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Bortezomib interferes with DNA repair and exerts synergistic anti- multiple myeloma activity with
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A BHAI R AORE AR R T ZNH T2k
PEEBERE (MM) I8 —Z3ad7 ™ (0L BRI RN AL 4 7o E—
BT, R AR DNA ZSHEH AT 75 % DNA XUE W7 24 K
DNA$ 45 /2 i (DDR) , #E 1l & 45451 MM 808>, 4R, F4m
it #5145 1Y) DNA 4534731 52 WLt v 348 4355 4k DDR 51 & [ 2 58
TR, B, A A ML AR AT RE S SR BT R 1 40
WMIFERON . BFFE W], 22 DDR AH 28 11 [ AL i 2k B 40
MAE P 5KAE 2 A8 FE R (ATM) 28 1 B H: T il A T 1) 4 2
H2A 25 (A (y-H2AX) .DNA 185 & 1 (RAD51 25 1) 45 | i 5%
£ % DNA Wi 4 SRR IE S iR sh 315125, Hoh RADS1
TSR T T E AR y-H2AX ™ T AR K BT BELT I 5 22
2R E ARG W B IEAE R R 1 U NIz R FE
W y-H2AX 17 Z Ak R 7 3 \RADSL f SE4E /D 3T
B A2 KX U RR 1) DNA VB 5 T HEAIL ] , A5 #0181+ 45
FEUL 2Py %t DDR i [ 8 2 A 2 1 8T 240 43 A1 1 52 0, 37
— PR AR AR 2R G515 DNAS S 3 R vh 1/ I R e/
KA EE 2 (1 U R MM AL
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L. 3500 5 bRk < B 2R RN AR K 43 i R R
Actavis A F) FIPE LA BRI 2524 \] . BCA R € f ik &
MTT [3- (4,5- dimethylthiazol- 2-yl) - 2,5- diphenyltetrazolium
bromide |14 [ 5 = K AW A R A . Piy-H2AX p-ATM
ATM .RAD51 . GAPDH Hit {4l F ¢ [5] Abcam 23 v , BRAR i A
AL B PR A BT 4,6- Ik 3E-2-FRIE | B (DAPL)
W 5 JE S AR R A BN W), RNA S ERGER] Trizol 1 |
U AR AR A BRAA F], mRNA G, 4R &0 [ 26 H
Thermo Scientific /A #],

2. M SR R BRI &R RPMIB226 \H929 2k H 75

25 A0 ot YR 5 BT B R U, WL R T 10%
FEA LT 1% SR 1R R RPMI 1640 155758, B T
37 CEHA 5% CO. AN FRAE T, 452 ~ 3 d AL AR, O $it:
KIAAN A 75250

3. MTT I5E 5 WpRIZN 234 « TR %% MM 20 Jif i 3l 5%
10°/ml, AT 96 FLAR HF , i AAS [R) v JBE A o] 5 25 T 40
K, T CO MM b5 F- 41 h I & 24 h, DNM-9602 T il /X )

100% . 2l ANRATIE 2%, 715 W Rl 2590 1) 10 % 1 vk J35
(1C1) - 20% 11 E (1C50) .40 % 1M BE (1C0) H , Wi 24
YA RIE B SEFH T MM A E . R MTT g4
il 2%, 5% H Calcusyn #4553 Hr HIR R AN, CHE < 1 R /R PR,
CIHHE = 1F/RMIN, CHE > LR /RFEPL . BB ) 3 Fefd:
LA HEA TR S50 50

4. \Western blot: 2 ffd L 5x10%/ml 114 25 B 358 T 75 FL AR
HR A AH DG SE B 2R A BT 2 ALK, T CO A MG 77
FERRET 24 h S CEEANA . R FH A A A5 AR A B
TR 6 ) 8 A R B 1, LA R R - A M o
AN EE 3R A S vk 10 ming, IR 2R 4
87 BJ5 VKA 1 min, 4 °C 12 000xg &5.0> 5 min, W8 3 R
RIS Ao e TTE SO A AN A% R AR S 7K
W, EEBE 2 min 522 % 15 s, 30 min J5 4 °C 12 000xg &0
10 min, 4 LVE R MIAZ R . RIPA SR vK 1 24 e
BUBEA B EAS AR R4 LIRS, &8
5 min {25 (4728 ¥, $E1T SDS 58 P4 4 T P 6 e v VKO 7 &
PVDF i, 75 5% HIBUIE Wk HhEF AT 1 h, 20 S A —$t . B
H ,Bio-Rad F gl i SUR H AR %1 , image AP 74047 -

5. SRS  ANHE L 5x 10%mI 4 35 4R TS FLA
2 AL 24 h K 20 I 2 22 SR R T Y S B A L
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B 1 h, DL 4% 2 5 B S 50 [ 2 20 min, L 0.5% Triton
X-100 = F#74L 15 min, 1% BSA = 1 h, A
Pry-H2AX Pk 4 CTF W& L7, PBS 5 min PE¥ 3, IIA
TP AR IC B h Z R CEE 1 h, PBS VE 3 . =i
T 0.1 pg/ml DAPI 4L 4% 5 min, B[, 2856 5 T Wiaan
L% N B BAPEA 5, B REAS BEAIL T4k 50 1~ 241 AR AX P9 19 B
PE A

6. ST E iF PCR(QRT-PCR) : 41 /it LA 5x10°%/ml i %%
JE R TS ALAR D, 25 Ab B 24 h, Trizol 42 UM RNA, 3%
R £ (RevertAid Kit) 36 BH 45 777 & B B A EUZ %
2 (cDNAs), 51¥J¥%.RAD51: -]i#:5-CGAGCGTTCAA-
CACAGACCA- 3", T il : 5'- GTGGCACTGTCTACAATA-
AGCA-3'; GAPDH: |l : 5-AACAGCGACACCCATCCTC-
3", Tt : 5-CATACCAGGAAATGAGCTTGACAA-3'™ | %
FH UltraSYBR Mixture i 7 £ 17 qRT-PCR 13 5| CT {i . L)
GAPDH N2, 12441 RAD51 mRNA AR ik

7. Giit A3 2R Graph Prism 5 #4F#EAT SE 1124 4
BT o SEEGECHE L BB bRE 22 (Xes) 3R o AL LR H
tRK P <005 BAREFAFIFE L, LR EDE
23k,

5 R

L. WA K o 7 2 A ) B A R < AN RV B 11
F[ 75 2% (0.0.25.0.5.1.2.4.8.16 umol/L) K Bl 4/ K (0.2,
4.8.16.32.64.128 nmol/L) 43 I 4E H T RPMI8226 J H929
4 24 h, MTT 3EAI . 255 R, P25 X0 MM 4 i 1) 15
B A A 45 S B A R R AR . BT R AR T
RPMI 8226 4 Jifl #) 1Cs « 1Cx . 1Cu {1 43> 51 5 0.4 . 0.8 .
1.8 umol/L, /£ H929 4l i () 1Cs0. 1C20  ICH fEL 351 4 0.2,
0.4.1.2 pmol/L, B f4 K AE FH T RPMI8226 4t ifd 11y 1Cy
1Ca0 1C B 43 51124 26,30 nmol, 1 T H929 4t ffd (%) 1C.0.
IC20 ICofEAM 4 2 .4 24 nmol/L,

2. IR AR OK 5 0 55 3 DI R e B BE A P < B 5 3R
BARE AR LI N1C10 1Co0 NCo AL A EF T MM il R, AR 520
PR THRBR AT o 455 o, BT R ok B
AW S PEST MM BN (321~ 2) . 2R Calcusyn #4443
B U [ 25087 , e B [ 26507 5 A 9 ¥k 22 (RPMI8226 4 i &
0.8 nmol/L [ 75 % +2 nmol/L 1 5 4/ K ; H929 41 fit & -
0.2 nmol/L P8 & +2 nmol/L Bl &K ) o

R R[]I K A 2 R B A VR T RPMIS226 41

JitL 2R ]
K- MEE{AK (nmol/L)

(umol/L) 0 2 6 30
0 0 0.10 0.20 0.40
0.4 0.1 0.27 0.20 0.39
0.8 0.2 0.56 0.39 0.45
1.8 0.4 0.68 0.64 0.70

T2 AR EE BN ook BT 2 2R 65 VR T T HO29 4 i &

PR A %
R B /e oK (nmol/L)

(pmol/L) 0 2 4 24
0 0 0.10 0.20 0.40
0.2 0.10 0.44 0.33 0.53
0.4 0.20 0.35 0.51 0.66
1.2 0.40 0.53 0.66 0.78

3. WA K 3 R BT 25 975 % DDR : y-H2AX 782 DNA
PO B A bR ™ . Western blot 25 51 o, B[ 5 &
AAESFRAKHA DDR(E 1) . 5 LR AR R —5,
By 55 R AU A ORISR T MM 4 i R 5, p-ATM il
y-H2AX [ 2R 4 8 & T2 4l (1 2) .

A PR e K

v -H2AX | i - -, | -

GAPDH

v -H2AX

GAPDH

L GAPDHAE AN S, L NRTIALL, A:2~445190.4,0.8.1.8 ymol/L,

5~743 51 2.6.30 nmol/L; B: 2~ 4435 0.2.0.4,1.2 ymol/L,

5~ 734519 2 .4 .24 nmol/L

1 Western blot i K Il A [] v BE R A K T 5 22 X RPMIB226
A ER (A)FITHI29 1A 5 (B)y-H2AX F3K 5L

A 1 2 3 4
p-ATM ‘ gy --‘

ATM | ==

GAPDH }-»-—-M ‘

LLGAPDHE RN S, 1 ~ 4 53 I 3R7R X B2 I A K2 )8 R

I =N NES e T |

2 Western blot i K AN [5] 25 4 20 5 % RPMI18226 41l fifl 2 (A) Al
H929 4l it 2 (B ) p-ATM Fly-H2AX F A [ 5
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4. TR (AKX DNA 6149316 52 25 (5 T 400 4 A 9 52«
it — 2 I y-H2AX B A oA, FRATTHEAT T 9 et
S, SRR, A VERG  y-H2AX (4% P S b
5 25 0TI ZH A S 45 (1813) . qRT-PCR #E— 4 i, W
KI5 BT 85 2% b 1 RPMI8226 41 i )5 , i RAD51 mRNA #H
Xf Feik it (3.10+0.08) i TP a5 2 2H (2.00+0.21) FA 44 K
21 (2.06+0.16) (P < 0.05) . AR A Kk A5 Bl 5 2 b B HO29
4iffL)5 , HL RADS1 mRNA H X} ik & (2.83+0.12) i TP %5
% 21 (1.83+0.20) 1 il 4% 44 K 41 (1.56+0.16) (P <0.05) .
Western blot i i , P25 H% A S5 B 82 2 244 Lk, RAD5S1 2
H ek W W I (K 4) ,(H RADSL 25 (31 5 i Mo %
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XA EEEk RIER A4
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B3 g Gk A [) 25 1 415 % RPMIB226 4 Jifd 5 (A) I
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W’

TR AR KRB BT 2 HB ZER AN W PAD 7 B B 4N
MM IBIT I —ZRiF T 7, BN PAD & E’JJ@%@?&
Y, BV (e oK AN BT 2 2% 0 DRI FHAIL E R AT A8 . Al
FIRFFE 45 RO, I AR RO 2 R A 2Rk BRI AS R 2
B B S A PR R MM SN o R (AK T3 RADS1 25 1
114 SV 48 L 7 A }J\ﬁﬁi*ﬁﬂﬁ%%ﬁ%mﬂﬂtﬁéﬁiﬁﬁ DDR,
FET UL S5 AR ST HEWT I 4K T 3 T4 DNA 45
G52 1L R ) 4 558 B B 2B B TR AU o

FANBRAERFFE R, B85 28 W] 1755 ATM AR Y DDR™
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J& 8 3 R — R0 1 (Uy-H2AX FI RADS1 % 1145 ) SE4E
TP AL, 77 2 DNA R 55310 SO 200 B Je S = & i
JAT  DNA RGBS A Y2800 7, 24 DNA #5145 e
SRR AR, 40 TR AR P T A E‘rﬁzﬁf?f#ﬂiﬂ@ﬁﬁ
Too P, BORBT 2 2175 5 19 DDR 5 5% 1T BB ot [ 82 R
AT MM LR o2 FRATTASIN T B A4 K R B 25 R X MM
21 e 348 5 DDR*H?&EE?@J&&VWKEHE’JE;WLJ,{lﬁ%ﬁ
N T P RN AR v R AR OK B G BT 2R A p-ATM
y-H2AX [ 8 15 Bey-H2AX A% N S5 4 4 o] 5 25 B 25 4 36
5o, P M A Rl 3 1 i B 24175 5 (1) DDR & Wb Rl Bt
MM &LV

A 1 2 3 4

RADS| [—s

GAPDH |l s sy e

DL GAPDH fE N N2, 1 ~ 4 43 i 3R X B AL A K AL B 25 36

A A KB A BT R Al

[ 4 Western blot 754G AS [\ 25 ) 21 & X RPMI18226 2 fitl 2% (A) Fil
H929 41ififl & (B)RADS51 E [ #3141 511
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1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

RADS] | e e . — — ——
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BEI5 Western blot i f:ll A [ 25 #2116 X% RPMI18226 4t it 3 (A) Fil
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B 25 2175 5 1Y) DNA BUEE W 24 11 B 1Y) DNA B 2 I8 Xk
FRA R E AL, J5 3 A S R YT 2 — I RADSL 28 457
P a5 T 2 BRI TRIE , 445 RADSL (1935
IR PR S SRR P AR A AR, R B
BHLWT 4 1T 5: 3% DNA U518 5 Sl , R IEANMIAE T . 4R
PR AR A T T B8 2215 51 DDR i) DNA B4, &
TSI T RADSL 3k PR 35155 15 B 26 11 7= W) W 4l i o A o 4%
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R, A K TS RADS1 mRNA T IEEE KT,
SRR A ok B RADSL 5 [R B % 5%, o ml AE 240 i
T I X K (14 PR A T st £ S R P . vz R Ak RS
57 RADSL [ R fife 0% BIP fAc R AR A 2 1 AT 1) 551 2
TAE MR P 520 T RADSL Y R A th S TR TR S5 O
7o WEZIR, A KT RADSL FR &1 i 5, b
DNA 17 £ RADS1 2 A SF4E , Xt i/F 2 B K i & DNA
W 5B ZPRE S MM AIRIET AU RN . Fe Al
B 245 SR A1 7 Neri S8 B9 5, BIVER 14 144400 1 551 vl 3
RADS51 & [ y-H2AX 12 Z AL A% 1 554, 5: 30 DNA
PR BN, TR AL FEE— 5T
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