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R LUKk DNA Damage of Human
A1 K -SDS 2 A Ml Umbilical Vein Endothelial
AT H0, 0P AT Cells Caused by Formaldehyde
ik A B2 41 and H,0, with Comet
DNA (14510 Assay and K-SDS Assay
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2 55 K. BFR R H0, BLRPR 3L AR PR A5 ik ) B2 40 B DNA 805 AR5 7ik: (DI 5 A Bk E T 98
AR T LS AR K ) R 41 22 RS L HL0, AR R Ha0, AN RIR FE (0454104252505 100 1£mol /L) /EA] 20 min BX 25 ptmol /L ¥R FEAE H
ANTFINFTR] (0 1042030 min) i B9 DNA #3145 1% L @ H) K-SDS A6 I A | FF R HL0, AN AR B2 (0 104 50+ 100, 500~ 1 000~ 2 000 ¢£mol/
L) 5% 50 tmol/L~ 100 tmol/L A FINT (8] (050.5+1+1.5.2.4 h) 511 DNA - S| AJRAIRCIRRN . g% OE A rIkE; R: a0
5 A [E] R BE R EE S 20 mins 5+ 10~ 25 pmol/ L FREEFTE DNA 45145 AR 0 £ H 5 X RE G 5 3 (P <0.05): 555K

H0, 2L [AHEE I, 510,25 tmol /L ¥ & 4H 35 m] 4 Sl HLO, 4 F IS ) 56 22 )R MR R N, 504 100 prmol /L A% 58 HLO, 48 I IS () 5 22 ) gk
/Ny 25 pmol/ L AR F AN RIS 1], 2 B B BN (DB I T 34K (P < 0.05)« QARG H: WM S AFREREME 1.5 h )5, 51k
DNA- £ AL (DPC) TE S B34 & (P <0.05): 55 BE/K H0, FEFEFFEIER 1 h 4 (P <0.05), HAR&HSHIVEXNRICG 14 2%
5550 prmol /1 ¥ FHEAE FHAN RN 8], 2 b 41 5 W1 AT G vt 2 L (P < 0.05) 5 100 tmol /L ¥ FH I L I 5 HL0, VR HIAS IR IR ), 2% 5250
HEPMXN BRI R i ORI R FEE( <25 pmol /L)X DNA 45 LAKTRE N 3, @R BE (> 500 tmol /1)
PAREIE R A=, ¥ 5 7] R It () AR @ HL0, 5 ES PN B2 40 i DNA I 8445497, 52 ) 6 2 I TR AR gk

[chin ] ABFERIK AN L4 £ 2 ik K-SDS; DNA $i4i

hE RS R735.702; R742.5 SCHRBR RS : A EHT: 1004 - 616X(2005)01 - 0008 — 04

[ ABSTRACT] BACKGROUND & AIM: To investigate DNA damage of human umbilical vein endothelial cells after treated
with formaldehyde, H,0,, formaldehyde and H;0,. MATERIAL AND METHODS: (D Comet assay was employed to assess
DNA damage of human umbilical vein endothelial cells treated with either various concentrations (0,5, 10, 25,50, 100
tmol /L) of formaldehyde, H:0,, formaldehyde and H,0, for 20 min or 25 ttmol/L formaldehyde, H:0,, formaldehyde
and H,0, for different time(0, 10, 20, 30 min) to quantify the DNA damage. @K-SDS was employed to evaluate
DNA-Protein cross-link (DPC) of endothelial cells treated with either various concentrations of formaldehyde, formaldehyde
and H,0,(0, 10, 50, 100, 500, 1 000, 2 000 #mol/L) for 1.5 h or 50 tmol/L and 100 mol/L formaldehyde,
formaldehyde and H,0, for different time(0,0.5,1,1.5,2,4 h) to quantify the DPC. RESULTS: DNA breakage caused by
5, 10, 25 ttmol/L formaldehyde was significantly different from control, and might be increased by H:0,. Tail moment
was time-dependent when treated with 25 tmol/L formaldehyde. The formation of DPC increased (P < 0.05)after treated
with various concentrations of formaldehyde for 1.5 h. coNcLUSION: (D Formaldehyde can cause DNA breakage( < 25
tmol/L) and DPC( > 500 ttmol/L), both were concentration and time-dependent. @H,0, can cause DNA breakage,

which was concentration and time-dependent.
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FH I A2 20 N I IR B B0 Y, H A\ Rapoporty T 1946
R UARIE T R SORAE MRLR AT
B v BORAR N T KRBT B4, 4K 2 HU ST AR
P AE MG P B A5 75 Qe o 4K Yu 55 PR
DU Y VT B8 AL B N B A 5 7 5 - Bl A AL )
WAL SG I R 3R 22— o AR LV PRV S A 2 AR AE 1
/b P, AT DA g 0 I 2 A A AP P R 4% JBE O
) H0,50 A S2I0 DL BT i Ik Y B2 40 i AT 90 4, R
P B HLUKIR AT K-SDS VAR T E . HL0,. 55 BE K
A HAL0, XS I P B2 41 DNA #8545 45 H

1 MESH®

1.1 4 ARk B2 4 bk (CR1-2480) 14
H b5 B B2 I Wt 5T

1.2 BF  Triss NaEDTA. T Le B REN
TritonX-100- DMSO-~ &5 18§ K W bl A TR A ], IE
T RS AR SRS S Bk ZE . PMSF T H - Sigma A
43 M4l NaCls KCl NaHPO 4 KHoPO~ HO SENEE T —
B RN MR A | 2 I B B S SDS T H
REMEA RA T, Hoechst33258 1 1 it 35 424 TR A7 R
A w], M199 £5 7530 [ Gibeo 237

1.3 UBH5ELE AKFHREIK (Bio-Rad A7)
CO, 15754 (Themoforma) « V6% A8 5E (Olympus ) ~ 15 T
EG (FLAFAAXES) )« B0l (Eppendorf) « iR UKH
(Sanyo) ~ i Y #E 4 (T2 PR T 2R %) ) K%
pH ¥ (Beckman) « ¢ % . f5% (Olympus ) - RF-5000 <673
Y66 1 (Shimadzu) -

1.4 SERPE

1.4.1 ZRERE WEKRERL, 4Tt
KINHI 4N, 0.25 % Bz AR AR T 35 mm Bi 97
L (B 50 T 354 FERD 5 L), T 37 CHEFRMEEFR
48 h Ja 7.

1.4.2 EBEHWK 2% Singh %5 YA L. 4
JH 55 B A AN [R) A BE Y « HLO 0 A5 B R I 55 H,0,(06
10~ 25+ 50~ 100 f2mol /L) FITCIMLIFE £5 55 2 ml F (A &
20 min, B0 5 25 prmol /L [ HEE A 25 prmol /L H i 11
HA0, % & AN A I TH] (0~ 10+ 20+ 30 min) » 2 J& JC L3 K5 77
FEVE 3, 0.25 % JEBEAG, WM E O, N PBS
PCRGARFE A (1~2) x 10° 40 M. HX 35 1] 4 ik
WS TERTRI) 1 % ARHE mURTR A A 0 58 — 2 Al AR 3k
W b, SRR =R e 1 % I IE RS SR 85
LA 0.5 % BIRKS SR 70 11, 4 CUKFE &L, B X

NS C
,\)\A\V 7

Peh, T4 CTARMM (2.5 mol/L NaCl, 100 mol/L
Na.EDTA, 10 mmol/L Tris 2, 1 % T ke N2 R
W, pH 10, HBIINIAWEE N 1 % TritonX-100 1 10 %
DMSO) " E&H# 2 h, HLVK (1 mmol/I. NaEDTA, 300
mmol /L, NaOH) “F-f 15 min, F1IK 15 min(HL 1 1 V/em),
HIPK5E R 0.4 mol /L Tris pH 7.5 "HRIBIRVE 3 U, BRK
10 mine 5 ttg/ml EB J 0, RESR I 40 w1, 206 Wik
20 5 TSI (OB 515 ~ 560 nm, BH KT
K> 590 nm), BEALBEHLHII 20 A~ 0 M0l 5 R (250
DAN 75 DNA B E 40 b5 KRR .

1.4.3 K-SDS ¥ % DNA- BHRACBE 41
Anatoly 55 PR 7 o B BEILANN 2 ml &5 AN [R) e i
% (0 10~ 50~ 100~ 500~ 1 000~2 000 ttmol /L) B H i 5545
JEEIRME HAO, GG R R0k, WEE 1.5 hs &% &
50+ 100 trmol/ L AT FH i 55 55 R JRUK FE HLO, G I
RN G BT 050.51-1.52.4 hs BRI 4
N [A] i 5 2 SPAT 0L WS 0, T (1~ 2) % 10° (140 fig
B, B 100 1T 1.5 ml Eppendorf i, FEEIIA 0.5
ml ZEH (2 % SDS, 1 mol/L PMSF, 20 mmol/L
Tris-HCL) » W3R 5 s, — 70 CHAF (FTERAE 11N H),
Rl B ECH s B RAFE 1T, 65 °C/K#E 10 min,
EMA 0.5 ml 0.2 mol/L KClv 20 mmol/L Tris-HCl %5
W, AT 5 00 VKK HL S min, 4 CELy, 3 000 g 50
10 min, Y& B3, VIUEEMA 1 ml 0.1 mol/L KCI. 20
mmol /L Tris-HCl ¥, "RAT 5 I, UK/K¥AH S min, 4 C
25053 000 g B0 10 min, WL L3, AP BRE S 3K,
i — MBS R, DU 1 ml 25T K, 50 CFE
3 h, WU SR I 10 11 10 mg/ml [ BSA, PK7K A %)
5 min, 4 CHEL,4 500 g B0 10 min, BUETF T 5 ml
B R AT 4 B LSRG ST ml TH 5
ml B0 A 1 ml 200 t+g/ml Hoeschst 33258, Jit
H 20 ~ 30 min J5 266G BT E RSO EREE (U
KK 365 nm, KT 460 nm) , V5 DNA- 8 AL
I (DPC) %

1.4.4 SyrEHFE M EHE ks gk
caspl.2.2 W& E R R . H SPSS10.0 # A, £t H 77
ZZ53 M7 < Dunnett K56, SEIGEE R LU (3 £ 5) Fam.

2 & 7
2.1 EEHKER
2.1.1  ANJBREf R N Bz 4 M -5 AN ) 9k 8 T e

20 min Ji» 5+ 10~ 25 tmol /L I FTEL DNA #5145 LA K 24
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i EHSBIE EA LA gt L (P <0.05). 50.
100 ttmol /L HEE T 30 DNA $ 4% 5 M PR EAH B e e it
Pt HAEEIR HO, LI E I, 5010425 pmol /L K
FEE 41 35 LG M 10, A I B L R RIS 0, 504 100
ttmol /L FL RN HL0, 1 FH I ¥ 25 B R B (3R 1) -

1 AR H,0, I + HLO, %0 Bt K A 52 40 i 6 2 R BRI 5%
Wi( % xs)

Table 1 The concentration-dependent effect of formaldehyde, H.O:,
formaldehyde + H;O, on the comet tail moment of HUVECs(X =s)

Concentration Tail Moment

Group
Pmol * L Formaldehyde H>0, Formaldehyde + H,0,
1 0.032+0.018 0.032+0.018 0.032+0.018
2 5  0.272+0.229" 4.83+£3.22° 5.74+4.04"
3 10 0.328+0.278" 7.57+4.99" 9.02+6.42"
4 25 0.343+0.309" 16.54+8.23" 19.16+8.89 "
5 50  0.035+£0.051 24.61+12.33" 17.18+5.78"
6 100 0.037+0.076 32.88+13.88"° 23.36+11.20"

Compared with control group, * P <0.05.

2.1.2  AJF ik 4l fl 5 25 pmol /1L Y BEAE
FHAN IR T, 2 B i s ] 35 o vy 35 K 5 934 06 38 A 4
EX (P<0.05), HHF 104 20 min A2 M TG 11274 2%
5, 30 min A5 HAWHAWHER I 2 ER . HEER
H.0, JL A& 15 10220 min 4R EEHE HO, PP AL1E A I
B0, 30 min 4R D (3R 2) .
x£ 2 AFEARTEI2S wmol /L) F I HO, I + HyO 5T B i Ik Y 2
MPE R RN +5)

Table 2 The timedependent effect of 25 Pmol/L formaldehyde, H,O:,
formaldehyde + H;O; on the comet tail moment of HUVECs (X +s)

Time Tail Moment
Group .
(min) Formaldehyde H,0, Formaldehyde + H,0,
1 0 0.032+0.018 0.032+0.018 0.032+0.018
2 10  0.372+0.262° 10.86+6.79°  13.08+6.48"
3 20 0.394+0.235"  19.09+£9.02° 20.81+10.70"
4 30 0.584+0.457" 27.26+12.56" 17.93+9.75"
Compared with control group, * P <0.05.
2.2 EREGR
2.2.1  NJBFE Ik A B4 I 5 AN [k B2 e g

1.5 hJ&, 51 DNA- & iACHE (DPC) ¥ R 3 =
(P <0.05),500 ttmol/L ZHAZHEAK LE 100 rtmol /1. ZHATHX
FIE (P <0.05): 1 000~2 000 ftmol/ L, 41 H SAKF) &=

R 3 AFEWRBLR T + H0,1E 11,5 hoxd I ik P9 b2 41 DPCAE
BEARKEM(X £5)

Table 3 DNA-Protein crosslinks in HUVECs exposed to formaldehyde,
formaldehyde + H,O: with different concentrations for 1.5 h(x =s)

Concentration DPC( x 1072)
Group N N
tmol * L Formaldehyde Formaldehyde + H,0,

1 0 3.97+4.71 3.97+4.71
2 10 2.73+1.07 5.99+2.52
3 50 4.15+2.71 5.34+3.89
4 100 6.72+2.08 6.98+6.16
5 500 9.51£1.55" 9.52+5.11
6 1 000 18.09+2.94" 5.36+2.66
7 2 000 29.35+£3.63" 6.81+4.74

Compared with control group, * P <0.05.
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AR =, HZEMNARITEL (P<0.05); MA HO,

o, FHRBELL AT AR 5 M AR LL TE g vt 22
(#%3).

2.2.2 50 pmol/L T EEVE IR A, HAA 2

h 415 B X IRAR LA et 22 2 3 (P <0.05); S5 EIR

HE A H0, L mAE AR R B 1 h W EE4 (P
<0.05), HAREUSL 5 BIIEXS RO L o ge vl 22 %
(% 4).

2.2.3 100 tmol/L [ HEEAE FHAN RIS ], &3k
F 21 55 1 5 DL S 5 AN IR FE AL 2 ()3 e gt % = X
(% 4).
P4 RIFAE IR I (0 F RS L T RS RUEL O, B 86 7 1 41 FR DPC I 5

(¥ x5)
Table 4 DNA-Protein crosslinks in HUVECs exposed to formaldehyde,

formaldehyde + H,O, for different time(X +s)

DPC( x 107%)
) Time 50 (tmol * L") 100 (mol * L°")

Group (h) Formaldehyde Formaldehyde

Formaldehyde Y Formaldehyde Yy

+ H,0, + H,0,
1 0 4.07£2.77 4.07+£2.77 4.07+2.77 4.07+£2.77
2 0.5 3.96+2.49 3.34+2.24 5.79+1.89 4.81+2.28
3 1 6.24+2.12 9.18+2.03" 7.64+8.45 6.11+2.29
4 1.5 4.15+2.71 5.34+3.89 6.72+2.08 6.98+6.16
5 2 9.82+2.23" 7.65+3.38 5.86+0.98 8.48+2.64
6 4 6.32+2.45 8.33+3.61 5.39+1.64 7.14+2.43

Compared with control group, * P <0.05.

3 it #®

Iél Swenberg B 5t H 2 47) 55 56 3¢ W F R HL AT B0 v
DK 100, NATTR A0 A TR 38 H R N 22 2R e i e A 1
AR N 3 22—, AHA OC YU P g A P
AhEED o ARSLEG S M W20 AR A, I AR IR A
Pk T R FEAE 10 ~ 120 tmol /L 2 [H] o P Y5 Y R
ST A Pl o S IR R ARG (SSAO) AL,
S N [R] 1] 77 A 25 BE R [F) 0, S NH, 31X 3 M) i 8
A EE A, T AT H,0, AT LT S0 DNA #if.
TN R B A7 AE AT SSAO, B4 NARILAE Y 1
0 it K 2 57 TS P VR RN L0, 19 T e A
255 |6 P B 40 1) 35 A% P 453 495 AT )i 2 5 g 38 ik
P o ARSCLINJBF K P B2 40 i o sk 5, a5 2 rL gk v
J K-SDS VAR MIDNA 453457, B S e F i W H,0., FH A
H,0, AT ILE A B2 40 i DNA R4 477 1 O -

BEAEWTFC R I, FHEERE T LS DNA Wit mT LA
51 DNA ZZHE 7l DNA W82 55 W DNA fiifliz —,
DNA #5493 771 5 & 1) DNA 55 W 24 n] K] DNA Ao SR 4 47
S T R AR R A R T 1) N- W T A AR R T
FAL T 1 (B ANEE € PR ) 3003 VTR AB 52 o 5 £ g
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DITT I DNA $5249 175 A (0 40 J 0 i A2 P DPC & 34
BRI 20 AW Koy T i — B AL
DPC BB, ‘& — B, 20K %) DNA A% 5 I Rg
F A I T 3K Tl A 4 7 A0 ) 5 e R I TR A
K, 24 DNA S HIRT, 5y 3 pi— L8 5 25 R 1) % 2% . DPC
A S DNA ™ 401 JF I gl B st T o FE R T A
S A R R R LT RE R A S DNA 4 1
A 4G, s pre SEM B T AR = s
DNA i bk 2 [] 101, A% 5126 [ HT 2 HLyk 248 ) DNA 1)
W45 45, K FH 2 R KCL-SDS YT y2 A8 I A8 Bk 2 4% o

R WYKL IR 45 SRR W SR EAE 25 ttmol /L LA
NI, RS DNA B84 DA 3, AT Rl A 2 1
I I0 (R 3, 7 S 5 9 B Y YRR 1,0, R [RIE H
Tanfefa hFRER, B FREEE H0, HAE F I Wy
FLMTE; 7E 50 ~ 100 2mol /L Z[7], FEEXT DNA 445 5
WYk 5o SRR L G B A8 2 e, T R AP A R ] P R )
DNA [f 7 244 Al 15 2L BT 308 DNA- 8 115 A8 Bk A I AR
2, B A IR . BRI VO, AR H0, 3
[FIVEF 140 6, PEOY 48 B B 24 () 5 A 2 90 e LG PR
H0, 1E NG gl 387 7E bl BEVa I, FYREAS IR
FR T E 25 1mol /L 1 FH XS DNA 11 7 24 45 H
Wi Fof (i) 385 o v b R, RN 1,0, SR FIE IS, 10420 min
I ] 416 DNA 19 W7 44 B B0 HL0, S A0 T B A7
PRI, {H 30 min B LG HLO, BT 2501 W 244
F/IN, vl BE & DNA FEULIN (o) WA 3815

K-SDS SE46 25 J R W . WM B2 E 500 ~ 2 000
prmol /L W] T DNA 147 LAAS R R 32, H 2575
WAE, 70 bR B2 0 [l P RN 1,0, SEFIFE A, 35
B FH IS TR RS IR BEAIG, IXAT AR HLO, IR BT 244 A
PR 40 i DNA BYYI . YHE, AT BRAR T n] I 751 A2 B
o M50 F1 100 mol/ L I K-SDS VEM RO R 45 He ]
F i, B A E K, LI H I AS 1A 35, 17 1. 5
h G AT R B, X AT S T R R R Al s S
g5 o 525 BE IR H0, P RIVE R 45 SRA A D045 (1) AH
LIRS, X5 HO, 752 21 DNA Kz
(An = AL ALK T L), T DNA Wi n] REFEAIC T K-SDS v 1]
R RS B3R A K

R R AE A N Sl ) SSAO AL ™ A2 F S, % s WL [F]
I A7 45 BE 7K (1) H,0, 77 £ (CHNH,— HCHO + H.0, +
NHs) » AT H,0, PR =90 #8 n] e 4007 40 i o A 52563

NS C
,\)\A\V 7

Bk guk
L3y

o

EBMAN TR FEER H0, BT 00 A B 40 il
PIFRVE T, &5 SR3R 0, FE v H 3 5 20N B2 41 DNA
WK, 1M H0, FT BN B2 41 DNA B9, AT Al g
M D ReEE R R N AT, HEES HO, T
[FAE o] g2 P 80 )™ (10— Lo i B R IR S, (]
TEAZ P PRSI 77 725 AN RE R B H K, A it 1E— 20 MR\
W5,

S 3 -
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