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Abstract: The ethanol extracts of 37 plants were screened for their inhibitory effects on human breast cancer cells by
CCK-8 method. Some plant extracts presented significantproliferation inhibition activity, such as Koelreuteriabipinnata
Franch. var. integrifoliola ( Merr. ) T. Chen. , Kadsuralongipedunculata Finet et Gagnep. , Aphanantheaspera ( Thunb. )
Planch. ,Sargentodoxacuneata ( Oliv. ) Rehd. andRhododendron molle ( Blum) G. Don. . The inhibition rates of above
plants were 76.68 +0.16% ,71.02 £0.12% ,62.70 +1.26% ,61.54 £0.35% and 55.79 £1.71% at the concentra-
tion of 100 mg/L,respectively. Further bio-assay guided screening showed that the n-butanol fraction of K. bipinnata ex-
hibited thesignificant cytotoxicity with ICs, value of 19.93 mg/L. The inhibitory activities of the different extracts on fatty
acid synthase were also measured. The results showed that the n-butanol fraction of K. bipinnata had the highest inhibi-
tion activity with inhibition rate of 84.32% at a concentration of 100 mg/L. The results provided a basisfor further inves-
tigation of noveland high efficient anti-tumor drugs.

Key words: plant extracts; breast cancer;anti-tumor activity ; fatty acid synthase ; KoelreuteriabipinnataFranch. var. inte-

grifoliola( Merr. ) T. Chen.
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Sy 7 HE g RIVE PN 2508 , T s 25 ) i iF .38
Vit AL 552 1%) 240 JH 2 245 10 2 1) ELAT [ DI BE g
UE2TE7/8

NE Wil & B (fatty acid synthase, FAS) B— K
PR AY, BT AR BT REIRA AL, 7 A LA
LT A TN R AT A A NADPH R ie 4,
AL K B AR IR ™ o FAS |2 4746 T Al
YA 2 e S5 S W IR R 107 1R 5 B A DG Sl
K WWFFE R, FAS 76 N FUIRS (B9 i <5 b 78
B S R R R M, TE R R ZBE A 2 4
fiirh FAS JLP- ARk FAS R RBFBE
I Z2 B I DT TR , 3 ] B 2 DAy 7 40 i 170 P st B 42
BERERE . FAS 756 4 S G A rh 5k B i 22
ST H B A A I YA T T A

SRy Y T Y AR 25 W, A Sk F S g
FEIA Y FAS Fik 5 fie e (19 AN FLAR 4L ( MDA-MB-
231) M5 1 37 R B30 1S M, I ELAG I
e B TR PEAE AR E T FAS A RI1E R, B 7
B N K BT BT IR 25 ) B HE BRI AR .
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1.1 5wt
¥ # Broussonetiapapyifera ( Linn. ) L’ Hert. ex

Vent. ( M ). #% A  Trachelospermumjasminoides
(Lindl. ) Lem. (22, M) . ¥ f# B9 Rhododendron

molle( Blum) G. Don. (25 M) 28 Sweet wisteria
sinensis (Sims) Sweet. (Z£ M) [ JE ¢ Chelidonium-
majus L. (4=¥0) 755 T Sophoraalopecuroides L. ( 5
) L Je AT Bk Neriumindicum Mill. (B | fE i 44
Aphanantheaspera ( Thunb. ) Planch. ( ') | K I B
Sargentodoxacuneata( Oliv. ) Rehd. (Z£ M) (B FLBE
¥ KadsuralongipedunculataFinet et Gagnep. (') .44
W) Gelsemiumelegans( Gardn. & Champ. ) Benth. (7£ .
M) 2 11 28 KoelreuteriabipinnataFranch. var. integri-
foliola( Merr. ) T. Chen (M) , 475 M Mallotusapelta
(Lour. ) Muell. Arg. var. apelta ( i) | &t - Hi55 Par-

thenocissuslaetevirensRehd ( 25 . M) | K JHE B Consoli-

daajacis ( L. ) Schur ( 4= %) | {1 & 3 Acorustatari-
nowiiSchot (4 KL) 25 5L Caesalpiniadecapetala ( Roth)
Alston( Z£ 1) | 541 Sapiumsebiferum ( Linn. ) Roxb.
() JF:3E ElaeocarpusdecipiensHemsl. () | 3 [FE %
T Campsisradicans (L. ) Seem. (Z£ ) ,7KZ Poly-
gonumhydropiper L. (25 M) 7 ¥ Humulusscandens
(Lour. ) Merr. (4 %) .t M # Aesculuschinensis
Bunge (1) |1l & 2% Magnolia delavayiFranch. () |
Y5 BE Euonymus fortunei ( Turcz. ) Hand. -Mazz. Pu-
erarialobata( Willd. ) Ohwi ( Z£ ) 2B 3E Ficussar-
mentosaBuch. -Ham. ex J. E. Sm. var. henryi ( King ex
Oliv. ) Corner (M) .Eh Bk A Rhuschinensis Mil ( i) |
17K B 8 Bk JuglanscathayensisDode var. formosana
(Hayata) A. etR. H. Chang () . & 48 Pteroceltista-
tarinowii Maxim. ( M) | ¥ & B Paederiascandens
(Lour. ) Merr. (25 M) (T4 £ T BE Millettiadielsi-
ana Harms (25 '} B30 I€ LI 8 Parthenocissusthom-
sonii( Laws. ) Planch. ( Z£ ") | IU#H ML Linderaglauca
(Sieb. et Zucc. ) Bl (ZZ . M)  Femt 1 EH M Linder-
aangustifolia Cheng ( 25, M) | K F I ML Lindera
praecox( Sieb. et Zucc. ) Bl (Z£ M) K E Ambrosia
artemisiifolia L. (4=¥) o VL I SC0 BT A 9B R
R TR, H 2B AR BE ] — BRI 5 51 48
JE o
1.2 &F

DMEM & i 15 7% 3k (1507989 ) | Jifi 4 Ifil V&
(1527494) BT Gibeo; CCK-8 13 € (GW769) Ity
F Dojindo 237 ; PBS 0. 25% JM-EDTA %82 4t
TR CBERTEE A (SLBB2002V) | — HIEESE A ( DM-
SO) iR LAl A(021M5057v) .NADPH 1~
B AHERE(DTT) I Sigma 237596 FLANMERE IR |
A3 TR T Corning 24 W), JE/K LW Ak |
LR TR IE T BSA At 1 T mt Ak TR A FR
ARSI

MR - 92 56 N L8 40 ik MDA-MB-231
W v [ BF 22 B AN A, AR SRR A
10% B4 17 DMEM =ik fsrh, 3 5% CO,,37
°C 1B I 70 P00 B Y 3% 3% A6 rb B 3R, 0 BE A1 )
0. 25% JERBHH AL

N TR A (FAS) « b [ RL 2 B 2 A A B
7 o Tt 2 DRI ZH DA B X0 I g Bl HL R 55 A
fi# 17K H Tian 38R,
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1.3 UE5iEE

FLZS R T X (3 [ LABCONCO) ; Tigh% 78 &
X CHAZR U384k EYELA N-1000 ) ; 4 75 8 3 DE 4%
(Bl 7 i AR AT BR A B] KQ-500) 5 LR #AE &5
(MR AR K L H R 20 W) BCN-1360 ) 5 — %8 fk.fik
Frigedd (R e HF90) ; 8] e W B (4 3K R
DM 500ICC50 HD) ; 2 Dy RE 2 AR ML ( 35 [E 431X A%
M5) ; 4 i it4es (22 E Invitrogen)
1.4 ZHHE
1.4.1 HAESH &

FEPRE i 28 B SR BT 5 by W Ao 0, 0 B BB
i 100 g, KK FH 95% 80% . 70% £, 1 ¥ b Wt
1: 2032 4% 24 h, 5 IFERIGR , T 50 C ik ik 46 1548
YRR IR R VR T 8 TAR ORI B
PRAFT-20 C ¢ M.

R I A /D e Al K s A, F R i ZEHORA =
13 AR A EE A, 2R T IF T BEAE I, 5
23 W, AIFFEIUR . WEZRIR R UR T A5 IR
[ FAFBALAE i, B FH o
1.4.2  wmpaiE Hnlz

MDA-MB-231 F 10% & 4F IfiL % /9 DMEM £
H£ 100 U/mL FH&EZE M 100 mg/mL 5555 Z7E 37 C
AR AR BB SRR R R o RSP iR 4t P
B S ok A CCK-8 k. B A= K 1) MDA-
MB-231 4 g il ALk E A 5 x 10" 4~/mL ) 40 ffg &
WL AR T 96 £, LA 200 pL, A4k
FEAEESR 24 ho RRANMINGBE 5, W AR AL, A
AN LT ARG 7R B ) 25 200 WL, 4R35 12
h &, W22 250, BEFLINA 10% f) CCK-8 f 5% 3%
100 L, 4kEE0E1k 4 h, ZY)HEiE AL 450 nm T
e S FLE R (A) o gl 4 DML, FIBF
B A INAR S 25 R 55373 ) At BELH (LA
PR A AR ) .

T+ HY i 4w R 3 3h A k) & = ( Ason
T A X100%

17 356 4 AR AN [R]85 700 2 BBGH 57 1) SI2 3, 3 i) 4%
0.10.20 40 .60 .80 .100 mg/L ¥ B 17555 .
1.4.3  FAS 4] &k 2

FAS 35 PE 2 R e, LA S pmol/L 2
TE4HEE A, 10 wmol/L PN iR PAMESIES A ,35 wmol/L
NADPH NJEY) , & A 1 mmol/L EDTA,1 mmol/L
DTT,100 mmol/L KH,PO,-K,HPO, 2w (pH =

- Afé%é?zb)

7.0)H1 37 C FIE, A 15 ~20 pg FAS B 31K
N, W 340 nm AN ARG, KW 1 NADPH
AL NADP + | BEJR IO R ER 6. 02 x 10, f )
R RE A5 B Wl S 0 T E T FAS A B M, SR EA
R 2 mL,

Bl il ¢ & 100 mg/ L AH) 4 BCHI VA, Jin A
RF R BRI FAS J5 3h 5B, 058 W% 1R A
Phas IS RIIAS S5 R Ay X IR . A/A, S ROV S 1Y
PlRTENE, (1-A7A,) x 100% A4l 26 1, dea il 2
R RO A Al D 45 A 0 25 R, 8 H Sy Al 5
.

1.4.4 %itzam

AR PATER 4 KRR X + s %
IR, R AR R = M 22K 5075 (DMRT #3%) #H 1 £
FIAL, A 1Cy X2 Origin B4 B4 1) 205
e Logit fEEIHUG K H .

2 GRS

2.1 EWRIY T MDA-MB-231 A Z| AR % 4 R 1
EAHIIER

FIFH CCK-8 3:%F 37 Fii 47y B4 U a2k £ 7 44 411
PO 90 5 O e, S AR 1 WOR FERWRE N
1000 mg/L B, K 2 HOHE ¥ £ B ) %) MDA-MB-231
Byl B B f 01 vE M. 8k DMRT 35 b7 2
FAHT R, R RE T AR R R R I LK
TOEEE CECA RS RILZE A R SR LR
MDA-MB-231 F4fil 524 R 55 BH P T 1R 1 2 st o
Y 4 1000 me/L F %t MDA-MB-231 Jili i {22 5
ZNTE R R U K A S ! e < 8
96.73 +0.52% .93.86 +0.65% .93.77 +0. 34% .
93.37 +0. 10% .92.86 +0.27% .92.29 +0.33% .
91.67 +0.28% 91.20 +00. 13% 90.22 +0.22% .
89.50 +0.43% . [AZESELAER BEH 1000 mg/L i,
Xf MDA-MB-231 g il il %4 94.36 0. 11% .,

TEAWRE Ny 100 mg/L I}, K 2 552 0P
MDA-MB-231 {30 il 35 14 34 3 55 555 , 8 1L 28 A R
R i BB 41 ) 2R A v, LA 5 43 76. 68
+0.16% 71.02 0. 12% , [ 3E ™ ELAE W B 100
mg/L T, % MDA-MB-231 4t Jiid 41l ] 2 &y 75. 20 =
0.77% . it DMRT k4T Z E A lL 3, o 8
LI ZEFIRE b T X MDA-MB-231 41 Jfd (% 410 %1 £
5 AP HIE 22 58 0 R I 25 A
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CCKS %4l 37 MRt MDA-MB-231 AZLAREEAMINHIIER (x = s,n=4)
Table 1  The inhibitory effects of crude extracts from 37 kinds of plant
extracts on MDA-MB-231 cells with CCK8 - assay(; + s,n=4)

) EEHES
izl B 24 R e Inhibition rate( % )
No. Sample name Extraction rate( % )
100 mg/L 1000 mg/L
1 Fam 11.86 43.60 +0.75¢f 60.78 +1.57jkl
2 %A 12.98 1.90 £0.77nop 91.20 £00. 13ab
3 kLAY 23.34 61.54 +0.35¢ 92.29 +0.33a
4 s 10.21 .50 +0.38pq 26.60 +1.61q
5 E)EP 16.86 43.54 +1.59¢f 90.22 +0.22ab
6 WET 12,88 5.69 +1.89no 60.66 +1.34jkl
7 JeAr bk 17.98 28.15 +3.01i 64.43 +0.39hij
8 Rl 25.39 62.70 +1.26¢ 96.73 +0.52a
9 Kl i 18.98 55.79 +1.71d 93.77 +0.34a
10 T 21.92 71.02 £0. 12b 93.86 0. 65a
11 Al 13.10 2.29 +1.01nop 58.00 =2.911mn
12 e 27.12 76.68 +0. 16a 91.67 +0.28a
13 ERLi 27.73 41.28 +0. 66ef 68.80 +1.68gh
14 st g 17.12 3.98 +2.97nop 55.23 +3.58mn
15 TR 14.92 31.38 +2.85hi 93.37 +0. 10a
16 T 12.83 17.61 £1.35jk 59.52 +0.90lkm
17 2E5 16.92 41.70 +2. 84ef 73.49 +0. 61ef
18 134 17.02 35.39 +3.85gh 54.75 +0.86n
19 iR 28.93 22.92 +1.68j 53.81 +1.49n0
20 £ [H B 13.77 19.53 £1.69jk 63.08 1. 48ijk
21 k3 15.02 6.31 +1.68mn 79.56 +0. 88cd
22 A 17.01 46.37 £0.46de 92.86 +0.27a
23 LR 17.82 4.93 +1.12q 40.79 +1.60p
24 E 2 19.25 4.15 +4.75n0p 42.78 £1.05p
25 I 13.03 44.64 +1.02e 67.16 = 1. 61 ghi
26 B 14.92 28.45 +0.67i 69.49 +1.98fg
27 B 21.21 11.27 +2.43Im 42.36 +3.33p
28 BN 23.12 -1.62 +0.77pq 6.78 +2.86s
29 IRk 25.92 1.90 + 1. 53n0p 26.18 +2.68q
30 i 15.11 -1.52 +1.58pq 6.79 +0. 84s
31 PPN 12.83 0.69 £2.03pq 11.62 1. 17r
32 HRE T 13.21 18.10 0. 84jk 59.70 +1.70jklm
33 e g 10.18 -1.26 £0.99pq 50.11 £1.970
34 LB AR 21.87 19.35 £2.12jk 89.50 +0.43ab
35 e LA AR 19.21 21.14 +£2.41j 81.19 +0.50¢
36 FARTHIHL 16.21 13.98 +1.03kl 76.02 +0.71de
37 Jix 2 13.98 0.21 0. 240pq 63.60 +0. 40ijk
PH4: % A SE S 75.20 £0.77ab 94.36 +0. 11a

TEBUE = P E = ARER (n =4) R [CHTE W55 (DMRT %) #1728 WA, 5 A R F R OR 22 BN B3 R 50 10 28 KR

P=0.05,

Note ; Values were mean =S. E. (n =4). Values in a line followed by same letters are notsignificantly different( P =0.05) according to duncan’ sMultiple

comparison( DMRT) .
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R UK 37 R Y I AT 200 i S R U 7 B o 495 645

FLRTFXF MDA-MB-231 ELA7 i 2 A 10 4 3% 4 ; s -
B R IR A R Bt AT 2 A 3 1 o R
A3k 62.70 £1.26% 61.54 £0.35% 55.79 +
1.71% .

DA 25 5T 50, B0 28 R R RS R
AN AL RS IX 5 R 1T RE 55 A8 BT IR 76 1 Bl 4
{HAR I — LB BRI AT .

2.2 AREAEFIZEBWEBAIXF MDA-MB-231 #1414EF

CCK-8 yLAkZe bt 97 ¥ 1L 28 g LR T VRE AR
T I I A B AN [] 25 BCER £57 X% MDA-MB-231 A
LRI 4 L 1 2 400 o D, 5 SR & 1 RO R
BB LR T R I EE X MDA-MB-231 2 Jitg 384 % 3%
A—EMHIVER . A B 28R B AR RS P

1.2 Petroleum [ Bhyl acetate @ N-butanol Water

ether fraction fraction fraction fraction

I
%
1

oo o
[SS NN

Coutrol 10 20 40 60 80 100

Concentration(mg/L)

Relative inhibition(%)

150, 1C5, ¥59/NF 50 mg/L, Hff 5 A1 1 ik A1 2T £ TR 2K
YBORH A A 25N o G vl 4 S 4 P e it 1 8 57 43 531
N BEM R LR LR, 165, 0 21. 07 mg/L; g Tk
TAMBEAH , 1C5, Oy 29. 63 mg/L; KMk LR £ g
H,1C5 A 23. 01 mg/L, I T BEAK A i 76 F 42
55, FEARHR BE N3 B — @ (B SRR 5 B AL RS Fi %
LI ZRAR (] #6457 4 % MDA-MB-231 A5 4 58 1) il 4
FH AR A6 X MDA-MB-231 411 il 75 FH 58 55 44 K
N B > 28R SR > 1E T REAR > KA , 15
ORI AR, 1C5, : 25. 87 mg/L; B 1L ZEA [a] &8
F%) MDA-MB-231 S 36 PEAK YR - 1E T EEAH > &
iR LT > A kA > ZKAH , 154 fi o 1E T A
1C4,:19.93 mg/L,

1.2 { N petroleum O Bhyl acetate B N-butanol Water

ether fraction fraction fraction fraction

1.04
1N
0.8 §
0.64N
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024N
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1 EAEBES(A) KERHRE(B) JELILER(C) JFRMKF (D) RAMER (E) B AR A F ZEBERALXT MDA-MB-231 4 i 3878 %

e

Fig. 1 Effects of R. molle( A) , A. aspera(B) ,K. bipinnata( C) ,K. longipedunculata(D) and S. cuneata(E) on cell proliferation of

MDA-MB-231

B2 2 Lok S e 40 o o 305 1R 78 A2 % MDA-
MB-231 AZL S 4 A ge il M S i i 1
JE XS R IR R, T LAAE HE ) R ZH A A= 1 R, 40
TR BE AR 1 IR DL, AR 45 2541 (2-6)
AN AL AL I, 151 2.5 .6 20 0% H I sk, &
TETHIRIGERT, K 3 4 A A AR R X LE 4R
JE S AR TR

AR ST AT B BT R 25 B R i
o HITHPIIRI 25 W 4L 00 2 R, A BIL ) A
FEAERE L AT IR BT R 251 14 i 0k LR E

SCHRi 2 4 v I A A R I T R TR M B A
A h T FE L G 25 IR o AT SRR TE MR LB $ 1
SRES IR A A W RS T T P A B KR
P =T A P BT R 5 5 R R A P4
FROLE A Z R EER, N AL T RREEAR R AL
ASAEZAE b 2RO U3 i Rk A B
B AN FIREE B 2 REAE o RE MR 3 1L 8
— PRy AR Tl 6 A 27 B A0 1 T 5 s A
X NSNS A MDA-MB-231 AL
JI e A0 0 A 6 A R AR DA o S e i 7 S
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2 BIEBMETHRA()RAEHHE2-6) WARESR
Fig. 2 Cellular morphology of control(1) and drug treatment group(2-6)
E: (1) MDA-MB-231 §iF & DMSO(0. 1% , ¥ 1% 1R ) BB TR 12 hs (2 ~6) Uy MDA-MB-231 5 & HOF-AS 71 il BEAR B 2 TR 2 TR
AH B ILIZRIE T AR (i FL T SR Z FR AR R Il R Z AR, S B IR R 12 h(100 mg/L) o
Notes; (1) MDA-MB-231 incubated with 0. 1% DMSO( control ) for 12h; (2 ~6) MDA-MB-231 incubated with petroleum ether fraction of R. molle,

ethylacetate fraction of A. aspera ,n-butanol fraction of K. bipinnata ,ethylacetate fraction of K. longipedunculata , ethylacetate fraction of S. cuneatafor 12

h(100 mg/L)

FoRREL ) AN [+) 2 I A5 e N 7L % 200 L P 400 40 4 1
fii 1 A TS AR RGR , H: 1C50 1 <30 mg/LL, I HLXF
MDA-MB-231 i ifi £ F 122 551 i AR 56 2%, 5 e 410 1
RITIK ] 80% LI L, Bk oy B AT 4k 22 BF 58 1
(1™ o BT RRRAC I B 1 3 B0 AL 2 LR
PEAR , o TR 7 A0 B AY S 2R MR A A A
AR R B 5 W AR, A ROy R RE S i
2 FE RN A s BN 2R IE T BEAR X MDA-
MB-231 e SN e , A 280 R B A A
XK, AT RESA BB ¢ 2 R W) B 45, X BB it
— .
2.3 AEIEFIZEEERGLXS FAS By HI1E A

R SCHRHRGE , % FAS FLAT 10 i 4 T 4 el 0 4
Sy 0f PR R LA AT — S B A, A Ryu 25
P20 ARTARL AR 43 B 18 RS AR 4y, i
TR N R3340 L B0 508 | 235 i A 2 B A
Shiow Y 45 52 56 Uk 52 50 A% $i HUA) AE 65 A 2804 i A
AS549 Jifi b K A LR35, PR AR U Ak B R

JB6 P+ % Kz 40 B, mf BHL 1k TPA 375 5 1) 20 it 218 4 s
1A

Petroleum ether fraction
[ Ethyl acetate fraction
80 | @N-butanol fraction
70 |AWater fraction

N

2%

72

Relative inhibition(%)
w
o

N

3 EMBS(A) REMA(B)EILER(C) BEKF
(D) RKINEE(E) A E& 7 ZEBABALXT FAS #1&
E RS0
Fig. 3 Effects of different extracts of R. molle( A) ,A. aspera
(B),K. bipinnata (C) , K. longipedunculata(D) and
S. cuneata( E)on FAS inhibition

AL S CICRE I SE 5 Rl AN [R) V5 70) 2 U
FL (VR BE S 100 mg/L) XF FAS F4 4 H, 45 5 4n
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R UK 37 R Y I AT 200 i S R U 7 B o 495 647

B3 Fin, 5 Pt 4 32 U AS [R5 770 56 A7 X FAS #5
TP T W IR . LR T A
LR BEAHFNIE T EEAH . I, 1IE T EEAHXT FAS 417
R m, N 84, 32% , L TR Z TR A R
T1. 21% 5 B TR R A 19 20 TR TR AR L K i 7
(A IE T P ELAT 5 I 6 1, X6 FAS 9] R 43
B4 :66.78% 64.21% 68. 45% ; H; Ft % (1 1F T i
FHATK A XT FAS A — 2 W 30 i 4B F , 43 51 4
53.31% \50.01% . @it LA EBCRIERT, DL 4536 v
TRALXT FAS [l ik B2+ <100 mg/L,

T ZEIE T EEAE XS FAS S0 16 M B 3, S T
PEEUY TSR B R 1Y, X 5 AR Y N FL AR AR AN )
TS BB — B A M DAL F (045 SR HE T,
LU ZRH I ] BEAFAE SR 50 5 22 P s o3 B IR VE
AN FAS 15 7 A5 40 ML i

3 #ig

AHIFEIN 37 TRy BEAR B b i i 11 Ao
Xt MDA-MB-231 A L Jid 20 i 384 58 5 A 40 46 4
A (FF58:1.3.5.8.9.10,12,13 17 22.25) ,
B2 TR R AR R IR A B AL S 5 i
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