B 25 1 0. 600 umol/L 1) 98 R 3 A Y A B HepG2 41 i &z A= B (5 1) g i A%
t, 5 TG FRERYE. SN R. TG S EMAGHAE ML E, ALK L 600 umol/L i
FR 15 9% HepG2 41l fitd 24 h {E N SL NAFLD AR AMH RIS (1) 77 7% . a7 205 SCiRid B AR A W) 5 [18]
[19].

0 pmol/L

Figure 1. Effects of different concentrations of oleic acid on steatosis in HepG2 (x400)
1. NEKE HEEXT HepG2 4RAEMI Ag 2 Ak A9 520 (x400)

3.2. LLE MRS HepG2 4ARE4E AR
LLE X} A8 4 HepG2 4B 7y Rl 2 Fiom. 52 AW IMEATAEE) AL, R BR ik Ab B 33
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LA

HepG2 4ifii/f K, FEi5 % 84 4L 112.50% (p < 0.05). 43R5 LLE JE[EAER)E, 4fd: K a2 ae
HE, 2 LLE ¥R~ 24.56 ug/mL, 4HBEAFEE R N2 AL 90.96% (p < 0.05), 4HAUIEFEFF4A52 23] . [
FHIRFEWIIE N, LLE X540 i 04 8 G o . 283 B4 B nl & LLE X D22 1 HepG2 4HARH 1Cso
N 7377 ug/mL. [RIG, Bt 40 MG B TGS Y LLE W, B 6.14 pg/mL. 12.28 pg/mL 1 AT 58 5 i
APE HepG2 4 iR i FA SR R 45 IR 5

150
X 100
et
i
= s0F
=2
ol I | | | | | | !
OA (600umol/L) -+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ F
LLE (pg/mL) - - 6.14 12.28 24.56 36.85 49.13 61.41 92.12

Figure 2. Effects of different concentrations of LLE on cell viability in HepG2
2. RNEIRE LLE FxtBEARZE M HepG2 AR & R AVS/ MY

3.3. LLE FAER T HepG2 BERRFABAIF M

LLE X AEME HepG2 o TG & & 52 4 5] 3 Fras o JMERIEAL 5 HepG2 1) TG &4 147.05 + 16.82
pg/mg pro, 214 CK 21 2 f%. WE N 6.14 ug/mL A1 12.28 pg/mL () LLE 4bFE1E TG &84 % FB# 20.35%
F132.51% (p < 0.05), SBHM:Z5% 3.61 pg/mL (EE DR BUR BT . FUbPT UL, LLE W] BRI A
HepG2 4l TG (1% &, H sk /B S5 . LLE X R B A8 14 HepG2 4H A o AR sk sz m an Pl 4 FioR
SREER] R, ik BRI AL 20 ) R R I B R IR RS, SRR AE A Il 2 . SIhERZEARLL, FHM 252 ),
JE B D . LLE ACFRZA AR 2 LD/, HmdREE M2 E B . el O eta 2R TG & &
Forim 25 B AR —

200~

150

[
TG/(pg/mg pro)
S
S

Hil =

50

¥ P Y
¢ 0 \\)%\@’ T %\%\@’
20 6N v
<% 3 o
X XV v
ov o> ON‘\’

Figure 3. Effects of different concentrations of LLE on TG content in OA cultivated HepG2
3. AREIKE LLE 3 AsAAEE 1 HepG2 4HRfl TG & E RIS
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Figure 4. Effects of different concentrations of LLE on steatosis in OA cultivated HepG2 (x400)
4. LLE xtAERAZE M HepG2 4R AR P Ag S Ak O 2216 (x400)

3.4. LLE M BERFZE M HepG2 4HRaAS R EHEXEE mRNA FRiAR N

Nk — R T LLE FBARAR A2 1E HepG2 4H i b iR BTAR SR HIHLAI, K S22t i€ B PCR Al ik
FE LLE /EH N EIAZ 1 HepG2 4 i s AU AH DG B Al mRNA ZKSPASHL, 453 Wil 5 fl% 6 s . 5 CK
SAFEL, IR B A (iR 52 & Al 55 36 K] SREBP-1c i1 ACCa ff] mRNA 7KF-43 %1 11 120.41% (p < 0.05)
F170.87% (p < 0.05), fgJH /A S<%E K PPARa. CPT-1 Fl ACOX1 ) mRNA 7K-F-%> % i 40.64% (p >
0.05). 33.43% (p < 0.05)#1 39.19% (p < 0.05), HHULTENE T AL HepG2 4 A JIg o AR AH G I R R A 2%
#ilo 12.28 pg/mL [ LLE 4bFE4H (1) SREBP-1c Al ACCa 1) mRNA 7K A Tl BR 4L TC 25 2 5, (H AR R
I3 FE K PPARa. CPT-1 F1 ACOXL ) mRNA 7K-F- A #4153 71 11 167.45% (p < 0.05). 76.21% (p <
0.05)A1 190.10% (p < 0.05). FHULFIAN, LLE w] g 521 HepG2 4 v is 51 73 Al G B Rl Rk, R
X AR 5T SR 5535 TR PR 2RI S AN K

mmm SREBP-Ic

- ACCa

mRNA %} ik &

Figure 5. Effects of LLE on mRNA levels of lipogenesis related genes in oleic acid cultivated HepG2
5. LLE XtBERAZEME HepG2 A R & RRAE X EE mRNA 7K F By 220
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Figure 6. Effects of LLE on mRNA levels of lipidolysis related genes in oleic acid cultivated HepG2
[ 6. LLE X B5RA M4 HepG2 Ag B 47 iR AE X B & mRNA 7K 20
4. Wig

AW FEET HR W AE M HepG2 41 M i AU A 57 At - A= Bk A4 7 (L L E) %o AR A 14 i s I o AR SR P
M. LLE XPARMAZ1TE HepG2 20 Mt 5l (s i IR BEAR 33, i FEIH, 1Cso 2 73.77 pg/mL. AR
R A AR A X AL IR I[20]. SREBP-1c & MR BT & s E B 1, 25 TG & Bl
[RZRIEIATE, 40 ACCa. FAS %5, FHd ACCa f& TG A i BERREE[21]. IR TR 143 fift 2 B2 K Mg ol
(I8 M R AL R o CPT-1 4 KB IR I 7k B DT P % 3% B b, ACOXT M K 2 g iy
M2 1A AL B 2] ACOXL [22]. PPARa A& it Ak Wi A3 A= Wit 2 R K e () — 5%, mI 4k SREBP-1c
M FAS FI CPT-1 IFRIE, ] TG & IR HEAR BT p A 4b[23]. ASEEH LLE v] PR AR A2 1%
HepG2 Al TG & EANGMAREARRE, ik BERCR N2, b —BA IS o AR AH DGR ) mRNA %
KAKERIL, LLE X TG & i 5= 3: ] SREBP-1c 1 ACCa 1) mRNA Fik Ak, (HA] ZEHIN TG
I RAISCIE PPARa. CPT-1 fil ACOX1 ) mRNA KiX. MULLIZ, Zhang £5 A [12] A& 47 - o408
I 11 PPARa/PGCL it i i 35 T 40 M AR A8, ik F IR 17 B-SE A AR DG BRI Rk, 8 38 PR v
JE/IN BRI A AR AR 7K o R [10138 5 SD oK SRR PR P i 17 A ASE B R0 AR 2 25 0 0T 90 R Iy kA 4
AR ARG A S VDL FA BRI 2 WA B S5 AR T A 35 8L, PRARAME LR G & &, AR mT DUE SR
RE R AR 3RL, SR ARG O S A AT R R S, AT 1) A BRSSP 72

gi b, tar AR EUY AT A AR E HepG2 4 tbss, MAR4iiurh TG & B G AR BAIE M,
ZAEHYS TG 1 g8 A o ABFF 9t it A Wis i i NAFLD $&4E T — e i Ein S,  [Rm o)
FEAT i ORAEE S 22 24 d (R R B 5 T B 2% (.

E&InE
258 [RIR T ReAd B & I K ——26 6« B0kE S qnf M ZhRE VAN S B & 5 T & . T H %5 : 2021C02020.
SEHk
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