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Mechanism of ethanol extract of Ochrocarpus longifolius

improving glucose uptake in L6 cells
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Abstract  Garcinia species have historically been known for their diversity of chemical constituents and richness of
pharmacological activities. The research progress on the chemical components of Ochrocarpus longifolius is extremely
lacking in the market. Ochrocarpus longifolius has entered the medicinal market as a substitute for Mesua ferrea L., and its
potential pharmacological activity cannot be underestimated. To study the anti-diabetic activity of ethanol extract of
Ochrocarpus longifolius (OLEE) , L6 cells were used to test the ability of OLEE to promote glucose uptake, and then L6
cells stably expressing myc epitope tag were used to observe the ability of OLEE to promote GLUT4 fusion with the plasma
membrane by laser confocal microscopy. Finally, Western blot was used to detect the expression of GLUT4 and related
signaling pathways in L6 cells under OLEE treatment. Test results indicate that OLEE stimulation enhanced glucose uptake
and promoted the fusion of GLUT4 to the plasma membrane in L6 cells. At the protein level, OLEE enhanced the
expression of GLUT4 and the phosphorylation levels of AMPK and PKC. These results provide strong evidence and basis
for OLEE as a new anti-diabetes drug in the future.
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TEWE B (8 T, 2 BB IR i 909% LA b, R
BT2DM B E A —FPIFRAE O I I R E
O FR R AL T ) A T2DM & —Fh A
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K i % Ik W (Ochrocarpos longifolius Benth. &
Hook. f. ex T. Anderson) A i %%} ( Clusiaceae ) #% ik
¥ J& (Ochrocarpos Thou.) i KIEARS, EE /i fE B
JEPGR A FE AL R AR | SR 25 R R ERFE R
X FEARTE TR R “Nagakesara” , 78 E[J H 15 1Y
2 “Nagkesar”™ | ( E[1 B Bn] & BR B 25 # ) A Ot 4h
JE 25 B rh g R A TR R AR SR A2 B
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1.1 SEREMUER

K ERL6 B B8 LA AL LA S myc-GLUT4-mOrange-
L6 2 M - 58 RIB U T mye RAOARZEH) L6 B 5L
.

R T 2018 4F 8 3 1 1 Tk iy 48 Pl %8 35 4
R, SRR R 2 AR Rk 5 BOR 2 B e

R e G TR T 5 Ay A B A IR e K A kA
Ochrocarpos longifolius Benth. & Hook. f. ex T. Anderson
PIAETE . ARASAE T b s e RO R 24
2 [t A A5 S 2 (No. SC0875). JE7K 2 1 (i1 At B
) ; HEF O (Biosharp ) ; a-MEM £ 77 3 (I F§
YR ) 5 B A I E CHT YL R AL ) 5 R | Penicillin-
Streptomycin Solution ( 3& [ Gibco) 5 i &% 28 (20
Wi FE ) ; H ORI C b v R ) 5 Bk I TR (95
Selleckchem ) ; i % 1% 4 Ak il 12 7% & (B 1] 92 R}
24A) ; SDS-PAGE HE i R B it B il H & CGE = K ) 5
anti-GLUT4 | anti-Akt. rabbit phospho-Akt. anti-AMPK
a. rabbit-p-AMPKa . rabbit-p-PKC (Cell Signaling
Technology) ; B-actin (I3 3 3¢ ) 5 anti-c-mye (65T
FEM LD ) s FITC-goat-anti-mouse IgG (AL UM ).

YB-2000A £ M fig By AL (7K HE iz 5 ) ; R-3001
ik 2 2% S AL CRB N30 ) 5 LSM700 0T 3 58 4 18 43
i (1215 Zeiss) ; Z Ve MR (B - TECAN) 5 2 Jfd
B CH AT ) s A2 R OGEER R R 50 (5
Bio-Rad).
1.2 EWHE
1.2.1 OLEE #%) %

P A DR G AL AT 11 kg M3 R UK AR
Jei A R FRSY 8 A 90% 2 B H IR IO FR B 3 1K, 45
YA 20 L B2 7 d, SRR BL A Sk L PRg i
JEE I B 22 e 75 R AN 35 “CIUE MR 4 B A
ARz 58 LR BUZ E 3.8 ke
1.2.2 L6 % i s RA B3I

V452 IR0 L6 4 M FH 10% FBS 35 35 3T 37 °C .
5% CO,MR5 3256 o 20 A A KRS R4 . A2 1RaT
FHK TR 4 PBS e i , 1 % R AV 100 o e a2 1 7
b, B % 10% FBS ) o-MEM 5 77 3 17
B LA S mL & 10% FBS (1 a-MEM 15 5% R gk 7
B3t AR E 5 2% FBS (4 o-MEM 35 35 5L 15 5%
5~7 d, B2 L6 LA AL 73 Ak 3 2 2 VS 40 i
1.2.3 L6 H B4R E T

1 L6 4i ML B2 80 T 96 FLAR Y, B4 SC B0 2 %
8 AL, Al 15 B 2s X REZ, BHE X B2 A2 9
4. FEIIE A B 80% A7 5, 4 i o Ak 15 37 3k oy
H.5~7 d. SR 5 AN & I3 19 o-MEM 35 5% L1k 2
h, BE43 50N A 100 wL TG I o-MEM JEfilf 55 55 5 |
DMSO . 100 nM J# 1% 2% (insulin) F1 3 4N B 86 1 254
W5, A 37 °C,5% CO,KEF= 46 30 min, MJF 96
FLAR R B2 WL EE RO A B AR, O S B —
HEIA 2 WL A A AR R, FAEREFL PO A 200 pl
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A5 25 B A AL IR L 60 min N T 505 nm A0 I 1% S
{8 . A=RFHE SO EE S 34(H x 5.56/bRHERE IO
FES 35908, B FR S (O BR A 2 B — 4 A A5
B &0, FREASE Y DMSO 4 i 22 H 0 — T A 41 2%
{ELRR L DMSO 21 RIS 2] 4 4 A P A5 4
1.24 SR AEE

5 myc-GLUT4-mOrange 16 21 Jfd 43 Fh 21 [7 3% H-
o A R R R B A AR R R R A 4R 5~ d
FETCITG o-MEM 35572 BE TR A0 2 h J5 FH 259 ab 2
30 min, 3% (1) 22 5 H I T4 IR - 815 € R I 4 i
SR 5 H 50 mmol/L H Z R F 20 min LA BRI 5,
TEH % 2% BSA 19 PBS & 41 1 h. Z 5 #E € F L m
anti-myc [—PT(1: 2007 8) , & H0EE 1 h. SR )5
2% BSA ) PBS {5 ¥E S min, B2 3K . & FAEICH
¥ I anti-mouse-FITC — 3¢ (1: 200 % B ) ,IB & N
w1 h. B 5 2% BSA B9 PBS 1§ PEIE F 5 min, 8
23 PBSHES min, A 2 K BOGIL R A B
BEWLEE A L rh FITC S (05 G e i [ i GLUT4 5
RS TS L, ZEN BRAE43H
1.25 BEEGRHFRBOARK G LI Pk

W53 AL T8 L L6 4L T Il 7 o-MEM JE Atk 35
FRIEYUHR 2 0I5 439000 BE A et BECRIAS i) v 2 114 24
YA 30 min. 2 J5 B T ok b, 3R L3 PBS Uk
VRANAE, BENLAN A 1% 25 P 30 1 550 R0 1% W R 1
46 500 4 RIPA 24 #9100 L, AU EE T 1.5 mL
EP A, AR LR FEAE UK F 5. R VR
DAHLT 4 °C, 12000 r/min (244 F B0 15 min, B E
TH R RIS 20 i S EE F. S7% B EE R)  x)
FE S HEAT H O BN |, AR RO TR i
BV B AR T A5 08 AR R B R R, in AT
KT 5 x SDS-PAGE loading buffer, #& % /5 & T
95 C4xJE IN#ES 725 10 min, —20 CIR-AEE .

R 4 38570 & U8 B ) £ 10% SDS-PAGE #E Ji%
120 VHLIK . 5 W58 B 0T A e RS 0 7 At o
PIFEIR 300 mA A9 25154 B 90 min. B 5¢ W8, T 1
TBST (&4 0.1% Wi 20 (1) TBS) it il 1 5% A4 i N5
Wi W B A NC B 2 b, B B — Pt , B — BTl 1 x
TBST & tP 4% 1: 1000 (1) He A e 1 5 B, 4 CHE IR
B .S R JH 1 x TBST 25 th il T4% 0K I vk
10 min, R 3. G E 4, El T B PR x
TBST 2% wh i 44 1: 10000 [ He 76 B, 2R F 8 20 1
h2Z J5 F 1 x TBST 2 M T2 RVEHE 10 min, FE 3
W52 Ml AL A BE I R R e AT A2 ROk
. A H Image Lab 3 {4%F 55445 A T 48 115047

12,6 itz

It A B AR S R Sk S 34 (8 + b5 7 I 22 (mean+
SEM). GraphPadPrism 7.0 #XF #4758 14341 . ns
P> 0.05 ZWIBA W EM2E 5, +h P<0.05 KUIA i
FHE2E S, 0l P<0.01 3R W HAT R W 2 vk 22
S, R0l P<0.001 3R B B A AR B Y o R 25
i hy P<0.0001 28 B ELAT B0 1Y Bl 35 1 22 5

2 HERE5WIR
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3 fd ] 100 nM RS 2R L £ 50,75 .100 pe/mL
(44 A% kAR 2, T 4 IR v (OLEE ) &k 2 16 41 Jifd
J& A PR S R (1), e R AL FRA Le 4
i 5 2 R B HURE 0 R s X BB ALY 2.45 4%, 50,75,
100 wg/ml, OLEE &b B 21 ) 4 4 0 45 B RE 1 43 301 )2
25 2RI 1.17.1.50 . 1.63 4% . 7] UL 4% Jik
W 4 O A A — 2 {2 L6 2 o ) 4 4 15 L
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1 OLEE fiif L6 41 Jifa 7 A i H
Fig. 1 OLEE promoted glucose uptake activity assay in L6 cells

2.2 OLEE{R# Lo A GLUT4 5REMFE

45 RANE 2(a) Bz, 50 pg/mL OLEE #1100 nM
g 5 AL PR, L6 41 5T B 11 FITC 2% 5815 %
IR BIRR A2 IE L6 40 i b GLUT4 5 53 i (1) flt
A, 38 A TR RLG R = FITC 4% 60756 % 240 M 5l
mOrange Z1 (5 CANMEEL, THH A RI G E 2(b) , 4%
2H GLUTA 5 40 B i ml 5 225351 17.5%( Control) |
70.5% (Insulin) .48.4% (OLEE). 7] I, OLEE H.A5 {2
PEL6 A P Y GLUT4 5 i B Al A OSSR
2.3 OLEE{Ri# L6 4Bt GLUT4 IR %

23 GLUTA BRI & Ja 25 R an & 3 (a) s, 5
BAPEXT BRZHAH L, 4025 100 oM JBE R R AL HE S,
FAEHE T GLUT4 HE B3Rk, H OLEE 7E 50 pg/mL
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Fig. 2 OLEE promoted GLUT4 fusion to the plasma membrane in L6 cells
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Fig. 3 Effect of OLEE on the expression of GLUT4 protein in L6 cells

(e FE I L R R E T GLUT4 35 . K 3 ()t B4
UER T OLEE 7E 50 pg/m LR FEIHZZS FIX HEZH GLUT4
FEEFREEMN 12345, A —a et CLUT4 Rk RE
J1 SR Bl 2 I 38N GLUTS il 36 15 G 2 K .
2.4 OLEE REE Akt 15 S8 B HOBEER 1L

i 5 ZEAE A Akt 3 i 1) BHPE X R 28 Ak 5 p-
AktHUAIRF G (K 4(a)) , RIRVEE R OLEE AbH4H
MG, Akt (55 38 0 Bl R AL 38 o & A= I AR 4k, L
F4(b) it W £ T OLEE B T Akt 5538
BRI 525 N IRZHAR LT e R
2.5 OLEE B8R ¥t AMPK {5 5@ BR RO B ER 1L

7E OLEE 5 AMPK {5 ‘53 052 v, H 100 pg/
ml, —F UK (metformin ) /F A BEAAXT BR 28 AMPK
5 p-AMPK LRI & J5 , AR ) OLEE Kb 3 Ji5 1

AETE E AMPK 15 538 B ) Bz 1k (K1 5(a) ), HANA]
e FE 1) OLEE 2H 25 11 38 35 1 40 0l 2 25 X R 41 A9

2.21 1% (50 pg/mL) , 2.40 15 (75 pg/mL) , 1.99 £% (100
pe/mL) (1 5(b) ), #B W EIE N T AMPK {5 5 38 % 11
BERR AL .
2.6 OLEE BB {R ¥t PKC 15 518 BEHIBEER 1L

PKC {5518 51 55 GLUT4 (26 15 3 BT A 56
200 nM ¥ B 1 PMA 1E 4 PKC {55 538 [ 19 PH M XF
TR p-PKC LRI & J5 (K 6(a) ), Zad FHEZY
PMA 5 A [A] v BE 9 OLEE B35 , H PKC {553 %
()R A Rk A HE T4 X R LR AT s hin L 181 6(b)
UEW] OLEE 4 A W #34 hnd  Ras a7 %)
JE25 AT B9 1.68 45 (50 pg/mL) \1.80 15 (75 pg/
mL) LA K 1.96 4% (100 pg/mL) , H 59 FE A 32 156

3 H5iE

T2DM f) F EARE 2 — R ZHEPT(IR) , 5=
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Fig. 4 OLEE did not induce phosphorylation of the Akt signaling pathway
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Fig. 5 Phosphorylation of AMPK signaling pathway by OLEE
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Fig. 6 Phosphorylation of PKC signaling pathway by OLEE
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B LA P9 e 5 2515 5 3 I 37 40 SO A b i 2
I 4(GLUT4) Hy BLEL A B g™ 19 5% 2 nl 38 i fie
HE GLUT4 P20 A pA 350 <035 4 TC 2810 S 6, 184 UL PR A
I 177 240 L %o 47 2 A ) 8 B, T /DN B v 3 S R M
GLUT4 5% GLUTA 87 53 B 2 35 ok 8 42 5 76 W 4%

BOwk 4 B R s e, B SF 45 B IS T GLUT4
X T A W e i TEA LA A v o A S i Ao
HI I 5Y & 0 OLEE HA fi i L6 41 fits 1 25 4
BEHCRE S1 (0 & e AT T B EORORE 1R 3 0 V8 e
VEFILELAS B A . ASHIFG 18 1 16 R R 8% LA B AR
RWFFE AR, LA GLUTA A HE AT 5T OLEE FE ARSI K
S A 2 B R B A LB, 45 SR K ] OLEE HoA ik
35 L6 4 i f A BRI B 7 . o T UER] OLEE figfie
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1 L6 41l g GLUT4 5 J5 J5E fill & A 1T fie 128 4] 25 5 2k
B, 2 A A mye B2 ) myc-GLUT4-mOrange EI’:J L6
AN, e FOE IR AR BT T LA B Lo 4l i 28

insulin 5 OLEE JlJ#U5 . 25 {2 15 40 Jfd v FITC z%’é%
SRR B IEW] OLEE BRASfE #F Lo 4l GLUT4 5
20 T J5 I Bl S . Western blot 22 % 3 B OLEE X
GLUT4 = FfAH 5638 %% Akt AMPK . PKC #§ 2 1k 19 5%
M, 485 2R W 7R OLEE ¥ e i #F L6 21 ifd  AMPK Fil
PKC At . LA B 451 530k (18] 45 5 LT —
2, ARS8 A SO R WY AMPK 1 PKC {55 18 5 ¢
PEHE GLUTA (1 3235 DA T35 B RS A RCR . i Tl
i 2 1 S 06 i AMPK 3 3410 71 551 compound C fh
PKC 3 #3101 7] Go6983 2 56 i OLEE J& 75 4% 5 1k
i F AMPK F1 PKC {5 538 % R A2 i3 GLUT4
221k, 4k MR 98 OLEE [ B bR AR A2 & BR G B 1R
A P AR G . B, #1250 OLEE E25d i
AMPK Fl PKC i A5 538 B R R E GLUTS B 38,
H 2 o 0% H R I AMPK 5 PKC {5 538 ok i
YRI5 300K i — 20 A SRR N 5255, SR AIER] OLEE
TE S /K- A ELAG SO B R AR
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