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H #: Hit — 8B AL ADETA-NONOateX X BT i ML FE-VE T (1/R) 4% B GR 97 1 F R AR A 2 Bk H ik
S-HEBE(MGST) RAMY M. Hik: 36 A@REEMSD K REEN S NMBEFERE /BBAA. I/RE /M.
DETAT- TR /MEHH4, BIL70%AF6RIM1 hFEEFEEE, DETAT WA B EERTS min Bk 0.2
mg/kg DETA-NONOate. &40 3 TH#EME4h. 12 hRERAE, KBIMBEALT. ASTIEME:. FFELSRE
23745 GSH. GSSG- MDA, mGSTIE 1 xmGST-1/-2 /-3 FFEKTE . EE: SREPI/RAML, DETA
FAMFBEAST. ALTHEREK, FHLRERGEE, GSHAKFAE, GSSGEMDAKFREMK, mGSTHE
PR, mGST-1/2 (1) ZmGST-3 (£ #) mRNARXKFEFE(FIP < 0.05). 55 (4 h)FftE,
DETAF A MR (12 h) AST/KTFE. mGSTiEM:. GSHAFE. GSSG/AKTFEX &, mGST-1. mGST-2. mGST-
3mRNAZEIEAKF E(IP < 0.05). 45#: DETA-NONOate R Bt 3] B AL S5 e Bod Sk
mGSTRZW %K B/ RIS -

eI 4L
FFAESR I FEE =15, DETA-NONOate, RUBLAR Bt H fikS-# 88 (mGST), FALF B
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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the protective effect of the nitric oxide donor DETA-NONOate on hepatic
ischemia-reperfusion (I/R) injury in rats and its effect on the microsomal glutathione S-transferase
(mGST) system. Methods: Thirty-six healthy male SD rats were randomly divided into sham opera-
tion early/late groups, I/R early/late groups, and DETA intervention early/late groups. A 70% he-
patic ischemia for 1 hour and reperfusion model was established. The DETA intervention group re-
ceived an intravenous injection of 0.2 mg/kg DETA-NONOate via the tail vein 5 minutes before
reperfusion. Blood and liver tissue samples were collected at 4 hours and 12 hours after reperfusion.
Serum ALT and AST activities, liver histopathological damage, levels of GSH, GSSG, MDA, mGST ac-
tivity, and mGST-1/-2/-3 gene expression levels were measured. Results: Compared with the I/R
group at the same time point, the DETA intervention group showed decreased serum AST and ALT
activities, reduced liver histopathological damage, increased GSH level, decreased GSSG and MDA
levels, decreased mGST activity, and increased mRNA expression levels of mGST-1/2 (late stage)
and mGST-3 (early and late stages) (all P < 0.05). Compared with the early stage (4 h), the DETA
intervention group at the late stage (12 h) showed increased AST level, mGST activity, GSH level,
GSSG level, and up-regulated mRNA expression levels of mGST-1, mGST-2, and mGST-3 (all P < 0.05).
Conclusion: DETA-NONOate can attenuate rat hepatic I/R injury by inhibiting oxidative stress and
lipid peroxidation, and regulating the mGST system.
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1. 5|8

JHF R BR i1 FEEE VE 45 /% (hepatic ischemia-reperfusion injury, HIRT)& RS HE S T VI BRZE A 5 T ThREAS 4 &
BRI, HAZ O R 2 2% 0 90 I S5 S8 A SRR B[ 1]-[4]0 — %A AN O)7E JH I sl If -8 v
(U/R)F473 Py 1 45 S 2% T OB ) A €, A FH R EBLRL I “ 0] 817 R[S ] FEAE BT, NO /N
JEPE LA BF 5K K7, AIIEIS sGC-cGMP-PKG B o408 HEIE MG R, FEAE AT AR 2 5 8 A0 N T 1Y
[6]; (HAEMRELIRA TS, &M NO nf5HAMNE 7R, A B g 2R #:(ONOO-),
SRR, FEURR . EE &L DNA #ifh, MIIIEIZHZEIR[7]. NO X Fp Ry 15 45 4 280 1 ik b
ST, TR T TR BRSOV S S AN 58 H (U B R A PR B 25 o0 A B L 5 T A SR R B A ST (8] [9] - BRI U
PRSI AR NO 3%, DR KA ARS8 B I MUBE L B RS, e VR B4 T TAis i) —
AN R )

TOREAR LS Bt H B S-%4F4 (microsomal glutathione S-transferase, mGST)/ & AT i 85 5 B LI T R St
(GBI R[9]. BEFUR, GST X% DR T i fie b 23 e H IR(GSH) 5 5% AR Bl 8 A i 0 = M 45

DOI: 10.12677/pi.2026.154038 356 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/pi.2026.154038
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

[V

Gy TETEBRFED A . 4ERRA0 IR AR SR AR S TP 40 B B A €A 10] mGST BRIRE 5P 78 A7 T AR A4 (Y
5 X S R ) e AR ZE RN P J5 I 7 38 A R R ok SR A A2 497 AT R R T BE [ 117 [12], THI X 1415 2 HIRI
HEFR A B GBI ER AT . AT, AESN HIRD HHOCER 2> T, NO 55 R40E Ml 0 mGST FIiE S
WAY(mGST-1. mGST-2. mGST-3)%iA, #MiiAfE HIRI KR EKRE, BRI,

IRV NO bR A it 4% mGST MGt 5B R RIE, KIFEXPL HIRD R VER, AREFFHE
K BRAE AR P S5 0 P E A A, 36 FH K 2% NO & DETA-NONOate #4717 ik ] Fa s B 2R Bk
FE/I NO, A Bh T il e sk FE NO FIRES AN M B T4 . A 78 B 7E MR BURHIE . Ak JFUIRES B o
T =A B RGN RN : (1) 7RI, 383 1375 A2 A T b -5 2 20 B DA I B 49 R
(2) TEIEERAKT, Kol SCse E AL RIS 4, 1 B A AR RS E s (3) 7EHE AUKF, 487 DETA-
NONOate %} mGST i 1 [ H 58 W A (mGST-1. mGST-2. mGST-3)3E K FiA KRN . AWF5E A E
78 NO-mGST W H7E HIRT H (1 FBALSI, il e LAz A S8 s (e U OR 47 SR i H (L 2R R A 4

2. MN57E
2.1. ST

10~12 JE#: SPF Zifid ettt SD K5, 7R 250~280 g, W [ i 75 10736 7 FHik SLIe sh A PR =) (4277
VFAMIES: SCXK(#f)2021-0002). Fhr#EsLiGzhPpmiEpirEmss 1 A, HHREEUK. ARSLIGEAIE ™%
WG AE NS E (RIS EELZB) K& CTERLRIWNTE SR , HIERIE R F R
W sE “B AR Jl . AR GR)JEM, e KRR EE J8 b sh e

2.2. FERFISUE

DETA-NONOate (%[ Cayman A#)); WRRAIEHBEFALT). RERRAILEHEE(AST). N
(MDA). &R B H IR(GSH). FALTABEH BK(GSSG). NO Kl 7 & (Fe @A TR R &
EH K S-#: R B GS )RR A S AL & T AEMHAR A BRA 7 )s HAZIR(RNA) BB S -5 s 22 4%
EVIEARERAF); mGST-1. mGST-2. mGST-3 51 BilgEAY) TREARA R G HK). F 2SR
REPure-A 3[R A HUMNFITEA R A F]). Nano-500 e IR THWiM BB PR A R). CFX96 L 7
Y 5E B R A BESE N (PCR)YX(ZE [ Bio-Rad 2 @) Al CMaxPlus YW bR (LI E D2 T A R A D).

23. 4. BEEYSTm

¥ 36 HORRILBENLIE T R1E5 N 6 H(n=6): BT ARE/ME L. VR F/8 4 . /R + DETA-NONOate
LAY (AR DETA /M) #57 T0%AT Sl PR AR . 2% BUGE I N BRI I, R 2 PR o
W5 7e BN A TR K 1h, FRREVEIRE MR BFEAREALOTIEEE ], ABHE M. DETA T4
T FREVERT 5 min E# KIS 0.2 mg/kgDETA-NONOate (74 T4EH £57K), HAHIT S AR A F K .

24. HEARRE

T RS 4 h (DA 12 h (BRIU)Z R R KL, 250> B 5 5 B T80 CARAF& M . X
FPE 72 SR, 0 BT 4% 2 R REE, DLl HoRm o el EdE R m T-80C
OrAE, T Ko T B Al
25. WMHEIRS A&

2.5.1. MM;ERFThEERM
HUMEREAS, #2061, RABFRACE ALT A1 AST % /7.
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2.5.2. FFALREBRE

FFHRE 4% 2 RHPRERE E . AiEaE. VA (RE 4 um)/517 HE e, SR Suzuki VP2 FrifE,
H ARG AR R B, TIOR8 N VP4 2 i A e . e VR IR B rh S ik TR FR JE (0~4 1),
THRBAFEARTFI 5 o V43 18— B i 41 P AHOE REL(ICC)UPAl, 1CC > 0.85 N —F M R UIf .

2.5.3. SR AFERRAE
H4% 10%FH 53, R F & B2 MDA. GSH. GSSG &, JFil% GSH/GSSG L1H.

2.5.4. BF4R4R NO 2 BIE
KRS IR IR JE B, B AG TA 3 Fh RS R 2R NO; ) SR 2h( NO; ) &, A2 M NO 7K P

2.5.5. mGST FEMME

R FHZE B 0o BOF ORI 1-40-2,4- 252 (CDNB) A A 2 B 43015 mGST i
2.5.6. LRSS EE PCR(qPCR)EM

TR ZH 26 RNA, 3508 ¢DNA J&, DARERR H il it S8 (GAPDH) Y A 2, i H] SYBR Green
TRV AT SERS ¢ 6 58 B PCR AX AT 48 . SRH] 202200754+ 5 mGST-1. mGST-2. mGST-3 mRNA #H %}
KikE.
2.6. GEitERR

KH SPSS22.0 BAFHEATEE 4T, THE VIR LIEL £ FRUEZE(X +5)Rom. B EAMAL R A
Shapiro-Wilk #36, 77255 AR A Levene K56 . 22 21 ] LR H # K &K 7 Z 0 HT(ANOVA),  411E] 7
P ELECR F Tukey K656 . B5HAZH A LLECR O FEAR (5. PL P<0.05 NZERE G L.

3. &R
3.1. M3& ALT. AST 5EM/KFEHE

SRMMEFAREMLL, FHIAEY /R 4 AST. ALT 3§ W EE TS, ZRBESIHHEN P <
0.05): 15 [F M VR 4AHLL, F A DETA T4l AST. ALT i& JHR%E N, ZRBAG5%IHFE
X (¥ P<0.05). BEHILLE SRR, UR 45 DETA A AST KPP RES TR, ZRBGHRITEENL
(¥ P<0.05); {H2& =201 ALT /KA 515 e 00 2 0] 22 R e geit 22 = X (3 P> 0.05). W4 1.

Table 1. Comparison of serum AST and ALT activities in rats of different groups (x s, n = 6)

1. FRERIARIME AST & ALT ;ZHELLE (X +5,n=16)

_ )3 20 7] bl A
fatn i 4 BFEARHA I/R 4 DETA T4l
Fii P1iE

L 14.814 + 7.469 81.106 + 7.8982 57.712 + 4.976% 142.358 <0.001
AST

1] 22.445 +7.402 109.105 +£15.269*  81.429 + 12.260 80.466 <0.001

il ~1.778 ~3.990 —4.390 - -
PEHIEL AL

P1E 0.106 0.003 0.004 - -

L 8.260 £ 2.752 94356+ 12.815°  50.392 + 7.748® 143.900 <0.001
ALT

1] 11.117 +3.174 100.382+£10.419%  60.347 + 9.244% 176319 <0.001
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gk

il -1.666 —0.894 —2.022
LR
Pia 0.127 0.393 0.071

E: r 5REFARAELLE, P<0.05; P 5FEM VR 4ELE, P<0.05.

3.2. FHAARIEZHRGITMELE

JH4AZ HE Jeta i) rWigg R, BFARAMHREM IR VR 4500 M7 (1 6k i F S A AL
LGB S O RF A0 AR IRIE . R ANMIR i S P29k 78 1 ; DETA T 14l L id s B AR 34 B s . L 1
IRV 4 R B oR s HEBMRFAREAML, BRI R A8 iva ) Bt a, ZRYASRI ¥R
X(H1 P <0.001); S5FEY IR ML, TR DETA T ARG IES 158 ERK, ZRWESI
SN P<0.001). B ER, UR 45 DETA T4 A5G0 75510 5 M 2 8] 22 2 ¥ gt
SN P>0.05). WE 2,

2 AR T4 (<100) T A4 (<100)

A T 41(<200) B )

I/R F-HAZH(x100)

I/R F-H#141(x200) I/R W 34(x200)
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DETA F-HZH(x100)

DETA I #14H(x100)

DETA £ #2H(x200) DETA I #A2H(x200)
Figure 1. HE staining of rat liver tissues in each group

1. BLAKRFRATAE HE R

Table 2. Comparison of liver injury severity (Suzuki score) in rats among different groups (x s, n =6)

2 2. FREBERIARITIFRGFTEE (Suzuki TEMELE (X +5, n=16)

[i) HA 240 18) Eb A
2H ) RFARA I/R 4 DETA T4
F1E P
LS i 0.667 +0.299 3.000 + 0.295° 1.627 +0.299% 92.491 <0.001
et 1 0.333+0.299 3.000 + 0.209° 1.333 +0.299% 146.400 <0.001
tE 1.927 0.001 1.927 - -
BRI R
P1E 0.083 0.098 0.083 - -

E: c 5RIFMEFARALLE, P<0.05; *5FEM UR HELE, P<0.05.

3.3. SLRIBIKFEER

HEMIMBRFARLAL, VR 4 GSSG. MDA /K V¥R EF &, 1M GSH & GSH/GSSG Hu{H) &35k
1%, ZRIA G4 L P<0.05); SR VR 414, DETA T4l GSSG. MDA /K34 i & FEIK,
ZSBIH G (4 P < 0.05), GSH /K°F-. GSH/GSSG ¥ & T, ZRBERITEELI P
<0.05). BEMILLARAE R, BPARMKIRIRE MOUIZE SIS T8 (4 P>0.05): UR A GSH
KV B GSH/GSSG HU B #5 A B3 h i, 22 R 30H it (% P < 0.05); £ DETA T-Widlh,
1 GSH 5 GSSG /K VP B E T i, ZRWE SR LY P<0.05), i GSH/GSSG {H 5 MDA
AP R M2 25 RS 3 ( P> 0.05). WL 3.

3.4. mGST EMRAE TR EFFRIELLE

1A mGST ¥ /1 A (mGST-1. mGST-2. mGST-3)f¥) mRNA Fik/K V-2 F 4 Gt 25 L
(¥ P<0.001). AltbEER: SEASMRFARAME, VR 4 mGST & HEE A5, ZRELHHHE P
<0.05), 1M mGST-1 (F-#1). mGST-2 (- BRI mGST-3 (F- ) FE R F£k B E R, ERWEGI¥E
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XFP<0.05); 5EMUR 4AHE, DETA T4 mGST i& HfER . BB B RIK, ZRESH%
X3 P <0.05), 1M mGST-1 (BiH). mGST-2 (B mGST-3 (£ M) mRNA FRik/KFRET
w1, ZRBA G E N P<0.05). BRI, M VR 415 DETA +Wi4H mGST i /7355 71
BEIE, ERBASIFE NG P <0.05); K DETA T4 mGST-1. mGST-2 #l mGST-3 %[ 3%
KK RE ST R, ZRSESIHEE LG P<0.001). WK 4.

Table 3. Comparison of GSH, GSSG, GSSG/GSH ratio and MDA levels in rats among different groups (x s, n =6)
2 3. T EHRIAR GSH. GSSG. GSSG/GSH tE{ER MDA LEEi(x s, n=6)

B ] {2 1a) Eb %
izt B HA RFERA I/R 4 DETA T4,
F18 P
L 14.767 +3.759 9.265 +2.350° 12.840 + 0.198° 7.126 0.007
GSH
e A 17.529 +0.857 12.187 & 1.5242 17.421 £3.411° 11.423 0.001
‘ t{a -1.754 —2.556 -3.284 - -
B i
P1E 0.134 0.029 0.022 - -
L 24.498 +2.665 70.695 + 5.373% 34232 +1.825% 271.668 <0.001
GSSG
i 1A 28.623 +4.949 72.658 £2.9817  40.135+3.017® 220.963 <0.001
‘ t{a —1.798 —0.783 —4.101 - -
EEHA LR
P1E 0.102 0.452 0.002 - -
i 0.597 + 0.096 0.128 + 0.025° 0.375+0.015% 97.688 <0.001
GSH/GSSG
i 1A 0.625 +0.088 0.167 +0.016° 0.433 +0.062% 80.803 <0.001
‘ 1l —0.532 -3.159 —2.255 - -
B i
P1E 0.606 0.010 0.068 - -
i 0.385+0.070 0.861 + 0.033? 0.555 +0.067% 99.932 <0.001
MDA
e 1A 0.378 +0.069 0.892 + 0.0872 0.482 +0.054> 87.288 <0.001
‘ t{a 0.164 —0.803 2.074 - -
B i
P1E 0.873 0.441 0.065 - -

E: c GRIFMEFARALLE, P<0.05; *5FEM VR HELE, P<0.05.

Table 4. Comparison of mGST activity and its subtype gene expression in rats of each group (x +s,n=06)

F4. BHEKE mGSTEHERETRERFIALLR (X +5,n=6)

B [) 3Y 46 e Eb A
ity 1A WFERA I/R 4 DETA ¥4l
F & P1H
L 5.457 +1.670 29365+1.0398  18.837 + 1.596% 403.047 <0.001
mGST

e A 12205+0.262  31.832+2.357*°  21.940 + 1.9962 180.436 <0.001

‘ tfH -9.781 —2.346 -2.975 - -

5 HA L s
PH <0.001 0.041 0.014 - -
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L 1.060 + 0.333 0.618 +0.2522 0.600 =+ 0.109? 6.562 0.009
mGST-1
T 34 1.008 + 0.257 0.535 +0.163 5.495 £ 0.933® 140.129 <0.001
‘ t{a 0.304 0.681 -12.767 - -
EEI L i
P1E 0.767 0.512 <0.001 - -
LA 1.036 +0.303 0.056 +0.015° 0.044 + 0.006 63.325 <0.001
mGST-2
i 1A 1.038 +0.316 0.495 + 0.060? 1.859 + 0.406% 31.594 <0.001
‘ t{A -0.007 ~17.433 —10.946 -
B b
P1E 0.994 <0.001 <0.001 - -
LA 1.265 = 0.441 0.081 + 0.0252 0.028 £ 0.009% 45.091 <0.001
mGST-3
e 1A 1.163 £ 0.309 0.974 +0.241 12.154 £2.126% 157.742 <0.001
‘ tfH 0.465 —9.030 —13.968 -
B
P1E 0.652 <0.001 <0.001 -

E: c 5RIFMEFARALLE, P<0.05; * SR UR HELE, P<0.05.

3.5.NO 7K B

MR ER, SEEFAR4ML, VR 45 DETA FHZLM NO & & 7E 5315 M HY) 535 K,

ZERBBESIFE N P<0.05). ELESRER, BETFARANO SERES TR, ZR64%
AR (P = 0.016); 1M /R 405 DETA T4l NO & &EFI SN RER LRI FR L3I P>
0.05). W% 5.

Table 5. Comparison of NO contents in rats of different groups (x 5,7 =6)

%5 FEMABIAR NO S B (F+s,n—6)

EECEEN Al
ZH ) BRFEARA /R 4 DETA T4
F1 P
H 0.163 £0.038 0.106 +0.0312 0.113 +£0.029° 5.385 0.017
e 1 0.225 +0.037 0.083 + 0.0242 0.091 + 0.0272 42.843 <0.001
-2.880 1.392 1.332
3 iilE =
P1E 0.016 0.194 0.213
E: c 5EREFARALR, P<0.05,
4. g

AW 75 K I DETA-NONOate %I VR #5 BA REMH . 5 UR BARLHAHLL, DETA +HIAY %
i T IM3% ALT A1 AST /KF, tHIRE: 7 HFH SRR B3, GG FAEMIRAE . RAERE KPS, &
] DETA-NONOate 81T 204k FF 4 0 45 #4910 52 58 T 453 40 A G 1 2 hE b A2

SEALNBE AR bR 45 R R, DETA-NONOate T 1A 35 10 85 IR SRR BB 2Py
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i GSH 7K BRAREEAL =) GSSG Kot A4 =) MDA & &, ML E ) GSH/GSSG HfE
BUWKE . X — RIS AR A RE —3[9] [13]. Bk, BB ELIE RRaZs . fEPuEud Ak
AJ fEsE DETA-NONOate & H R FH 1 B 2L 2 — .

AW HE—BAE S T2 7 DETA-NONOate Xf mGST R4 . SRTFARAME, IR Hif5
8 mGST SGEPERFEETH 7, $E7R 1 ] BRAR LR BN S8 A0 BT — P AR S 17 DETA T, X
— ST A B EEEE NS, mGST RGeSk 7 5 i P 5 T A2 A

“TARE” % . R4 h), VR 5 DETA T4l mGST-1. mGST-2. mGST-3 J& [K 4% 5 453 3k 52
1, FTREE S R T A% OB SR T Nrf2 A 0SSPV FER A ¢ . Kudoh S0 50 0L, /MR IR J5
Nrf2 ST FEH GSTm! FHAMBES FRAE T2 R[14], HRATWE S mGST v A 58 34 41 1
MBE—F A, EHGIMEH2 h), DETA T iR =5 mGST WA mRNA /K22 EiE, 1
RAEETE PR R, R CRESREWY ARAE. IXFR COLThEREMS, JERIEI” AR iR
{EZX W] DETA 7 gt 2 SEALGI P mGST R4 . W mGST WALFE 1 B, 580N EUE AIEEDT
EAL B AR B R AR AT, %I R AT BETE I Nrf2/ARE S5k O i80S Sl I3 515] [16]. {H#E
S FRFER RS AN B IE T &, SRS S R RS S T X mGST RAMIET . #EE
B R R R EE T 2 —. NO AliEa S-S0 2 2 FhBl R 5 15 1 7 QbR o =5 48 28 3 1035
PEL RSt R A EAER[9]. MO SCHERIRIE, NO itk DEA/NO K GSNO HJ it S-30AF = 4b 8 1 K BT
ORLAR GST 28 49 A e Rk AL, BRI =2 2 £, HAXRPI a0k 557 DTT 58 [17],
CEAAREICHIR I, HEN S-S B T 582 A 4% mGST ThEER)— R nl L] . Tk, BA1e
A TAEBYL: 76 VR #0558, DETA Blff) NO Al fgilfiid Nrf2/ARE i s i 5%, RSB S-1F
T HLAL O 2R A D B HEAT D MO, TSR BN, mGST REGEHISHE SEh1H]. X —BuiH 155 2: 5206
BiE

A5+ DETA-NONOate B E i T UR 65, (HARYH VR SEIFHLE NO & & T .
E—UE RS L FAZREAR: & NO FERBLPEZFIEA NOS(HE eNOS. iNOS)HIZE &G, 1M
HMIETE NO fi44& DETA B muikxE Ll it & NO fallliABL[9]: VR JaiH, WiEME NO A pin] fe &2 A AT
WS, AMIEYE NO SRR NO AE LAYE S NO A AS [ 7] eAh, NO A Wi o e B AR it L i) ==
I3, R NO A4k AT BE LA NO A HE 28], PRk, AHFFH R 1EH 5 & NO
AKFHIA—E, 53R T DETA W] G818 ik M40 il 58 A7 5B 28 S5 IS 1 SR 4r I s L R R . X —
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