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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the therapeutic effect of Marine active drug chitosan oligosaccharides on
gouty arthritis in mice induced by sodium urate crystal (msu), and to explore its possible mechan-

"B IAEH Email: heywens@163.com

NESH: ER, WM. FESERDERE ST 2 Sh W RLL ia IT ORI BT D). IRR R HERE, 2023, 13(5):
8437-8444. DOI: 10.12677/acm.2023.1351181


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/acm
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2023.1351181
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2023.1351181
https://www.hanspub.org/

ER, HEMH

ism. Methods: Healthy male WT wild-type mice were randomly divided into normal control group,
model control group, positive drug group, chitooligosaccharide (high dose 1, high dose 2, medium
dose and low dose) group, with 6 mice in each group. The mice were treated with chitooligosac-
charide by gavage for 14 days, and the gouty arthritis model was established on the 8th day. Ob-
serve the effects of chitooligosaccharides on the joint circumference, mechanical hypersensitivity,
and thermal pain sensation in acute gouty arthritis in mice. Results: Sodium urate crystals could
induce acute gouty arthritis in mice, and chitosan oligosaccharides could inhibit the symptoms
such as redness, swelling, heat and pain in the joints caused by sodium urate crystals. Conclusion:
Acute gouty arthritis can be successfully induced by injection of sodium urate crystals into the
mouse ankle cavity, and chitosan oligosaccharides can inhibit the onset of acute gouty arthritis in
a mouse model.
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SRR XU 5T 98 2 ER PR R s AR (MSU) DTARAE 561 BOR1 fias Jo 61 g 5] A %) G0 Jo L)V 1) 98 R
JRBE, R f i W SFEPE R R — o SRR 2 SV E R AR IR IR = AR AT L. R, &
i, HEVLLSEOCTIIRMARA[L]. RS, FRERAS AT T B —BRBE G . 2. BROG
THREE[2]. JRRAEEHTE 7~10 RN AT EATHIR, (HJ2, BRI AOHERS, T a] i) e R R ILE v]
T BUIE HE A AN T AR KR A, R SEOCTRIE[L] [3]. HET, F TSR KSR R 1
W VAT IR IR ROKANBE . JE S RPT & 25(NSAIDs). Bz 5t e[l s, X L2440 vk, SORvE,
HEEER YA, 5B, WKk, G5, SRR, KBTS EFIR RS, BaEESEES
H5ER 2 BRI RIEF4]. TFRERME. 224 m 20 98 B0 Th oy Sl Bhia T 7 i AU T 48 2
B U MIEWaCT

7t 5 H (Chitooligosaccharide, COS), A& 5 5 M Al F 7 22 8 ik b 27 7 it sl I e At 1) =5 BB =, B
& 2~20 NEIEFRIE I f-(1-4)HEH SR B 1) N- 195 -D-28 55 461 467 W R B 2 ok 2 32 48 2657 0 o e 4 R v 264
REW. e L)L HER R ENER A B KGRSO FI R B0 JORE R B[5].
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fE R C57BL/6 HEMEEF A2 WT /INBR 42 (6 Jiis, RH 21~25 ) T-HrraMatii, /R T 5 8K
JB 5 B = A 72 0y SPF R s sty rhoOr i AT 1 9% o /N RS G N A B — &, A S b o 4 7
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2.1.2. SEBEMR
FEHRE(L AR U EMBHECE R AR, LS. 2021041201, A= VFAHES: SC13137078206130);
AKAKALBH F (0.5 mg*20 v, T ARG ZNA R AR, #ifkscs: EZjdES H20113208)

22. SKRAE

2.2.1. FREEARIE(MSU)AHI &

FREX 0.25 g PREEE) FORA A 45 ml (1 2517K, B 0.3 ml SN 250 CHi R HE 22 50 4
VR, BEEHBICCOIEVER, 50 ml £, 0.2um JERE, UEETE 25 CHIFA TEE 7 K. 7 RIEIA
30 ml . 30 ml AR 3000 g 290 2 204d, FLELL 3 R T LIEFTIEMEE, AT, HAR T 21 N,

222, MR XHRARBNENT

F0 1) % 0 1) R B AR T PBS o, BiE I B 25 mg/ml ) MSU TR B3, S e S 41K+ 25 mg/ml,
25 ul [t MSU &R 45 7 RE NN RN, X REZE /N BRUR B9E N FIFEARRR Y PBS. HIESRIGHT 1
Gkt /N B BT BE S5 T B 51 RSP S SRE IR

223 ZWHEREGFE

42 FUNRBENL A 7 H: SFHEZH . MSU BRI . FHPE 25905 HEZH.(0.5 mg/kg)~ e S0 st 1 2H(1.6
o/kg). FEEHEFFEL(0.8 g/kg) FTEMHEIELL(0.4 gikg). ELLAL T LIRGMIER 7 K. NWEFRE
BEAE MSU SRS S XU T R G IRIBIT 8 25808, WE T 55 0E 2 FIE2H(1.6 g/kg). MSU S
JAPESETT 98 Z AE S AT A /N AR E . 5 S /NG 2 38R B2 DL R /N B R R (=47 B — 2,
W /N BRBON AR 58 A (49~51 BRIRIE)H, dR/DRAEE . I ERBIERI, CFATH EE.

FESENEIELLAZIMEE 14 K, 3 8 RAT MSU B0 5 i £ 5 MSU JEGT 5258, FesEMlim 2 4 MSU il
MR, FEFMSU JG 0hy 3hy 6h, 12hy 24 h, 48 h. 72 hee---3E5E 7 KAk RN AT LR E
FE o WIS B E R R IR AT BRI /N RS B[R] — 500, A PRIESS RAER T, B — MR s R
UL E ] EE R 3R, BUTFME. VS MSU J50h, 3h. 6hy 12h, 24 h, 48 h. 72 h X} B/
AT IR S5, 10/ MR L PR R, 7S MSU J5 0h, 3h. 6h. 12h. 24h, 48h. 72h
XF IR /N BRAT AU o S5, s/ BRAR 2 I H LRI BIE « iS5 MSU 5 0hy 3h, 6h. 12h, 24 h,
48 h. 72 h /N2 FAL IR

224. GitFEEE

{4 SPSS26.0 B 5t S BAEHEAT e it /0 M AAL R, P REAS 08022 3 1) BB SR PR ST FE A t 56
(Independent-Samples Test), 2 4LFEA S H ) HLEAE FH 5215 K 75 2293 H(One-Way ANOVA), P <0.05 A7
REFEARER N, P<0.01 AZFMEZFGGI R L. LREIRRA X +£s STRHRER.

3. SLIGZER
3.1. REEXRERTABIR MM X T 28/ R 2 M Bk RN

TEEESZIE B 5 8 RIGAT/INR AN 25 MSU VS, 2580k 2 4H7E MSU RIS REG2 . VES MSU
JG0hy 3h, 6h, 12h, 24h, 48h. 72 he----- 382 7 KRR~ RN RA R EIZEE . AR MSU difk
AR SN R K, L IKAREEE 48 h B ik 25 K (0.83 £ 0.14 VS 0.08 + 0.05, P < 0.01). SHEAYLIAH
Eb, FEFMHCHI AL/ BUL MK EEAE 24 h & 144 h W] B8 (P < 0.05), 7 1 FIERZL7E 24 h, 48 h.
96 h. 120 h. 144 h I 4] B (P < 0.05), 1 MSU 17 S KU 715 & Ja i 2 21/ R I IK R EEAAE 96 h

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2023.1351181 8439 I IR = =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2023.1351181

ER, HEMH

I B B 0804%.(0.37 £ 0.09 VS 0.51 + 0.26, P < 0.05) (.7 1, & 1).

Table 1. Effect of chitooligosaccharide surface on joint circumference of experimental gouty arthritis mice induced by
sodium urate (mm, X+s,n=6)

1 BRI RENPTBUR A X T R LW MR XTI AR Mm(mm, X+s,n=6)

0h 3h 6h 12h 24 h 48 h

of B2 0.00 +0.00 0.22 +0.09 0.16 +0.09 0.06 + 0.04 0.06 + 0.04 0.08 +0.05
FH 14 245 20 0.00 +0.00 0.53+0.15 0.71+0.12 0.56 +0.11 0.61+0.14 0.72+0.16
BRI 0.00 £ 0.00 054+017%  065+0.12%  060+011%  067+0.07%  0.83+0.14"
COS1—1.6 g/kg  0.00 % 0.00 0.52 +0.10 0.63+0.12 0.55 + 0.09 0.57+0.08"  0.66+0.08"
COS2—1.6g/kg  0.00 % 0.00 0.65 +0.16 0.72 £0.19 0.67 £0.25 0.78 £0.17 0.75+0.16
COS—0.8g/kg  0.00 % 0.00 0.62 £0.15 0.74 £0.22 0.61+0.12 0.66 +0.17 0.76 £ 0.17
COS—0.4g/kg  0.00 % 0.00 0.52 £0.13 0.62 £0.06 0.53 £0.09 0.56 +0.12" 0.70 £ 0.11"
72h 96 h 120 h 144 h 168 h
if HE2H 0.04 +0.04 0.01+0.02 0.00 +0.01 0.00 £ 0.00 0.00 £ 0.00
FH 1 250 20 0.60 +0.08" 0.43 £0.10 0.29 +0.09 0.23+£0.09 0.05 £ 0.07
R 0.70+0.20"  051+026"  035+£019% 023+013%  0.11+0.09"
COS1—1.6g/kg 0.61%0.12 0.34+0.14" 0.22+0.08" 0.14 +0.06 0.07 £0.05
COS2—1.6g/kg  0.60 +0.15 0.37 +0.09" 0.25 +0.12 0.16 + 0.06 0.05 + 0.06
COS—0.8g/kg 0.58+0.15 0.37+0.11" 0.25 +0.08" 0.15 + 0.09 0.06 + 0.06
COS—0.4¢g/kg 0.55+0.10" 0.31+0.15" 0.19 + 0.09" 0.12 +0.09 0.06 + 0.07

W SR AP < 0.01. *P < 0.05, SHEAIHETP <0.01. P <0.05.

1.2+ - JER4A

- REIH
Tkl
FEHE- 0.4 gkg
FEHE- 0.8 gkg
“EME1-1.6 g/kg
FEHE2-1.6g/kg

Knee swelling(Amm)

0 3 6 12 24 48 72 96 120 144 168
Time (h)
#P<0.05, ##P<0.01, vs. Control group; *P<0.05, **P<0.01, vs. MSU-treated group

Figure 1. Effect of chitooligosaccharide table on joint circumference in experimental mice
with gouty arthritis induced by sodium urate
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3.2. FEEPER PRER B MU 3T 58/ BRI P Bt AL iR B8 B9 M

TERESEAA B 5 8 RIGAT/NRAMEHE MSU VES, 5T3EMEm 2 4175 MSU BB K425, 14t
MSU JG 0h. 3h. 6h. 12h. 24 h. 48h. 72 h FIZLANS kIR 0 /s B AR IR, 45 SR AT R B0
ST MSU S J5 /N BRUE 28I Ak il 82 B 2 7t v, ELAP KRR EAE 6 h. 48 h B IA 2 =1(6 h B : 35.13 +£0.33
VS 28.07+1.6, P<0.01; 48hHf: 33.32+271VS26.71+1.71, P<0.01), EIIUEH 5. SHALA
EE, FEsEMEm 1 & 20w GG 2 /) B2 B K AL TR P2 7E 48h s 34 B 2 FEAIK(P < 0.05) (L4 2, 5] 2).

Table 2. Effect of chitooligosaccharides on temperature at the foot swelling of mice in each group after MSU stimulation (°C,
X+s,n=6)

2. REEX MSU RIBE&E /R EMAKALEFEFZIE(C, X£s,n=6)

ol Oh 6h 12 h 24h 48 h 72h
xof B2 27.77+198 28.07+166 27.53£205 2564+130 2671+1.71 2583141
R 2544 28.28+126 33.56+289 28.99+139 27.66+1.93 29.40+248  27.98+1.25
HETYZH 28.12+1.36 3513+0.33% 28.78+1.34 27.43%0.62 33.32x2.71"% 28.32+1.13"

COS1—1.6 g/kg 2769+ 170 3347+281 2947+285 27.03+151 29.67+427" 27.36+177
C0OS2—1.6 g/kg 27.87+1.93 3260+3.23 30.13+3.88 29.05+3.32 30.07+261° 2838350
COS—0.8 g/kg 2797+142 3522+029 30.70+3.67 27.80+3.87 29.07+332° 27.83+4.04
COS—0.4 g/kg 28.42+162 3230+3.19 29.03£343 27.05+1.08 29.00+334" 27.25+1.83

e 5 AP <0.01. *P <0.05, HERMLETP <0.01. P <0.05.

- 3R
R

—o— FRIKALAER
40.0- FEHE - 0.4 glkg
- SEHE-0.8gkg
FEHE1 - 1.6 g/kg
FEE2 - 1.6 g/kg

t

ot

36.0-] w

Temperature (°C)

240 T T

Time (h)
#P<0.05, ##P<0.01, vs. Control group; *P<0.05, **P<0.01, vs. MSU-treated group

Figure 2. Effect of chitooligosaccharides on the temperature at the foot swelling site of each
group of mice after MSU stimulation

[l 2. FEYEXT MSU RISE % L8 /)N R & BB ALIR E B2

3.3. FEEPER FRER B MU 35 28/ LA o B B S i
FEESEARZGRER 55 8 RIGAT/NBA M E - MSU 1T, Feo8flie 2 e MSU R RE 2. 15T
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MSU 5 0h. 3h. 6h. 12h. 24 h, 48 h. 72 h, Hg/)> RS ASCEE 7 o A2 DIR AR b (4328 A WL 38388 5 1]
B, JFaIe AT IE R 45 min J5,  F/N ROV LR AR LGN 0 7E MSU RIS O 2 R R, A2
W a2 s th 3~5 s, WUM/NRA R MR GE Bl . FRANRIZARE SRR, A5 R TR I 1. ST
MSU & #4 J5 /N VLI BIZE 6 hy 12 h. 24 h, 48 h R 3EFEAN(P < 0.05), H.7E 24 h K £ R fIK(1.06 + 0.44 VS
272 +£0.86, P <0.01); 2. SHAAMLL, 45 F7eTEE B 5 5% 2 MSU 7 S IOHUMA R (L 3,
3)e

Table 3. Effect of oligochitosan on the mechanical pain threshold at the foot swelling of mice in each group after MSU sti-

mulation (g, X£s,n=6)

3. REHEX MSU RH/E&H/ R EMAKC I ERIAISM(, X+s,n=6)

! Oh 3h 6h 12h 24h 48 h 72h

xR 276 +0.70 2.01+061 197+072 218+0.80 2.72+0.86 276+0.80 2.32+0.70
FHPEZ 4] 2794048 1594050 1174087 128+045 175+054" 141+044" 223+0.78
TR ZH 297+064 144+029 1.18+0.26" 1.45+0.69" 1.06+0.44™ 1.21+023% 1.81+0.30
COS1—1.6g/kg 336+0.64 156+071 1.25+034 123+022 1.68+0.63  191+050° 2.18+0.57
COS2—16gky 3.49+118 1.82+042" 157+0.68 159+045 1.65+054" 155+0.29"° 2.16+1.10
COS—0.8g/kg 3.03+059 154+022 148+052" 1.74+045" 144+055° 172+0.42" 2.19+0.79
COS—0.4g/kg 3.16+059 193+060 1.64+071" 1.87+045 208+1.11° 214+116 1.88+1.12

vE: GXEEA R E™P < 0.01. *P<0.05, HHIBH TP <0.01. P <0.05.

- JJHRA
- 1EEIA
5.0 o~ FRAKALERZR
REHE- 0.4 g/kg
- ZEHE- 0.89/kg
=EHE - 1.6 g/kg

FEHNE2 - 1.6 g/kg

Mechanical Withdrawl (g)

0.0 T T T T T 1

Time (h)
#P<0.05, ##P<0.01, vs. Control group; *P<0.05, **P<0.01, vs. MSU-treated group

Figure 3. Effect of chitooligosaccharides on mechanical pain threshold at the swollen foot of
each group of mice after MSU stimulation
3. FEHEXT MSU RIS &40 /)N R 2 B K AL AT B RO 320
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ST U SR 48 7 PRI B A A B T 2 il TRl 7 SRR PR 5 U ROAEE SO o IRTR B s AR T
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SN ) R T e i P R P P A SR S AR IR R R MR B IR s TR IL-6
AP IR R FE IR F-a S5 R I 7, [EII S5 408 TRPAL AT TRPVL SEIESS, AT 51 362 56 5 A0 5615 & [
AU JIE SN AN A[9] [10]. MTAERK, B AATTATE KT I3 i LR AR & ST R s, 9 AU R 36
EIHUERE T HLUR I IS R B A BB 35 [11] 9 AR AR BRI R B S USSR IR
B, WRDNEMICTHIL. By ke, RYEHIBAEUE 2, B2 SEUTEZ 2R, HiERE
T 1 AT CAE R MR, AR T R R U DG S R 8 S B BRSO B T A AR D e s
MNAVZARRTT B ARG TT, (R A 05 A2 Rk Jie L 52 2R (1 D19 015 28 p 2 ) () 0 2 I T A K L 2T AN 1,
HRIENAA . IR . BRI IESREAG S, SR RONIBM R R X[L], BT 2k
9 AU T R BTR YT AR O

TR B-(1-4)IEHE I N- £ -D- 22 5= 1 20 08 A0 B £ 19k 52 253 267 0 R s 2 e AR 5 &
[12]. FEEHEXT R RGAFAE L IC. ZRNETTIEA[L8]. QAW Fogehsn] LLEd %] NF-kB
HTMAPK {5 538 #5k T JR IR R SE IR o KT B4 2-6. SR — SR SRR A A #-2 1)
B SO IR RIB KR SEBL BT R A I [14] [15] [16]. FEH[17]55 NIEIE 45 T R BUBR 9G35 v S PR IRAh i A 2
R BRER G T fi i 45 AR R IR OG5 i K B2 12 h 3k v e J B B R 9T I TR RS K i BB ik &2, e rhssm 2 T
72 N JE T K FEE AR T RKOK AL, 3R I S T DA A8 ) R R AT SO BRI RO B ik« S 46
NI 5 K BRIRIERS DL R 20 Ji T e 15 ) Sl DK B P XU D1 8 AR S 560 K 300, e S T DA k2> K B
B/NE N MSU PR R M40 R, 802 B /N 4543 [18]

AHIEFEIEIL )/ BRAE B PEN MSU E ST SV PR DG A8, VRS PBS 4/ RS MK R AE 3
AN REACR S IR, AR /N ROCHT R SR KPR &, G AR N,  BLAE 48 /N A R
W, FCARRERIE O, SIE PR IR U DT RORAERE AR — B, i WM RS ). R
CLAMERETE . AU /N BRAABOR OO I/ BB S R MBI HOGTT 20, By 34 JBEER: RIS
TR B 5 10/ UL IR FERE « PP AR RS TR Ak AU e 5 R R ZELAH L 3 B AN R REFE I R
B, ELAE M IKFRRE SIS Hral RS BERLA AL, 45 T 52 505 T TS e SRR B 41 2 KRR 7 24
h & 144 h 4R B, & 1 B 410E 24 h, 48 h. 96 h. 120 h. 144 h I B B8, 1 MSU i S8
P S 5 7 S v 2 4/ B b K AR B AN AE 96 h I B SRR o AHIT 9 45 B 5 2 25 AT 9T 45 3R — 3.
B AR B 4 SR R PR MSU e, IREE T IS I R, SRR LL, SEEMETUS, £ 48h
i COS i 1. 1 2. G E AR AR ALK (P < 0.05). 7E NI 5¢ SERE X IR BRAN S0 KU IS5 4/
BRI o ) s e 225 SR T R I SRRV AR L, 45 T 52 SEREE 15 )5 T 2 B 42 R MSU 15 S LR R . R
FEFERE T AN MSU BT R/ BT K + 52 385 DR i R T 8 ik SR AR IR 1 51 41 b #4481 3 e
BRRG o AN SIRI0 2 SRR B /0N GRS 28 PN T S PR IR B o A PT DL 5 5 /0 BRI i U DT R A, SE S A
ZIN BRI PR DX 2 AR v R ) R AU DT R R A

SE 3k
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