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transferase , CAT) , SX J5 5% Y4 HeLa %5 N0 HK, =370 EMP R HLUR (A8 SO B UUR ) 46 55 40 10, EMP 3758 R
6 x 10* V/m, Jiksp b FHAFE] R 20 ns, Bk 58 30 s, 45050 2.5 Ak min, §8 55 2 min, ZbPEJF 20 min A ULER
I CAT (IEPE, 258 EMP 48 S UL A5 20 min, 5558 T Pyy ( =711 ~ =223 bp) Fll P,y ( —362 ~
-100) i Hela ZHAH: CAT 36 1B & X REACE B I (P <0.01) , 4518 EMP 5@ m 51 c-fos LR
XN 362 ~ —225 Bl @A,

[xsiR] HREkP;  c-fos ZEH

I XA S E

Py -tkCAT; P,y -tkCAT; Py -tkCAT

Effects of EMP on Regulatory Regions of c-fos Gene ZHAO Mei-lan, CAO Xiao-zhe, WANG De-wen, LIU Jie,

HA Xiao-qin, WU Dan-li, ZHANG Yan. Institute of Radiation Medicine, Academy of Military Medical Sciences, Bei-

Jing 100850, China
[ Abstract )

netic pulse (EMP) and to explore the possible underlying mechanisms.

To determine whether regulatory regions of c-fos gene were responsive to electromag-
Methods

transfected with plasmids containing upstream regulating regions of c-fos up to —700bp, coupled with the prokaryotic

Objective

Hela cells were transiently

reporter gene CAT( chloramphenical acetyl-transferase). Cells were exposed to EMP( simulator which provides 5 pul-

ses/2 min with a high electric field intensity 60kV/m, 20-nsec rise time and 30ms pulse width. ). CAT was meas-

ured by enzymatic determinations. Acetylated * C-chlormphenicol was measured by thin layer chromatography. Re-

sults

CAT expression above control levels in transfected cells (region —362 ~ —225bp) was observed at 20 min

following exposure to EMP, especially in P500 ( — 711 ~ —223bp) and P250 ( — 362 ~ —100) group( P <0.01).

Conclusion EMP affects the regulation regions of c-fos gene.
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T e-fos 25 B my F R HLH], FATEEH c-fos JE G 3)
X5 R % &R & B A5 % 1 ( chloramphenical acetyl-
transferase , CAT ) 4 4t (1Y) 5 2H Jo k7 55 4t Hela 20 10, H
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RNA i *& Sigma 2% & 7 filr, DMEM ( Dulbecco “s
Modified Eagle Medium ) |58 1 | 138 FIG 24 103
4 GIBCO 22wl =i, 6 fLEGFFFMRN Costar 23] 7= i
R AR &R Promega 23 7] ) DNA 4l 4k 185
B Py-tkCAT | P.g-tkCAT, P, -tkCAT 3 H &
Harel-Bellan # - ( Laboratoire ¢ Oncogenese, Differenci-
ation et Transduction du Signal *) Z B4 3 7).
0.1 mol/LI¥ CaCl, 100 ml; LB 7725 (& H K 10 o, ¥
FEHEHUI 5 g, NaCl 5 g)1 000 ml, 255 2K 18 ; 2K FEA R
FEHE (LB B350 200 ml, A 15 g/ L BUBRIRHY ) 428
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K@ A R H &R 171 000, ¥ H1:50 mmol/L %]
B ,25 mmol/L Tris-HCL 2% # & ( pHS. 0) ; 10 mmol/L
EDTA(pHS.0) , & K # 15 min,4°C 7KA8 ARAE, I
WL 0. 2 mol/L. NaOH (IIfi 1l 1 10 mol/L fiff A7 W i
B) 1% SDS, ;5 mol/L ZFRAT60 ml, vK £, ik
11.5 ml, 7K 28.5 ml,4°C VKA P ERAT . BT il A Ak o
#1243 mol/L, ZEH A 5 mol/L,

) Y B SO

FH TR O 400 2 0 Hela 20 22 ( R EBFE e 4
MIAEYIREFEIT) o ARG SR T 10% S 135 F 10% Jif24F
MLY% ) DMEM H7

= EMP 455 %A%

F T A W02 00058 (0 78 58 EMP BRI (F 5
PAREAUIR ) | 5RIEEE K 6 x 10 V/m, ik b Frita] Ky
20 ns, Bk T80 30 wm, H G K RO R 2.5 Ak
‘{':P/min,ﬁgﬂ' 2 min,;i 5 Ak,

VU SR G K LAk

1 JEZ R & O IM109 ¥ E LB K7 7% 3
(RNEPER) R 24 h, IR LB K553k, 4kek 2
4 h; @A 4 000 t/min 4°C .0 10 min )5, fil Hi ¥
(4°C) 1Y CaCl, , Wt E 5L 3 W @FJT 4°CTUE24 h,

2. JERI AL A RS2 2SS + TORLAE VK LK
B 30 min,42°C I 90 s J5 A LB KRSk ( LhiER)
37°CHCE 1 h, A LB Bi#IE(GE&NEER),37C
T IR ARG B R

3. TORCf 8 . FHEE R A PRk R 5, R 3 A
N, FHFER (200 t/min,37°C) #&14 7 ~ 8 hig #kfT
JECREL AR H
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B, B0 min(10 000 r/min) |, NG ZLA# IR X 0T
VEWE , B0 5 min (13 000 t/min) , LJE DNA (95% Z,
fist VK LJHCES min) | B0 5 70% CBEEG, TS
AR AR, - 20°CIRA T,

5. R RK/NBYSEE R BRI TR S DNA bR,
FHO. 7% B e bt AT e vk LSS S ok KN (L)

6. FURLAYEEAL . R AT 10 S5 A ORI JM109 B R,
M LB B 3R 3, 37C R ALK, B O 10 min
(4 000 r/min) WA FK, BIFYIME( cell resuspension
solution ) , 4 37 #5 1V JBC V45 i , o 240 JH0 224 i W ( cell lyssis
solution) , &5 5 B B 20 min Ji5 N2 1E ¥ ( neutrolization
solution) , E.[> 15 min (4 500 r/min) , DNA Zlifb# g,
Maxi 2 JEAE N AT 38, BEVERR IS INZK (65 ~70°C) % il
DNA, B> 5 min (4°C,2 500 r/min) , 2R 5 dE47 0ok &
HERNAL R E

7. TRLATTE A TOREATRA 1 ml (2 AR 4°CHY
JoK B, N 1/10 AR R S B2 84 (3 mol/L, pH 5.2)

150 ml, —%%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ,?fz}ﬁ%b 15 min (12 000 r/min,
4°C) HER TR, FKESR)S , —20°CIRAT
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FLEEFEHUN , I DMEM 1E 5% (1) CO, 37°C £ F 1555
24 h; HTCIME JohtAd: £ 19 DMEM #hk 6 FLE5 IR N
IR 2 Y%, A SRR B AR TR A5 W, TCA 37°C,5%
CO, B5FM P RESE 24 hy (EEFLANIE A% 20% i
T DMEM 5329, 76 37°C 5% CO, ¥ 3R 4 i 53
24 h; W £ DMEM/ b/ R IR A0, B A8 i)
T 10% 134 B DMEM B335, A 37°C 5% 1) CO, ¥
FEAHURSERE S 24 h,

7S JEMP Ha 55 K 240 s

BEr X HRFLANFE S AL, X HRFLFSUZ B 648 T
2 T EMP 85T, 5895 20 min, 4351 FH0. 01 mol/L
(1) PBS % 2 ml/fLPEY 2 WK, BALIMATL ml TEN %
(HH Tris ,EDTA \NaCl 21 : 40 mmol/L Tris - HCI, pH
7.5;1 mmol/L EDTA, pHS.0; 150 mmol/L NaCl) , 4
Mo B F UK S min, GBS F-15 40 Mg S 3= 101
T IR A A —H 1.5 ml (R B O 8 T, ks
5 min, 7 4°C £ 1FLL 12 000 o/min B35 J 550 20 ifd
1 min, 5 F35, H 100 wl #K¥2#90. 25 mol/L .pH 4 7.5
[ Tris « HCl 2% th i 2 V7 4L, 7F — 70°C VR 45 41 i
5 min, ZJ5 37°CRlf# 5 min, B 3 ¥KJ5 12 000 r/min .
ACHEMFTFELD S min, BH_FIEFHARIC, -20°CHR-AFE, L
A6 CAT V&1

+ CAT ¥

L B3 BOR AE 65°C I 10 min, B4 A
70 mlff) CAT R W[ CAT R IRA B4 53 11 mol/L
Tris « HCI(7E 800 ml /KHV#f#121 g Tris B, e ERIR
¥ pH P4 7. 8)20 ml;“C FRICHIAE R 30 ml; Z
LA A 20 ml ], 37°CIRVE2 h, RIERENIMA L ml
LR OTiEYRT 10 s,%ll} 5 min(12 000 r/min 4°C ),
BB AR R T, R CERE % 1E 25 mm J&
(T2 2 HT (TLC ) B Rl 114 L A Ak S, 7 S s Y
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(95:5) B9 TLC &L N UEATZEAT, ST A 2 TLC # I
1 75% AbAEE 1 2 BT, A2 =R R B, TLC Mgt F X
JeH, —70°CTHUE )5 d 5B gk

I\ G NGE 2453 B

FIH CMIAS- IT BEUZ KT CAT 16 PEBE &5 9 ]
15 2 2 B —— R 43 6 B RN AR 5 A, B 4
H SPSS 8.0 Geit# bt 220 ¥r .

# R

G5 VLK 2, EMF 48 5155 YL i) 20 B2 5 20 min, 5%
YL Py ( =711 ~ =223 bp) Al Poey ( =362 ~ —100) fY
Hela 4 fd, 3 CAT 75 P B 5 i T % B K S 49 35 1

(P<0.01), BFUGIras R ILIE 3,4 FIZ 1,
_
x> & -

HEX

AR
C EMP C EMP EMP C
P25IJ p350 PSOO
B2 CAT S A S
[mEsy
45 Il EMP 3
4.0}
350 i
w30t
8a2st
Ta0t
1.5}
1.0f
0.5t
0
PZSO PSSU PSI]O
B3 B0k CAT B
16 - mEoyi:t
14 + *% Il EMP 20
12
S0}
B 8r
= 6l
4 =
2 =
0
P2so Piso Pso0

B4 40k CAT BEA AR E 7

+R1 EMP 45X TR CAT BES A L
ARSI (n =3, % +5)

ok CAT B s B4 6% % (10D) CAT BE & 1 AL (mm? )

X e EMP X B8 EMP
Pysy 0.49+0.05 2.87+1.01*% 5.84+0.89 12.22+1.93%
Pisy  0.423+0.07 1.23+0.15 12.687 £0.39 11.52 +0.54
Pso 1.75+0.34  3.37+0.12% 3.563+1.34 9.37+0.95*

TE. 27220047, " P <0.01
Wi
XoF It 7L B ) PR 42 1) T e, R0k B BT AR AL AN
SRR R B A R 45 B 3 BT PRI S e, B
I E mRNA P BRSS9 7 4k HO B BB, I e —
FRCETS AN L2000 7 AR P 2 2% 00 19 5 ) R (1 RE
TSR AR 3R 5 bt S Ao 0 Tl 47 110 1
P (IR 2R OB RS I, CAT JE M) Mk, 7EFG Yead
Firh SRS L 5 55 EI]TVE%J@TEIH—W’FFH%?
ek VATERE I B bR AR o SRR UL CAT 20 M 7 i me A
B C-hric M E R R '3}}\%)5?5’5”“%}3@%']%5’]91133@5”%
Yy —iR B I A AR B RN, PR AL B B B AR AT
JZ0 3 (silica gel thinlayer chromatography ) 73 &5 Z. it {k
(acetylated chloramphenicol forms) Fl3E 2, ik fk 1) S 5
%%( parent forms of chloramphenicol ) ,4%—?&5%*&%’ X Ot
TG, T E AT CAT MTEE
FIr i B 6 48 5 (electromagnetic radiation ) Hf J2& H
HL A A TR T 20 A0 2k, HOL it T 1 7 58 B
5 AN R LM 23— ik 5 1) LR S A B, i SRR R
%ﬁﬁﬂ’( nonionizing radiation ) , T AR IR I
JELT AN D AR L B T EMP (electromag-
netic pulse ) J& T AEAE L 25 (FBLRE) 58 55 H a9 —FP | BB
AR B U, L P A o R R E’Jﬁﬁﬁ%
B> #100 0 EMP X AR 4 £ FH AR SR Ok 2
BRI 15 AHZVANMIAE R 1) EMP (597 ]
T, AT 7E 40 M A RS R AL B B A 1 A
100 mV A3 i 25 R 7, AT 68 PN DR 0 7 AR Al 3 1Y
P RRE , EMP i n] (i 240 i JI5E ™ A AN ml 3064 ol oy 2
ﬁﬁkfﬁﬁﬁ4ﬁx&fo HL B R S AE RS L AT i R
A S A, i A Z MR, oA w5 —Fh oy =
@%%"WHJJ}@?%E%FF N A0 A S E - A
2] Y60 DAY T 52 00 40 L) DD RE
HL#% 37 ( electromagnetic fields, EMF) AJ 52 c-fos
RS X, B B RAK 8 PE (time dependent ) | B FR
ZRWAEE S 2257 R R DA e T G R Y
B AAPER LB, EMP WIS T EMF 8 85, ScA i 5%
() B R 2 c-fos PG A 1% X & 5 52 EMP 1) 5%
Me) , 7] Bl G 4 oA 33 om0 - i 7 SR . F T
X ¢ -fos Je B V2 TR A WY 5T 15 45 H: R R 1 58 EMP
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=711 -362 -298 -287 -225 -97 -76 -63 -56
-363 —-298 —-289 -224 -99 =77 -62 -57 +42
P.,,-tkCAT ~711 ~ =223
Py -tkCAT =711 ~ —362
P, -tkCAT ~362 ~ —100
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