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Abstract

Objective: To explore the effect and mechanism of circadian clock gene Bmall knockout on diabetic
microvascular endothelium-dependent relaxation (EDR). Methods: Inducing diabetes mellitus in
Bmal1l knockout (Bmal1l-/-) mice and wild-type (WT) mice, then choosing mice from diabetic mice
(DM) and the control group (Ctr) to constitute 4 groups, Bmall-/- + DM, Bmal1-/- + Ctr, WT + DM,
WT + Ctr, each of 5 mice. The EDR of the mesenteric artery segments of the mice in the 4 groups
was measured by vascular tensiometer, the expression levels of Bmall and PPARS pathway pro-
teins in vascular endothelial cells were tested by Western blot. Results: The EDR of the WT + DM
group was worse than that of the WT + Ctr group (P < 0.05) but better than that of the Bmal1-/- +
DM group (P < 0.01). Compared the Bmall1-/- + DM to the WT + DM group, compared the Bmall-/- +
Ctr to the WT + Ctr group, the expression levels of Bmall, PPARGS, and DHFR were all decreased (P
< 0.01), and the uncoupling of eNOS was increased (P < 0.01). Conclusion: Diabetes can cause dam-
age to the EDR of microvascular, and the knockout of Bmall can aggravate the EDR damage of di-
abetic microvascular, PPARS mediates the effects of Bmall on EDR.

Keywords

Diabetes, Microvascular, Circadian Clock, Bmal1l, Endothelium-Dependent Relaxation Function

Copyright © 2022 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

B PR (diabetes mellitus, DM) /& —Ff 5 I i IUBIR S PO S8 BLER , 72 244t R0 2 fee R 2k
W2, BEIRIR TSN 995 A8 2 W R0 A i DL PRI R A s AR M PR3 B AL 350 ke 1) = B2 S (R [1] o L P9 B AR
fiit 14 %7 5K (endothelium-dependent relaxation, EDR) 2 [ &7 5K D RE i B A A, o I PN AR I VR E Y S
B A R N BT T R L, 6 DA SR AR ) 2 R, IR DS B R S AR R
2P A 1 (brain and muscle arnt-like 1, Bmall) 2 e AR E R AED B IE R [2] . ok S A PB4 16 A P %
1552 4K 5 (peroxisome proliferators-activated receptor o, PPARS) &R LA Y4l i P 1Y — FhAZ 3244, S2m £ Fh
EAEMFES, BRI PPARS nlE I #2 0 — SRR AL J5 B (dihydrofolate reductase, DHFR)Z 1A k520
Pz i — A A H (endothelial nitric oxide synthases, eNOS)HIf#MEEE, X L Y EDR 724 520 [3]. T
TERA W TCHRIE Bmall ZE R RN AR N PPARS 1R FEIK[4].

B PR U AL o BALO R . AR B S S AL A T, B SR R I AR AR T R AR K
SO, T AR A 2 LA R O LA ) B B ARG TR 2, @R Bmall BT, R DR A R
GuAT UL RGMIREM[5] [6]. HHT UM AL BEIR BN, ML, H A LseR s, Enst
S A /N R I FR N ik = 0 53 SCAE RIS R SR AR [ 7] [8]. ARSEEGIEFH T Bmall 4 [Hl i bk
/N RO AU 5, BEAT W PRI IE RS, PRATAE PR Bmall s Bk i PR Sl % EDR A5 o 7E FT
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FISEEGH, FRATRIL T Bmall mifR ] LRSI BE JRIE UL EDR, 25& < A ROREFT, $2 1 se38 i % : Bmall
A LLE T A PPARS IFRIE, SREZN PPARS % T iF DHFR. eNOS fj3ik, 14in eNOS HIfiEHEL, K
S0 EDR. i HE HORE PR UL N B2 4EB, T Western blot ()5 ik 88 A ik &, SR HET 56
i

2. MEFEE

2.1. SEIEEN4D

SO T A Bmall 4RI RE R/ SR (Bmal L) ARtk U EF A /N B (W) DA [ b it M o N7 e A= 4
BHEAF . WFREE: I 20°C~25°C, Fd@ikl, B oI EUUK, 12 hizh BRIESE . il &
By i SLBE e Ae B A S i Atk

2.2. M S5{LER

15K 771X DMT620M (F+22 DMT); MG £ 2 [K); RS AEE(rd VL FE); BENRIE I & STZ.
FEAE TN I | (35 Sigma); CD31. ICAM2 ik (3:E BD); #i¥k —Hi(32E Thermo Fisher); Bmall.
PPARS. DHFR. eNOS. GAPDH Hifk(F[E Abcam); EHifk i RIPA Zf#. BCA HH & &R &
(AR E). ECL RGN & (F nl i ME#E) .

Krebs YREL 7 (mmol/l): SALEN 120, SALHT 5, BREREE 1.2, WER & 4F 1.2, BERE4N 3.25, Hi&ipE
11.1, &A4L%5 2.5, (FREEZ)

2.3. PERRIRIEE

EHL 8 A Bmall™ /NI WT /N, R AR E B IR 1 2 (STZ, 50 mglkg, ¥ T B AN ZE
TR)IESG S 5 K, KR AR S 5 RATERRENZE MR [9] 2 JA Ja Al b4 &, PABBHLIIAE > 16.7
mM B PRI AR AR v (DM) [9] [10] .

2.4. ERR4r¢A K BN

FERE PR TN IS, RO FRIFR A (DM) 4 Bmall™ /N R WT N & 5 W, WS g2 bk
BRI (Ctr) B Bmal L™ /NI WT /N 5 1, 369008 4 41 BRI Bmall” 41 (Bmall™ + DM), JEH
PRI Bmall 41(Bmall™ + Ctr), HEEMHI WT 4L(WT + DM), FERERIGH WT 4L(WT + Ctr), n=5.

S STZ J5 18 JHI, £ 7% B L 294 (50 mo/kg) IR i v S5 BRI = fide il o B M 2R — 3 ik A T EDR
ARSI P B A A H o
2.5. B4 &F 3k Th & (EDR) A&

BN RIS K 2 mm, 235 Fak AL, FEARAEEIA 5 ml Krebs ¥, 45T 95%% /<
5% AR A SRIE N, 37°C P 60 Zrdh, HAXERFRELL, 60 mM EALATU SR L IR Krebs
WY, B DARERPE, 1 pM)PEARRE ks, IF BRI ZBEARR(ACh, 10°M £ 10° M)LL
7553 N AR 75K [3]. (1 M =1 mol/L)

2.6. NEZ4paEREN

Je I REEREL4% CD31 HLfifl CAM2 Hidk, H¥/NRIM R KETRE, IR | 16, 20G %tk
WCET 43 B AR A B . WA PR S RERR AR (1 CD31 PURIR S0 E, B TR 4L EX N B At AT 4
Bo [RIRE VAT AL ER L BE IR ICAM2 BLik — IR or B8, mifs B4 i Py Je 4 ffaf11].
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2.7. Western Blot 3l Bmall BHBIFRIEKFE

F RIPA 2RI A K 4 it e, BCA VEMIE 8 k2 . FH PAGE &R AI & MK, £l 30 pg
E AR, LUk B, B )5, i\ Bmall (1:1000). PPARS (1:3000). DHFR (1:5000). eNOS (1:5000)-.
GAPDH (1:5000), 4 CHERIFHE IR KH TBST ¥ei, MMAFEP AR _Pi(1:5000) & f5, LR
%, H Image J THEKEEAE, 2 # 8 E AR XS SRIE K

2.8. GiitFEAE

NiFH SPSS 26.0 AT AT Gi i Mr, THE TR X s Fox. MU BRI 45 R rh 2 20 50
FE AR H B R 25 2% 70 AT (One-way ANOVA), T2 2 [ ELECH Tukey 7% I RZAK T PE&F 5K T g (EDR) 1 2
2 B EL R LK) 2 58 5 B 7 25 43 HT (Two-way Repeated-Measures ANOVA), XU 2 73401 ACh ik
FE, WZHZ B LL# A Bonferroni 573 #T[3]. LA P <0.05 AZERA G L.

3. &R
3.1 BE/NER—BIER

FERE FRIGIERERT, Bmall JERI R R (Bmall ) f /s BT FIHE R EF A R (WT) /AN AR LE, IR G I 65 22 5
(P > 0.05), Bmall " 4B hRIGIR. EFEIERLUS, AR STZ F/NRIHBIOK. HER. #E &
BHINERER, AEIGKSE, BOPRENR, SRS, BEREROR, R TR RN R
(/N R PSSR IR . AEVEST STZ (/B rF, 8 A Bmall ™ /N & i i(Bmall™ + DM, BEHLILAE >
16.7 mmol/L), 10 R WT /MRS 9 H(WT + DM, BEHLIMAE > 16.7 mmol/L), 1 H & B kM (M f% A B 4%,
RHTJaaseie). 8 FE BN E PR/ F, 8 H Bmall™ /MR A1 10 X WT /R EEHLILHE 5 i
SHRTTCHIE ETHBmall™ + Ctr, WT + Ctr, FENLIMLHE < 16.7 mmol/L). i 2 b/ BRI B & 4hFE
T2o T Bmall ™ /NI B WA, BT LAUH T30S IR IS Bmall ™ /NRFE AT WT /IR, 7Esd
JER T PETSANARCE, R/ BT RS, AR/ B T HARAR DS I

e HUBE R 1 Bmall /N E(Bmall™ + DM). BE BRI 10 WT /N E(WT + DM). BB KR35 1) Bmall ™™
/NER(Bmall™™ + Ctr). JAERESRG I WT /MR (WT + Ct) & 5 R, Mk 4 DMS234(n = 5), BEATIEVGREG .

N TR RIE RS, R AT AR R 2, TEREIRNIERISE 4. 5. 6 SIS =REENLMRE, Xt
SUMBEEAT & 00T, DUZE/N B A ML 1) 72 57 i3 8 U(F = 1997.00, P < 0.01), Bmall™ + DM
44 1f 9% (26.36 + 1.00) 7 T Bmall™” + Ctr £0(9.57 + 0.79, P < 0.01), WT + DM 4 §%(27.05 + 0.94) & T- WT
+ Ctr #(9.81 + 0.63, P < 0.01), H.Bmall™ + DM 4181 WT + DM ZHBEHLITLAE#S KT 16.7 mmol/L, BN
LI/ BT B SEBR ER IF (72 1)

Table 1. Comparison of three random blood sugars of mice in each group (n =5, mmol/L, X*s)
=1 BENRZRBEALMIAERIELE(n = 5, mmol/L, X +s)

Paxi| %4 %5 %6
Bmall” + DM" 25.60 + 0.83 26.58 + 0.66 26.90 + 0.89
Bmall™ + Ctr 9.46 +0.80 9.60 +0.94 9.64 + 0.44
WT + DM* 26.66 + 0.76 27.22 +0.90 27.28 +0.93
WT + Ctr 9.98 +0.34 9.20 +0.32 10.24 + 0.54

e DU LR, F=1997.00, P<0.01. 5 Bmall™” +Ctr HAALL, *q=76.33, P<0.01; 5WT+CtrZHMLL, #q=
78.39, P<0.01.
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3.2. HAME RN KBHEET KT BE(EDR)ELER

MRS EARER(PE)S FUREnt, K 1A RIE(E(PE %), FEAAFIKEER ACh %5 H P B R #iE
#F7K(EDR), A~ ACh #RFEXT R —/NEF5K BE, Al PE UEFE AR 43 EL ok R (%PE %), YENVFA EDR IfE45.

FH MR WRE ACh i SIETIKEER: W& 2. AR R EZNE T Z08r, BIEATFEER
eI (P < 0.05), #EH Greenhouse-Geisser A1 1, 45 B Rsr4H 2R ACh MR 2 7 DL A8 BAE
H#AE ST = (P <0.05), W3 3. XfrdlHzd T £ EILE, WT + DM 41 EDR &% T WT + Ctr
(P < 0.05), {HEFT Bmall™ + DM 4(P <0.01), W.% 4 M& 1.

Table 2. Comparison of the relaxation of vascular in each group in the gradient concentration ACh (n = 5, %PE I, X+s)
2. BEMEEMEIRE ACh IMETHEFKIERITEE(n =5, %PEIE, X+s)

ACh
!
10°M 108 M 107 M 10°%°M 10°M
Bmall”™ + DM 10.58 + 3.04 33.54 + 5.76* 59.30 + 7.49* 82.21 + 6.10* 87.24 + 7.66
Bmall™”™ + Ctr 17.48 +5.28 45.23 + 4.94* 72.90 + 2.49 87.59 + 2.53 91.87 +1.41
WT + DM 18.18 + 7.65 58.18 + 4.33 83.10 + 4.17 93.29 + 2.46 94.11 + 3.25
WT + Ctr 16.88 + 3.77 65.69 + 8.35 88.86 + 5.36 97.86 + 0.91 98.83 + 0.66

E: 5 WT+DM 4L, *P<0.05,

Table 3. Repeated-measures variance analysis of the four groups vascular relaxation in the gradient concentration ACh
3. HEMEEREIRE ACh IMETEKIBEANESNEFESIT

AR SRR REIE: HEE AR By F P
Vi) - 3 5151.380 1717.127 69.760 <0.001
ACh & ¥ Greenhouse-Geisser 2.856 83432.503 29216.781 859.824 <0.001
4y 2H* ACh i Greenhouse-Geisser 8.567 1623.067 189.458 5.576 <0.001

¥E: Mauchly’s Bk AE4, P <0.05, 1% Greenhouse-Geisser y2:#% 1E

Table 4. Multiple comparisons of grouping factors for vasodilation (partial data)

4. MEEFKIF R D ERE R L ELB(FR 57 HiRE)

(I Q)44 PREZEE e p RaGlatl
(-9) FIR IR
WT + Ctr —4.255 1.403 0.048 -8.477 —-0.034
WT + DM Bmall™™ + Ctr 6.354" 1.403 0.002 2.132 10.575
Bmall” + DM 14.796 1.403 <0.001 10.575 19.018

3.3. BE/NBIRESKAE MY Bmall & PPARS EBHREBONFTIAE R

L R 53 3 (K A/ B AR T Tk P9 B AT A 25 4 P9 Bz 4t R Bmall J PPARG i 2 1
(PPARS, DHFR, eNOS) #1315, Hrh eNOS 4 —Z A (dimer) FlH 44 (monomen) B FibR S, 3 LU AR
7% eNOS RN,  LEA /MUK eNOS MRS .
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Figure 1. Interaction profile plot of grouping factor and ACh
concentration factor

B 1. sAEZEM ACh KEERZNZEREE

Bmall™™ + Ctr L1 WT + Ctr 4L%f ., Bmall™ + DM 261 WT + DM Zi%} ., Bmall. PPARS. DHFR
125 4R R D8/ I (P < 0.01), eNOS MRS Z I N . Bmall™ + DM 4151 Bmall™™ + Ctr Z1%f H, Bmall
FIEEWAL, HZESLLTE (P >0.05), 1 PPARS. DHFR HIEIAE BN, ZRHESITE
X (P<0.01), Wi 2 %S5

A B C D
Bmal1 " e —
PPARS — —— - -
DHFR T — -
eNOS dimer S c— — e
eNOS monomer . L — G—
GAPDH | — — — —

(A: WT + Ctr, B: WT + DM, C: Bmall™ + Ctr, D: Bmall™ + DM)

Figure 2. Expression of Bmall and PPARJ pathway proteins in
mesenteric artery endothelial cells in each group

E 2. ZEBRERNIKAR 2R+ Bmall & PPARS BEEER
HFTIEENR

Table 5. Comparison of expression levels of Bmall, PPARJ, DHFR and eNOS uncoupling in mesenteric artery endothelial
cellsineach group (n=5, X%£53)
5. BEMRESIEKA KM Bmall, PPARS. DHFR Fik7KFE K eNOS fR{BERIEAXTEE(n=5, X*s)

il Bmall PPARS DHFR eNOS dimer/monomer
WT + Ctr 1.61+0.08 1.09 +0.06 0.71+0.06 3.73+0.96
WT + DM 1.29+0.09 0.86 + 0.06 0.56 + 0.05 2.07+0.39
Bmall™™ + Ctr 0.08 +0.01" 0.61 +0.07 0.39 +0.03" 1.19+0.18"
Bmall”™ + DM 0.06 + 0.01* 0.47 +0.05"% 0.24 +0.04%% 0.79 +0.11%%

VE: HABFRULA LR, F =24.34~746.45, P <0.01. 5 WT + Ctr ZHAf L, * P <0.01; 5 WT + DM Z1AHLL, # P <0.01;
5 Bmall” + Ctr 2048, &P <0.01.
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4. 7ig

A RN KR A D, T 2o TREGMHARE, R IIRIE I EELS R, BRI
(DM &GO A 5305 s DLJRLIR 22—, WA O . O IR fS 5 B 8 B 1160 5 P R I s B3R
X R AR AR S B RAR K o A SRR T, fUf i 9 mp RS AR T . TEMES(ROS) A H HH
B, ALY (AGES)HERL . R 1SS C(PKC)B MG SS 2 5 I N, BRI UL 454, Soma g
M WS AE FNET 5K D RE[12] . P9 B 4H PR/ 783 5 7 0L/ P B (1 B 2 iR A PR, 52 v XU 1) s 0 B R L%
PN B T R B i 4 DA A A2 W PR ML 247 1) 3 SEEARRAE , RIS EU(NO) & k>, ROS HA:
RN, I A R M &7 5K Th BE(EDR)FE 9 B ThAEFE S 1 5 FAS 5 45 [3]

FEWER S 24 ANEE R R BHIEAT N I AR BRI B, F R BRI AZ X _E A% (suprachiasmatic nucleus, SCN)H
AP I, fEANE AR IEAEESNE A YE, B —x B EME, (S o i i [13]. Fsk
DA Bmal 1 & fix 5 ZL 1 B B 1, e J8 Ik R Clock 85 A8 S i — SR Ak, 45 B TE 2R IR )3 3l 1 i 1) E-box
P, PR NIRRT R RIE, Y IZ e [14]. S BifE 225007, Bmall 5 & il H RS R 1)
DY %, RS MG R Sz, BRI T Bmall ARG miif s B O AL 508 1
PR AR [15].

EASZE T, AR WT + DM 21 EDR J& 2T WT + Ctr 41J(P < 0.05), {H4FT Bmall” + DM
(P < 0.05), XUt WIBEIRIEIERL S 1 /Nl RIS K ) EDR 4547, Bmall B PRk 2k 0 e 17k R /)N
SR i R B Eh ik EDR #1475 38Xt Bmall K PPARGS il % 2 (A (15 E#ATRI, FRATA B/ Bmall i
RN B RIS ik Rz 4 A, Bmall. PPARS. DHFR (K224 #B 2 /b i1 (P < 0.01), eNOS ) fif fH Bk
SR, X380 Bmall Rk rl s 52 m 8/ PPARS Ik, BEMIRAR N iiF DHFR [k, /3 eNOS
(A, B A B2 NO 4 Bk f# EDR IIfE240. %4h, Bmall™ + DM Z1A1 Bmall™ + Ctr Z%f L,
Bmall A E#IETE, HERES I3 X(P >0.05), i PPARS. DHFR [FEEERWAN, EH
HYit2EE (P < 0.01), XA Bmall BSRAT LATE PPARS MR, (HIFAEA AT B, [ DM X}
PPARS & Bt A — & IR E1E A .

5. B4

25 bR, PR AT 51 I ) EDR 3245, Bmall (54 a7 in =05 SR 5 10t () EDR 151477, PPARG
37 Bmall X EDR RIS o A URAFF 78 A2 B O A= P08 55 ik B 1 RIBE R0 B L 453 493 2 T 1) 26 SR dEAT T
RESARZR, JFEKIEH Bmall wid@it PPARS SKEM EDR, NAWIBRAE ML AT KB ST S48t 138 (10 7 v
FEEE . (H Bmall ZFFHE A Z, AR K& B Z L) L R, 0 7R i — P R [16].

E&UH

R EROR 5] F R T(21-1-4-rkjk-9-nsh); T & EIT DA TS R L ATHRIGE LR
[2019] 9 5).
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