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Effects of Mangeum-tang and Gamimangeum-tang
on the Cultured Spinal Dorsal Root Ganglion Cells

Gyu Seon Choi*, Sang Hak Yun, Seung Ryong Yeom, Su kyung Lee,
Byung Cheul Shin, Young Dal Kwon, Yung Sun Song

Department of Oriental Rehabilitation Medicine, Collage of Oriental Medicine, Wonkwang University

The purpose of this study is to examine the toxic effects caused by xanthine oxidasefhypoxanthine (XO/HX) and
the effects of herbal extracts such as Mangeum-tang (E#%: MGT) and Gamimangeum-tang (fnek# £ %: GMGT) on
the treatment of the toxic effects. The results of these experiments were XO/HX, an oxygen radical-generating system,
decreased the survival rates of the cultured cells on XTT assay, the amount of DNA syntheses, and the amount of
neurofilaments, and increased c-fos positive cells. MGT and GMGT have the efficacy of increasing the survival rates
of the cultured cells by increasing the amount of neurofilaments and DNA synthesis and decreasing the c-fos positive
cells damaged by XO/HX. From the above results, it is suggested that MGT and GMGT have marked efficacy as a
treatment for the damages caused by the XO/HX-mediated oxidative stress. And MGT and GMGT are thought to have

certain pharmacological effects.
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BLBS #t &9 <iEEsH>o “BR, Wk S,
BIEE, HEMBRE, EH87 kR KEER RRol8L A%
2 529 o), £E AFY £ Y 4578 Sol 285U
), KM, FlER FEER SOF Q% 215 #8e X8
o= HOlE 888 4 ok, MKER&BES AeBol X, #7
9%, QEES IRslol, MEHER, BsibEd 5378 B0 K&
FHOB, S EWESEY, BURmA, LEWEE hREE
BRI S, B2 ME Sol 8891 Uct AsEol i 4
B8R args AV AL U MRELEC] AXNES n)F|
A8, 299 ELEe] WAl FAMEFY U Yol vX|
FE 52 B HUCL, M4EIAEE A Eo) thd 97
1 solg 4 ik

olofl A= E&Eol Z4E HiEo 288 4 Urks 29
WP ZASl HEBI MKESE0] ALKISTI S
£49 HSETNFE MEol nRE @ate golE A AF
oAl &4 BB Y HEEZUZPE M Eol  Xanthine
oxidase (XO)2} Hypoxanthine (HX)oll Q18] s WF O A4
EINAE Mol S ARG EHENE XTT BUS
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Soll BES £, SUREEQ) HLE U MEEHESEI A4ANAF
7loll 9§l /18HE a=alof tigr 2lol § 2 Neurofilament EIA,
DNA 8485, c-fos THiE wag £F510 2 v} Rost @3
€ ¥3719) ojell Rl Hjojtt.
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1. A8
1) 58

2 AUgo] AH8% S22 ICR A 43 398 A4
7} 358 WHE ABBIUTH
2) b

2 4glo] AI8S HABY KANES B <HEERS
>oll QAR OH Ol ABeASHE QARIPEAIM TS
= UMK ARSI, BeR, MKESD Unl W &
S The 3 Lrk(Table 1, 2).

Table 1. Composition of Mangeum-tang

Herbal Name Pharmacognostic Name Amount (g)
o Radix Dipsaci 168
# Eucommia 168
B AR Radix Saposhnikoviae 16.8
BRE Poria 168
& B Radix Achyranthis Bidentalae 168
A F Radix Ginseng 168
o o= Herba Asari 16.8
[ Cortex Cinnamomi 168
g B Radix Angelicae Sinens 16.8
H ® Radix Glycyrhizae 16.8
n & Rhizoma Chuanxiong 84
B & Radix Aralia Cordalae 84
E Radix Gentianae Macrophyliae 84
RivE Radix Rehmanniae Preparala 84

Total Amount 2016
Table 2. Composition of Gamimangeum-tang

Herbal Name Pharmacognostic Name ~ Amount (Q)
R & Radix Dipsaci 132
g Eucommia 132
B R Radix Saposhnikoviae 132
BRE Poria 132
& B Radix Achyranthis Bidenialae 132
A F Radix Ginseng 132
B = Herba Asari 132
# K Cortex Cinnamomi 132
g B Radix Angelicae Sinens 132
H &8 Radix Glycyrrhizae 132
T Rhizoma Chuanxiong 66
B B Radix Aralia Cordalae 66
z i Radix Gentianae Macrophyllae 66
i Radix Rehmannize Preparala 66
AR Rhizoma Gastrodiae 132
$15918% Ramulus Uncariae Cum Uncis 132
[=Fich-{ Batryticatus Bombycis 132

Total Amount 198

2. 2
1) BHY A
HE&B 201.6g, MKEEE 1982 21z} S Ealado] &
1 471§ Basld 410 ¢ RE7IZ HES F 3,000rpm
ol 2087 AN BTIGHL X8 5572 AUAEHE & 524
ZI10lA] 24413t SBAZRSI 242} 45448, 39.7g9] BL A|EE
HRACH.
2) ok MZE
2 4Aglo] AIE$ & 2= xanthine oxidase (XO, Sigma)@}
hypoxanthine (HX, Sigma)EA] XOF 100mU/ml, 10mU/ml,
1mU/ml9] AFHE, HX9] 2L 1M, 100mM, 10mM2] A Akd
2 UHEo] datdol 2EEH £ A8 o HY 4o 54 A}
8ol E Q3 & AE vl HMrisle] ALE3INC
3) A Z ujek
HLE2A4" MEY 22lt Michikawa §Y9 wiol
wet Aldsiink. & 4% 3YE 4FoA HET HpRA2
0.25% trypsin0] EgHE phosphate buffered saline (PBS)Q.E2 A
2lgt & 36T, 5% CO»/95% airZ R 7] WollAl vl s}
ATt BIUYA S Z 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS, Gibco)o| Eg}
¥ Eagle’s minimum essential medium (EMEM, Gibco)2 2 3
3] MH £ Pasteur LHRFE HNEE B2IAZC) Eeld AEZS
2 Poly-L-lysine(Sigma)2F  HAEIE  96-multiwello)] 3 X
10%cells/well o] WER HIZE EFSIICE BFE AZE 3Y
HHoF MES slgAoZ wEsle FAROM 79 S0 Y
Z 2 4 g3t
4) 44XF71 Ael
UAARRZI7E BF Q) HEFZAEE X njAle S
ZAlG7] ol FEAIL uigel BeEdAFEE ME
0.6%-D glucose7} EH7E MEMOZ 33] AlH8 T2 5~40
mU/ml XOoll 0.1 mM HXE o] 55 & Zgsld 235 te
o1 2120] BiYNolA] 1~9A17F ZQF Melsh 3 R4
5 Mizd R yolagn 3
(1) Az ES BY - XTT F
XTT(Sigma)2l A2 oHE MG Y AFMZEE
Triton-XZ 33] A& &, A A x§ 50ug/mS XTTE wellxd
0.1m¢4 @2 Th30l cooking foill 2 KA WE ApAst & 5470
S 37T, 5% COE B F2710lA uigpict. wie &5
% spectrophotometerZ 530nmollA] EBTE £85I XL
I 8l ZARSICE XTT assay= 530nmollA] 29| Fa=gkol] "]z}
sl Az 4EgE &8s BMdolnt
(2) BtFEEES YolaH 43
@ Neurofilament §4HS Ak
S0l A AMEE PBSE 33] AEHGI U2 P4l
7} Tk 0.2% Triton X-1000] ZFA PBSE 33 AAEIICE Al
& 28 % NE14(1:100, Sigma)Z 1417+ SOt 8H2A)7) % 0.04%
O-phenylenediamine(OPD, Sigma)3} 0.02% hydrogen peroxide
Z A2lgt th3 Dynatech Microelisa reader® 490nmojlA] &%
T E FE0I 2T Hln RARICH
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@ DNA synthesis ¥

UF AIE AAE MElst AT T GMAZIE IR 2
2 HETE [SH]thymidined] 10uCi/m¢ EFE YU E W
g5l 1K)7F B9 FEAGIYCE 100ug/me®) sodium azideZ
DNABIE S RIAIA Ca™, Mg®'7} §l= PBSZ 33 A8 &
005% trypsin-EDTAZ M ZE HERAFCE AEE Whatman
GF/C glass filter paper2 #$35t &, (MRNE HERAIA
scintillation cocktail(PPO 4g, POPOP 0.1g/Toluene 1L)& @1l
H3A17] ThE AAHBASY|E YAlsE 588K 01§ uix
=3 vlaslel HEEE FAIGIHC

@ c-fos TR &

YE ARFEQ HE Aeist AT SNAEIE SHA &
| HETE cfos HIZ WSS £HB)7] 18} sampled 4%
paraformaldehyde + 0.IM PBSol|l4] 3A17} EQt 4 204 1A}
% 30% sucroseol|A] 28 WIX|Bich 1 & pH 7.49] PBS ¥ o
2 33] o]} MAska 0.3% triton-X 10008 3027} XESH &
PBSE 33} oj4} AA$Ct. I & Blocking agent(Normal goat
serum)E  A20lA] 02T AT g YAIEA(c-fos,
oncogene sci, 1:150)E @4 4ToA] 12 SQF BESAI7 &2
AIZHEQH A 20l4] IEATIIL PBST MHBIC) T & OlAEHA
Q! biotinylated anti-rabbit & anti-mouse immunoglobulin(Dako,
Denmark)e 420j4] 4027} Xelsld PBSE  AA5L,
strepravidin peroxidase(Vector ABC kityE 2087+ AEl5lH
PBSE A&} 5 chromogenQ! 0.05% diaminobenzidine & g}
WBHTY. ERAT KITER MG = Fot @0\ ZslolA &
ZMOZ HolE cfos FHMEE AT M, SHIASES
Al2A8(Image Pro Plus 4.0, USA)2 2 BE43IHC)
6) BA Azl

4 ZIol et /949 FFEES  ANOVAZ
Tukey-Kramer multiple comparison testo]l 951320 patol
0.05 o]&101 ARt {FAFH AL Z BT

4 A

1 AAANRTI9 S5 ET
1) Al BEZ BY
(1) XTT 8

XO7t vy Hee2UFA Az niile 882
9)5ko] XO7} SmU/ meollA] 40mU/ x| Q) ztztel s 2 Zgh
2 BlarlolAl 6417 SO s & XOQ) BA S XTT assay
ol glgld ZEALSE A3 5mU/ml XO MeloAs M2 YEE
o] THET(100%)ol) BIBKY 742% 8 VERGCH 10mU/mee) A
gloll 57.6% 2 LIERJCE 2Lt 20, 40mU/mt XOF Xzis
B HE YEGS 117} 51.5%(p<0.05)9 36.4%(p<0.01)Z thE
o)l 1lskd FAsA @A LERGTHFig. 1).

XO/HX7t Al17kol whet sieF M2 288 M2 v|iE
Qske FAGE] Y6k 20mU/ ¢ XO/0.1mM HX7F ZEHE il
gllollA] HeRZAAE MEE 212 1~94]7 S uigdl &

[ ]

0|

MEY WEESE XTT assayHoll 9l WEZT vl EAVSH
A A2l A0 AEHOZ HE YEGO| BaBIPOH E
Sl 6417F 9417 AMelolAle M ZMYESO] 48.4%(p<0.05)%}
41.0%(p<0.01)Z iRl HIsl EAHCE {AS L4E U
ERJTHFig. 2).
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Fig. 1. Dose-response relationship of XO on cell viability in cultured
mouse spinal dorsal rcot ganglion cells.
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Fig. 2. Time-dependency of XO and HX on cell viability in cultured
mouse spinal dorsal root ganglion cells.

2. QIEEBY N
1) Neurofilament §AHN Hek
(1) ®eRY a3
XO/HXoll algled &AM mieF HpF2AUHE Azl it
HBE£BY SHE neurofilament] LYHHSIEHoIA] FAWBPI
sk XO/HX9 MCV(midcytotoxicity value)gte! 30mU/ml
X0/01mM HXZEoNA Ble} HeE2UE88 HEE AL &
QF L ZA]717] 3A17 Mol 50~80 ¢ g/ml EEB0| 212 EFHE
oA HAEIT £ 0]9) 2o} EHE neurofilament EIAH
og ZABINCE. 50 4 g/ml, 60 g/ ml BE&BRE Meidt S Al
F9) neurofilament®] %& Hol= BEBRS ALISHA B2 R
2(56.3%)0l H5l] 22} 68.7%, T6.5%E VIERLL Brlehs BE
2 UERI oL} EAXCE FOoH & EUTh I8t 70 4 g/ ml
9} 80ug/ml EWeBAEIIME 217 863%(p<0.05)9} 924%
(p<001)E 7T 5718 LIENATHFig. 3).
(2) mekEeE a1
XO/HXofl 25l £4E ol M2 E Mz vigh
7la|Rl2E0] IS neurofilament®] QAW BIETO)A £AVS)
71 95k XO/HXQl MCVZe] 30mU/ml XO/0.1mM HX=sT
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A - Y8 HEE - olF

oAl MY HeFRIZE MEE 6417 ¢ =8A1717] 341
Holl 50~80 ¢« g/ml NBREREECl 242 a8 sigidoli HA
2]¢h & o0]9] Yo} §IE neurofilament EIAH O T ZARGIGHC
50 g/ ml JSKELES Ml 22 A EY neurofilamentd} &F
X HlE XO/HXeHE XMElg thR T (63.4%)0ll B3I 75.8%F
Ve &75ke A8 UERICU f94dS HolX LTt 1
2Lt 60 g/ml, 70 pg/ml, 80 pg/ml NEREEHEATI oA 2}
2} 82.4%(p<0.05), 91.6%(p<0.01), 94.6% (p<0.01)Z B3t Z7}
£ UERICHFig. 3).

160

pZzzZ2Control [ 1GMGT ESZRMGT
1401

1204

Neurofilament (%)

Control 50 60 70 80

Concentration of herb extract (uy/ml)

Fig. 3. Dose-dependency of MGT and GMGT for its protective effect
on XO and HX in cultured mouse spinal dorsal root ganglion cells.

2) DNA synthesis H&f
(1) BB 534

XO/HXoll A5l £4% MY M2 ZE Mol it
H&B9 7 DNA §dZ9 FHoA ZAkP] sl
35mU/né XO/HXS] STollAl e H4-F2AEE AEE 64
2} B LEA)7171 3413 Holl 15~100 1 g/t L0 ZgHE
siatolol 4] MAZISE F 0]9 WolEHE DNA B4 EH
oAl ZABIFLY. 1548/t BLE FoZolAE XO/HXY &
ISt IRFE 56.7%0] B8k 725% 2 S71615 0L EAECE
FASIA= AT 25w g/ml, 50 g/ me, 100 x g/t BEBES A
gt 42 DNA TS HL2BE ANoldiA &2 Uz
(56.7%)0ll BBk Zz+ 86.3%(p<0.05), 90.8%(p<0.01), 92.7%
(p<0.0)E Ueht {28t 5718 UERICHFig. 4).
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Concentration of herb extract (uy/ml)

Fig. 4. Dose-response relationships of MGT. and GMGT for their
neuroprotective effects on DNA synthesis in the spinal dorsal root
ganglion celis. The sgnificant differences between groups are marked with the
astensks. *p(0.05 *p(0.01
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(2) mEHESES a4
XO/HXoll Ql5le] &4 mi H4E2AFE A X tist
MKEERS 38 DNA gdd9 FHolA RAKY| 916k
35mU/mf XO/HXS] s&ollA e HeFZAEE NEE 64
F BOF L EAIFIZ) 3A17F Mol 15~100 g/ me IMBREEEC] £
& slgolA] HAZISH & 0]9] Wi FHE DNA FHEQ
ZHolA] RARIKEE 1Spg/nt MKESE SFoZoids
XO/HXE} M8t thE T 43.2%0]] B3k 674% 2 £7151%5 2Lt
BARLCE RS RUCL 2548/ me, 50 g/ me, 100 12 g/ ml
HB&BS X2l 49 DNA S8Ee aLES AeldiA &2
HZEZ(432%)0] BI&kd  2+7t 80.8%(p<0.05), 86.6%(p<0.05),
91.9%(p<0.01)Z UEh} 3 E712 LEMITHFig. 4).
3) c-fos TAERZI O] HEt
1) BB a3
XO/HXo|| Q510 &8 Y BeEIUBE M ol tid
LR FNE cfos LHAEY FHalA ZABE] Al
25mU/m¢ XO/HXS] sTolA i BeEZAEE HEZE &
EA17] A3, 241719 oA MCVtE VIERARICHFig. 5).

J]C=——IControl
V77425 mU/mymM XO/HX .

c-fos positive cells (%)

Control 1 2 3 4
XO/HX incubation time (hour)

Fig. 5. Effects of XO/HX on c-fos positive cells in spinal dorsal root
ganglion cells.*significantly different from the value of controt group. *p{0.05:*p¢0.01

Y HeEZABE HRZE 24 O REA1717] 34130
Holl 130,g/mt EAEBO] ZeHE EBREAAN AAEIT £ 0l9)
L EINE cfos GME SHO)A RABIATE 25mU/mlS)
XO/HXT} Az)gh 7ol c-fos QML) 45 tHET(100%)0
H)El 144.6% 2 E715I3 L) 130 g/me BERE STt E
116.5%(p<0.05)2 7Tt H4E LVERITHFig. 6).

200 1 Kz Control
)25 mU/mIfmM XO/HX
180 B3 Herb extract 130 pg/ml
g 160 <
= 1401
g 120
@
Z 100
N3
g 804
@
& 601
¢ 40
20 4
04

MGT GMGT

Fig. 6. Effects of MGT and GMGT for its neuroprotective effects on
c-fos positive cells in spinal dorsal root ganglion cells.



Heh U KBS0 WY ALEIAEE AZd nXs I

@2 mkEeBR g9

XO/HXoll 95l &4 vl M5 240E 3 Aol tish
MKESEY IS cfos YHAEY EHolr =AW 95}
o} 25mU/mk XO/HXS) 5ol Y Heg2NFE NS 2
AlIZH S L EAI7171 3A12F Mol 130 g/ nt IKE LBl Zgt
 uidlolA HREIT & 019 WOl EHE cfos LHMEY
ZHollA] EAIBIPCE. 25mU/mle] XO/HXgH XEigh ol
c-fos QML) = HET(100%)0l BI5I 1533% 2 S715H
oL} 130 g/ mt BWRB S FojAE 131.7%(p<0.05)Z £9)
g #ag UERAriFig. 6).

a z

HeE 529 B 4AR $F00A @49 2= A
1849 okl ZAARMA A&Elo] Utk 4o BidolE 4
QI AlollA] 45cm, 401 A= 42~43cmo|md™?, H4=A140] &4}
= HE oRfolx 2B ZE YR olIE sk
ZE SR} AldElolN, £4RS) ol6le 251 s U
18149 Folzt LERITHY. H4g Awsis Rog o8
R Zge oF 304 sixolH, ol F ¥t 4= FTuko] HlmA &}
Z BHolth olg FES PN H4ERTE, WHLESET
(Brown-Sequard), S $E&E L, vl
557 —4 ARG 53F AYCE THHW, I, M4

% HEd), &425E(Tabes
S E\g@r/}"’ 0 ZZRIAY) &4
3k AAol SES SUBALL B2HaE,

EF_t 357104 ZHsk=tl, ol SrojslolA B, B
&, AR Yol siggciy 8 4 o, g@me o
814 EBIX @ ROE, RERS ME/} AR Gkl 2
Glod, yemE, &, MR, BEAF, WEEE 59 3401 Ueht
AOE FQ3 ANBAS mEolry. BB WEHKo it
511, FR20| REoIn, MEEHS SIX Fole IS W
BhL, REAOIZ AL AIEO) MkElol BES O Boke AR
Y, M4 ZAAHM L SRS BEECHE HEolU KA

o B 7k E42F AR

HEBS R 79 <tBEH> AAE &S K5
oF MU M@, thi, BR, ARE, 4B AE, M &
B #ER HE, IE, RS, 850 RECR, M, AR
ol ol RS EMENILE, EHES, FRE 183k
EHOICE MY RS AuRw M, HEHSIL S
B, EIAKSHS A0 Vol BIRKE BEETEE, SR 59 BE
ol FEREE B, i, 4BS BROT 311 KMMEES BR
SHe AB, GRS, HE, RtE, )13, 280, BRETE, #RE
RO WAEo) UCH, AERE, FME 55 BEsls A, B
yob BmEE, HESKS M, WS, 1)1 BhEE, HELE
EIMARS) WS 71X mER TAE0) Qlom, ™ KErL
mEM, HEEEIL, BRASE BMKSIE BB 7T, & #
o RS, BIR, MR SO Agk gl HRslE WEEAR,

bal

)l

o
oy
ot
A
o
ot
2
ot
ol
0

fio

9

o
E

[.
!.)1, ML

i

rr

ZEE, +2AHE 59 37K HH MHOE HHE & Y=
ol, BEHABY BAHCE B, A% RE4 Y @S m
RS ACE B 4 QI SHES #HOE UH, ¥, asl
S ROML, £HES BHEOE s Aeg 2 5 ). 8
+2KHB WHOE HY Ak, Gyl XES Kol
(s, R, M, RS, BUE /IS A2 2 4 Ao

WEFERS BYY <TFEEH>O N0 7188 Yo
2 JOl MR, MRoR, B, BIES Sol ABEend, =
BES R HUY <BABRAAR> NS0T MEE EHS
2, BFE, BEL RERR LEESHE o) o), BERES
o ROEE Q3 smol del A= gl +2xmne
WYY <APEEAEEA>O AXE MRD KHOE RS
@mEolr BTRA, BRFE EHLE TERKR AREE %
ol g8Flol gtom, 227X HRMES HEHQ EHOE
UMolA] HESHE HEY shlolti meid, BEBRS BEF
58, =HB, +2AHEY #HOZA RIEM RNEB, FF
EEyp SO Q% FEHBY 45 HHS AT T L UEF
3 #E7 2 4 Ao’

MEELBS BaBol K, §5E SEES MK K
HOF, KR REME, Bl ILEEH 5508, RE
OF QI3 R, E U RERS, RMMAS B 285117,
SIS AT, MASRE, Fi2S) F50| ol BIE, KR,
¥M S2 A8oks QEE Fm ES L gl 888 4+
UCP*D. HEBS BARE, FRRERLS, LERE TRBY &
50| Yol FEMAFRL, BMME, T, Bk PRKES 54
ol 8E I UE SNZ NFA BHA 2o S8HL N
PP kESBS BeEd RRRESEES THERYE
ol 5 431 KM, P48, HEBEol Z8slol E51 np)
o 28 EFE w7 Meoler & 4 Uk ATl Aoz
ATl B 0181 YA P& ES7HY) FR ExMchs
YRR BXIZ2A], tEhs] ¥h24o] Im, YA BEsAY
A2 ARIFIAIZIALL BB EL, DNAE HAATIE S, 44 ol
A olE 7K Hel G2iEQ) vl Bodst YLk &3 4
ARV R0 4K excitatory amino acid, EAA)Q| &2
BlE EZRFIZY, NEW G 9 BTE E7KIA ME
A e zEeh™, EEU WRUEAE FHEL U 1P
A Zoll A £AS SRt Za) £oIA luiL} SIEAY
S HiEsl, BEN ¥ 9S4 Z544E 35 (amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis, ALS)#} Z+2 2}5 A1 B Z &9 HAELE 85X
I QTP TEiu, AeRIR7Ie) S48 E o thal olE7A]
olofl thah AHMISH 71F0] WEIA YR PRI, 01 % Q15le St

= RS Qs s g0 A 94| nEs A
éOID}“’ HIol= JFAFEES HIES HIAZSES0| g4t
3t ATh AZAHARIAL 59 olH 848 7HAT Yo Hu
M50 ERNAAU BE DRANFAE FHBIL e AEA
7} &4 AAUS B 012 Yook A} UB0] FEH
mA olzis BARES WY xR0l HE3EE Q77 @)
Raso|cy.

rlo
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(=]
o
o

ool AAR= WRIM, 888, R NE FHE Qo]
EEBE 7 P s BAB B mEESE 48 &
4ol thet gl gae FE5] Hdld, A8 FAA 22] ol
5 HpEZNEE Al Lol dE)sE S XO/HXolA AAe|
&, XO/HX7} e} A5E2UEE Mol n]Xle gag A}
3R om, ) XO/HXS S4 ol tisl] SUIREEQ] B
£5 U MEELSEY Yol HE BEIRTE 4aAF71Y A
AEHE XA Al 2 d8oMe a4sd] g 4
ol H4aTAHE AZol o] 559 XO/HXd| &7
FXTT assayE Al&SH 23 XO/HXE it AZAMZol A2
ot ET 9 A7kl BlEIS tiE 2ol B8l N ZMERS] F9
St 248 Bch XTT assayoll 1oj4] 20, 40mU/ g XOE A
Zish ZARolA HE YEES 427 51.5%(p<0.05)9 36.4%
(p<0.01)Z thxEZol Blgtd FASHH @A UEbG L (Fig. 1),
20mU/m¢ XO/0.1mM HXQ MZNEE BddiEs i2Azsd
Bl Al AEHOZ ME WEEO] 245N on, 3
6417} 9AZMolA e SAHCE /RIS UAE LIENITHFig. 2).
XO/HX7} wi AHeZZAFE Mz olils
neurofilament2) HILE neurofilament enzymeimmuno
assay & 0|83l BASE AT, AZY UFMAN o) At
Hom XO/HXel Qdle £ag et HeE2488 M=o
st H&5N MEBREBY Yoldde WAER sk vla
gl AlFAMIALY) o) Bk gl @3 UERIT) Ed) B
&89 AL 70ug/ml, 80ug/mtS] sTolA EAXLE FIAF
5718 Vel o mEEEBEY 3 60ug/ul, 70ug/ul, 80ug/
me skol4d EAXCZE RAS 718 JERICHFig. 3).
DNAZMEE A2 Fiol} 23l HIRsle] DNAEALL
DNA&A0] el 87108 A AREA Bo) 8831
UK. B AfcME FNFEEQ ELBH MEELEC
DNAgHdl plXl& g8 ZABIE=E, I 23 XO/HX=
UFA Zo] DNARE E #AaA7e 2HE At ol ot
T XO/HX9Q 415ld &4Jo] DNAY] @riol &€ FIAHU
wE MEY B35S A 20U SR 4zuec?. 3,
XO/HXell 2]$t DNA e d Aol thish SHUREE9 F&dl U
oM BB NEELES XO/HX| L&417171 3413} Hol
AAHZA He)s 23 DNATH S XO/HXTHe Xz)ol H]a}
o gaAsl B718IKC). §81, BB MKESE 5 25ue
/mé, 50ug/ml, 100p8/meQ] oA DNAY] FHEEE tlFE ol
dlgled FOlsl S7ISITHFig. 4).2 AR o)Ze A=
OllE BIFEEQ] EAEBI kELE0] XO/HXA 2
DNA& Ao e MERESHE9 [ ZRE Yoldls 28o)
A AoE BAAK. cfose MEUN o] Gle £HF
ZEA 715E H 11 giol dlE0]1&Ql A=l BSdlke
HAE LA Aot WEhA] c-foss 44149 Aol ol
ST CIE ASHEAAT &4 BN 4t
A o] 9d SuEE AEHAE 2H5lE REAEAM
9 dgg gict. XO/HXoll 95l 4% mlY HeE5200584
Azo] i BLBY FHUE cfos QHMEY SHJA ZAL
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71 Y8k 25mU/mé XO/HXS solA vy HeadilE
H AZE LEAY B, 248109 = S0A MCVAIE ViEhH
KchFig. 5). XO/HX7t sl@} M2 2UAE Mol vlx= &
S cfos YHAM 2O =HHIE
85l 248 Z3, c-fos GFEHET 7151920 XO/HX
A5l £ Y HREIEE Mol it B ik
BEBY YolgHE cfos GEMNET} 24T AE Bl &
g & UACkFig. 6).

olael 48 ZAE Sl 2H, XO/HXY 22 ks
7l 4FSHE 4ol Q3] AIFSHE Vel MERESEES
Ao, olo] Uit LB % MEKELEEY Fde
neurofilament®] ¢}& Z7}, DNA & E2 &7%, c-fos@ AL
o ZaAA NZMESE E7HIZITE ol ZE A= BHah
2 IRELEC] AINAIRTIY EHE MANEeZH HAM 29
7I17] ZOZ ALEEN, BEBMNOE HE, WA
Z4zZ1Z9) agEol dFs dvld a3t AS
It} ¥, olol tigt HES 7IHTEE Holide
Fodeist 2 oelshE EHolA T g7t o] FolH
ACE Ag"rh

immunohistochemistry & 0]
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Xanthine oxidase(XO)@} hypoxanthine(HX)Q] {}g}d £}
off thgl 71ME THSE] Ak 414 HFY Hezali &
4 2] oyt ZZRIFA 2] Hg] 559 XO/HX7t Z3Hd
il oA 6417 SO AMelsh thg XO/HX7t i HeE 24
BE AXd njAE GEE £AGINCH K XO/HXY =4
o) St IR EE0) BEEN NKEERY Fike 24}
¢ A tS® 2

XO/HXe XTT E4Hol 9jsie] 49 uiey
ZE Azl M2igt L9 At vlEEle RS MZUES
9 48 BReH, MY A2 EE MEd Hels sk
S Al7Yol Hizlskd neurofilament 4TS o) 9 1A
AR YA AAE b F5l0], DNA 459 24, cfos 2
M2 £718 UERITE XO/HXQ) 4AZEHol el BeB
I mkELEES XO/HXTIY] Azldl HI8kH neurofilament}
Y& £71, DNA 659 571, cfos QM EY FAATH T
AHE VERICH

ol4e] ZAUZRE] XO/HXE YFolA] ZEish iy
XA Mo JFEHE UERISH, SAlol B&BH mik
BE&B2 XO/HXY 43d &4e UL Bojgt AL
Y0E] ML dAZE HEY £M2F QIS HEkRA &
BE 4 U ALE AR¥ETL
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