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7w SCAHH NADPH oxidase: A Therapeutic Target in Diabetic Nephropathy

1. Oxidative stress and NOS in rat diabetic nephropathy: Effects of ACEI or ARB

2. Effect of combination therapy with dipyridamole and quinapril in diabetic
nephropathy

3. Radical scavenging effect of gliclazide in diabetic rats fed with a high cholesterol
diet.
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[ZT®IC] B bR b LR ITRERI-C M, O L5 SRR R 0D e A fie | 2 B S
REFERLTEBYIESE, < OMEEDESABICHEL TS, BEA L
AFI P A R TEARER, P TF oA y—8, v rutx s
—, F F2Z m—2A P450. nitric oxide synthase (NOS)72 2 LV BEA I DN,
72 PEAETRIT nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate (NADPH) oxidase & ®
ANR=FF LR T=F2 (0,)Th D, O IFAABECHIISE N ORESE . DNA
DOFALIZ X0 EEMRESEZEZ L2 MIEE S 7085751, i
fbOTEMH AL Z G EEZd, v v 77— O classic phagocytic NADPH oxidase
I% p22phox & gp9lphox D 2 - DDEMSr & pd4Tphox, p67phox, p40phox, small
GTP-binding protein ® Rac 72 & OMIIE L7 ) HERL 245, non-phagocytic
NADPH oxidase D% (3 phagocytic NADPH oxidase & [FlEETd 523, bivbiuix



"B T X NADPH oxidase D453 23 RERIK, 1N RAE . macula densa, [ -
Mo AL ZAFAE L . NADPH oxidase < nitric oxide (NO) & % EE R (NOS) & =
7ry ETHAEL, NODIEHZRFMES L T D Z &2 mmMEET LTl L,

[ ] BEIRIE T I3\ C NADPH oxidase DFHZ i LA L 2%
P92 Z LA 0 BERIEHEBIE OVE R &2 Miat L7z,

[51E] BERIGET UIEA M LT R v (60mgkg RE) OFIEIZ LV 1E
L 2BHE IO T AT L BRI ESE(ACEL quinapril 3mg/kg/day),
TUTUHT R ATL HEETEE (ARB, candesartan 0.05mg/kg/day) T 4 i %
TIRFR L NADPH oxidase DFEHLLERLA M L AICOWVWTHRE L, £/
dipyridamole (0.3g/kg/day) & ACEI(quinapril 3mg/kg/day)D Pf NI DOV Thigt
L7z, 4%EalL AT a—/LBEZ RN T » M5 L, NADPH oxidase J&Ei3
Hii & WL A b U R DPEAIZKT D PERIN & @ iE ME O AR RISV TR L
7o

[#RFLOBLE] TFIRILDIC, 1RERFOT v bET /B TERE
FEIEIZF31F D NADPH oxidase DEENZ DV TR L 72, Western blot & & 2 fat
TIFA MVT RV R UERBERE T ~ N(DM)D B g ¢ NADPH oxidase DN
23 F 5 F(DM 0.32 + 0.02 vs. control 0.21 + 0.01 arbitrary units; p< 0.0005), & D FEY)
TH D BN OBEA N L ADHENM I 5472 (renal hydrogen peroxide in DM
4.62 £ 0.02 vs. control 3.78 + 0.13 FI unit/ug protein, p<0.05), PN NOS(eNOS)?D
FEBUL DM 7 v FOBFETHEML TS, NO FE-IFA—/R—FF T Nick 5
HEEROTZOHEAD LTS, NO & Oy D ISLE Y peroxynitrite (ONOO)D
PEAE % BN nitrotyrosine @ Western blot Taili§ 5 & = b v — /LT ~HE R I
THEIHML Tz, BERFT v MCBIT 5 26 OBR{EA b L2 DOEEIC
B DHINT R ZEE LR T LT S Pt 2 A B8 L7Z(DM 1.23 +
0.39 vs. Control 0.12 + 0.02 mg/24h, p<0.005), ACEI & %\ i ARB i3 NADPH
oxidase p47phox % Hi % 1] L (DM+ACEI 024 + 0.02; p< 0.005 vs. DM;
DM+ARB 0.23 + 0.01; p< 0.002 vs. DM), B##kN DOEL{l A k L A (renal hydrogen
peroxide: DM+ACEI 3.85 + 0.22; p< 0.05 vs. DM; DM+ARB 3.72 £ 0.33 FI unit/pg



protein; p< 0.05 vs. DM) X O peroxynitrite (ONOO")D FEA % A B\l L7z,
ACEI 3 X" ARB (IEBELA N L ZADOIHNZ LD T V7 I UV REFEIZHD &
72 (DM+ACEI 0.29 £ 0.09, p< 0.02 vs. DM; DM+ARB 0.51 £ 0.16 mg/24h, p< 0.05
vs. DM), Z D Z &1d ATy SR DHEIRIFIEEE R Ol b 2 b L A2 X 5B R
EOBRIZHKE LTS LTWDHZ EE2RL TS,

ACEU/ARB [3HERIGTEBIE I RA Tl 503, BREE OMER % 52T I
TEDIFEMREDONL LD TIL/ARV, £ Z Tpartll & LT ACEILIZ NO OB {R#
ERZBEMSELEROH LY X2 — L A2 LETOEERBF L, ¥
Y XE—/VE ACELZHT 27+ AT+ VX7 7 —EZ240#H L NO D&
A RAyE P —ThD cGMP OO fRZMHIT 25 Z LIZX Y NO EH &1
58 L. 7>> NADPH oxidase D EZAHIHNIC LV eNOS OFEIHA ML, JREH
% 1E# 1k L(DM+ACEI+dipyridamole 0.22 + 0.06 mg/24h, NS vs. Control), fAIIHY72
B IREEH O#mZ = Lz,

T, 2 < OFERPEE TSELEZ GOl TR Y . ®IRLEB &b Ek 2
FUADEAZ BT LT OT, BEEOHEIZEELG LTS, £ I Tpart 1T &
LTEa VAT B — VIEDSFERFHEBIEICB WO TERL A b L ApEA & B fE

WCHMAIRE DT HF L7z, DM 7y M@ VAT 1 — /L&
(HC-DM)% #5425 L 43 H» 5 NADPH oxidase p47phox ¥ L@ D
DM 7 v MZHRES SIZHEIN L, ICAM-1 OB & REKEN~ 7 1 7 7 —
ORI L 72 (HC-DM 2.28 + 0.10 vs. DM 0.40 + 0.03, p< 0.0001), E&{kA
L A Z R R LR E (LPO) TRl 4% & Wid & F TR Clda v hr—
(2R EFH LTV 23(DM 7.1 + 1.7 vs. Control 3.3 = 0.4 nmol/mgCr, p< 0.005), &
I VATR—)VE T CIIHERFICR S &S LICEFEW RN %Z R L 72 (HC-DM
125.2 +22.0 vs. HC-Control 17.7 + 1.3 nmol/mgCr, p< 0.0001), = 512, Hilg{baéts
® MnSOD DFEBLI R AR MLIE 2 & OF L 72 B8 IR O B gk Tl B L,
Azabicyclo octyl ring &2 & 0 HilbiEH 2 b DA VR = VIRFEKDO 7)) 7 5
VRTHEA VAT o= VIEA I BEIRIN T v P EIGRT 5 LML R L AD
PEA MY LR LPO: HC-DM+gliclazide 57.9 + 13.0 nmol/mgCr, p<0.05 vs.



HC-DM), & 51Z MnSOD & eNOS DO FEHLH3[E11E L NO bioavailability 23HI L 7=
(P& nitrite P4 HC-DM 57.7 + 4.8 vs. HC-DM-+gliclazide 82.9 + 14 umol/kidney,
p<0.05), 7'V 7 7 ¥ R{a#EIZ X 5 NADPH oxidase DI & NO bioavailability @
HIMZ X0 ICAM-1 OFRENEA L, REKEN~ 7 v 7 7 — R0 6l S
(HC-DM+gliclazide 1.85 + 0.08, p<0.0001 vs. HC-DM), (&7 V7 2 VIRITHEI
WE S,

[#E5m] =gl Is T D AT, XK %4> L 7= NADPH oxidase DHIJIIZ & 5 EE(k A
N L ZDHIME NO bioavailability DD 2SHERIFIZIIT 2 B EEOMERICEE
RIRRPIEEZ R L TS EBZE X TS, ACEI R ARB IZK BT UFT v
v 11 %41 L7= NADPH oxidase O#ifil7217 T7Z2 <, & NADPH oxidase DE#%
FOANHINC & o THEIRIF M REIE 2 il 2 1RIREE DS R ITIIR S 5,

Clucose renal tissue T non-phagocytic
' angiotensin IT - I 1P NADPH oxidase
\ ==i== ACEIL ARB ]
\ ATIR /
i’ pSMAPE | | | P AP S
B0
Pl R -
N
PEC === c=Sr1¢
inhibitor
o D, | T enos
Sphoen -OH BH, |uncoupling
__ A | SOD \
giclazide =~ " it Tempol
o
mtraglomerular ICAM-1 H;0, 4
macrophage infiltration g
¢ ,~ ONoo
0,-
S
phagocytic NADFPH oxidase %‘ Oxidative Stress ‘
‘ Renal Damage ‘




