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Toxic Effect of Dimethyl Fumarate on Early
Development of Zebrafish Embryos
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Abstract: To study the effect of dimethyl fumarate on early development of Zebrafish ( Danio rerio) , embryos at
different developmental stages were treated with various concentrations of dimethyl fumarate. Morphological
abnormalities were observed and Median lethal concentration at 24 h(24 h LC,,) ,48 h LC,, and 72 h hatching
rate were calculated. Effect on the blood vessel development was studied as well. The results indicated that
dimethyl fumarate affected early embryo development in a dose-dependent manner and this adverse effect was
related with the embryonic stage. The 24 h LC,of dimethyl fumarate for 2 hpf (hours post-fertilization) , 10 hpf
and 24 hpf embryos were 13. 33 pmol/L, 17. 98 pmol/L and 32. 50 pmol/L, respectively, and 48 h LC,, were
13.31 pmol/L, 16.35 pmol/L and 22. 50 pmol/L, respectively. Embryo hatching rate at 72 h decreased after
long term treatment with low concentrations of dimethyl fumarate. Dimethyl fumarate at concentration of 27. 5
pmol/L significantly reduced the expression level of vascular endothelial growth factor 2.
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J& By R, I — A D s o0 SR T R AR
U JLAE RN 22 4> 16 8 AH 4k % A DR 32 fish DMF gk
P 1 B A TR T B R R R OAE 0 R
( Lefranc et al. 2011) ,DMF )W 45 3k iy 22 4= P
[ RE A Wr % 85 . W58 R B, DMF 5 8 B 3k
W, A AL R 1 DMIF 2 5 B K 3 S0 R 35
SEAR (Lefranc et al. 2011) ,FEFE S EH T EE
25| SR I R G, 2009 4E BRI 2 B4
WAt T AR &4 DMF (135 2% & F A R T 3
A2 [N oK DMF DA£ b 1) RL 28
#E SR PO B AR 1k i R e A AT
DMF {4 -~ J42 57 =5 7 % 771 o

TEE S), DMF A —Fh 0 IR 259 T4 8
I S B R IR TT C A 50 Z4E M S BEA AL
DR R IE SRR B, 457 /0N B2 SR A 0 T AR 4 39
% 4P 5 (Brewer et al. 2007), #F%% &% ¥,
BERETT I 2 Fh A R R A B K Y R s KT
(Rostami-Yazdi et al. 2009) , 4l E-&#E 2 455
HA L, BA R 2R ERL BB S T
ML P T2 (Zha et al. 2001) , I3 it 410 1 4 )
AE P T T P T R A RS € 258 0 4 1 9 ) R B
(Valero et al. 2010, Yamazoe et al. 2009) ; fE
S AR RS ST A2 A6 T 8995 2L (Boivin et al.
2011) o 5 S, i IR 2 A 1 A AE P 9%
o, AR TE o B PR XU P OGRS AR
I 50 B, B AR A Y 2R BUA B T 4E 4 BR
B 43 i Bt 55 Kk e I BS  UDAH oK
(Meissner et al. 2011) . IfiL& N &4 K K F
(vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF) J& —
ol o S 0 A AR A 4 PR Gl 5 LR R
M J1 5% {K ( vascular endothelial growth factor
receptor, VEGFR ) 2% &, % Ifit 4 4= 1% . I 45 25 4
SR N IRELE R A AR . Horp VEGFR2
FF S PR 2GR T ML AE P 1 A BRI A R, X
M A BE Ry E AR AN S5k B DMF RE [
IR bk 4 K 4 s VEGFR2 K3k, S B %
20 M T 125 S R 45 44 ( Meissner et al. 2011) ,
FLA ) 1l 48 A A T . DM ZE I R $T & Bt
IR ST O T BAT R B 0 S

H Al A B B /9 DMF 55 405 1 B BF 5T

Z I F W V5 sl A0, %) DMF i 22 42 P 7 T
FIBIF 5 Bk i AN 42 T (X)) I BE 2010) , DMF 7E
AN [ Sl A oA 1 A ATL B A L3 M AR )
T — LW, DA (Danio rerio ) fE iy —Fh
AR R HERL X Sh Y, Tz T B st 2
YT e Ko N9 BIF 5%, 78 2 M IF 53 05 T R i
PO fR HAT B Y R, S K E RS
R SR AL S8 0 i AT SRR SR . A
SCLABE S fa iR i S sh AL, BF 58 T DMF X 5
It I iR 0 R B SR A g — A0 B
R #EAT DMF 4058 0 b 983 A g AR 388 3 ) 2
A 5% 1 A 32 iy S 560 25 4
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1.1 ##

L1.1 sSEishyY) SCmpr il AB REF /RS
ff1 (wild type, AB strain) 1 Tg (wvegfr2 : GFP) %%
WS M, TA SR E S | Westerfield
(1995) J5 ¥: 384 . TE IE % Tg(vegfr2: GFP) B
oA, g O 5O E AR S RS T IR
R B4 1 A P R A L R FL A A B . Bk 3
6 ~ 12 J 1% 1 fit e B o £ Bl f6 1 777 01, 10l
o3 MK 2 b B O £ M B Rt R @ 0 8 L2+
BCX, 200 2 LA b WS A 00, JH B
# /K (5 mmol/L NaCl, 0.17 mmol/L KCI,
0.4 mmol/L CaCl,,0. 16 mmol/L MgSO, ) /)N .L»
e 2 W E, AL B YR B IR K P T
28. SCHEMMOL IR B FRAE N, dk 2 K B =Tl
R 1]

L2 R & ShiR — R (b Al R
IR HE S 23588) TRl 144, 13 40
=99.9% , Lk — B £ B ( dimethyl sulfoxide,
DMSO) Bl , S 4 i AR 48 5 24 F 3R B 55 K i
B 2RV B, DMSO 28 U B 43 %50 fi v A st
0.2% ;%% % % H [ ( pronase, Roche 2 ] ) ;
VEGFR 8 & R i i 317 4 71 PTK787 ( Vatalanib )
(Sigma 22w ) 5 fr R 25 2k 3 B 4k

L1.3 U4 RO 5 ( COIC-ZSA302, &
POCHRALAS A R AR , 9Ot BE ( COIC XSZ-
H, H POCH AR A PR A /), 488 2 35 (TH4-
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200,0LYMPUS) , ¥ i ' B8 £% 57 46 (SPX-300B-G
A, RS A R A R EIFRET ).

1.2 A%
1.2.1 ZMEHESS  EECK A 2 hpf10 hpf

124 hpf () AB BE b £ IR iy, SR T 7K 555
SEY T AT . AR U A2 2 hpf (KSR
2 h,hours post-fertilization ) J& i B %5 il DMF fy
2oy BE K 12.0, 12.5, 13.0, 13.5, 14.0,
14.5 pumol/L;10 hpf I Jifi BT ¥ it DMF [ £ ¥
A 12,14 .16 .18 .20 .22 pmol/L;24 hpf it fi
JREsm DMF |y 2 v B2y 15.,20,25 30,35,
40 pmol/ Lo K ¢ P AT & 8 W A B 6 L 5 77
B, B AL —4> DMF B2 . X B2 A AL A
A DMSO [y 85 57K (DMSO & it 5 fiz i W &
FAn 2 —20) o PR T Pk R B IE
W HG  BEALES AL, B fL 20 #, fg vk B2 41K 3
ASPAT I B R T RO IR SR AR N L o
BT YRS 24 h 48 h I BUET- IR %, IR
BELE AR AR LR BB R 43 B8 .48 hpf JC 0 Bk
B3 IR AET

1.2.2  DMF X5 5 ik Jis B0 &k & 8952 i
UL E 2 hpf Z NI AB BEE IR, H 6 L
Bt i A7 92, B DMF &9k 24 4.6.8
1012 pmol/L, B L — U FE 4, 45 41 20 MR
i, % BEAL N A & DMSO Ry 37 K (DMSO &
S mWEN %), BAHB 3 AT, B
JEHE 24 h WEIRIG I K B RO, EEL TR
i, AR SR W, L 96 hpf, THI 4 VR
HIRHEHY 72 h B, 72 h AR (%) = (4
299 3 VR G 0 B 2H SR IR %0 x 100%

1.2.3 DMF X} 5 5 fa Jf it VEGFR2 3K ik 52
R E KM E R 15.0,17.5,20.0,22.5,
25.0,27.5.30.0 pmol/L 7 > DMF 4b i 2H , fH
PEXT RRZH K25 0T BR4H o o 24 hpf Tg(vegfr2:
GFP) KELfuJIRiGE T 1 o/L 8% & H BRI
2 ~5 min, LERAME, FEHIEIRK IS UE 2 ~ 3
PABR 5% B A i, BERLFS A 6 FLES SR M, 45 4L
T8 20 MO, A AL — R, AR 3 A
17,4038 24 h J5 T 900 RS WS ARG 7K 5
[8] fil % (intersegmental vessels, ISV ) 4 6,9 Y. &

FRIKEO, SR — S8 (BOUE R BUE DL
RN TR AG O F 40 8RR B SO0 BRI
Image-Pro Plus 5. 1 {5 &b B 4R {400 £ JIR 1 4 55
[ 1L 45 2% £, 9 5 B ARG %% BE (integrated optical
density ,IOD ) {H ,/F & % VEGFR2 & H £ iA1=
s . PTK787 J& VEGFR il Z R I 1 57 ,
SRALIN G VEGFR2 , BLAT 4l i, 38 A= il At i g
P (Drevs et al. 2002), % PTK787 (1 mg/L)
AEBRZH Ay BH PR BRAH . 2S5 X B 2H Ol & DMSO
18537 7K (DMSO 5 £ 5 d sy MR BEAE Al 2H — 30
1.2.4 BPEgcit KRB A SPSS 11.0 X%k
P BEATH IR 73 B, A T R i Probit A5 (4
FREAL RN ) T 2R S TR O R R E
BURIG Y 24 h Fl 48 h P RILU JE (1LC,, ) o
S A E R BRI T 220 0r,72 h AL R
BRI R TA %, P <0.05 I 227 ARA SR

e
2 45 R

2.1 DMFYARAXEMERBRIEMRKHIME
B AR E WWIT 06 e 8 004 45 5 ik
i 24 h 148 h Lcsoﬂ%% 1,
#& 1 DMF 3¢ 2 hpf,10 hpf 0 24 hpf BI D & BERA HY
F BB K E (pumol/L)
Table 1 LC,, of DMF for 2 hpf, 10 hpf,
and 24 hpf Zebrafish embryos

WG & & FRBEIEUE LCsy (95% AT FIR)
s (hpf) Median lethal concentration LCy,
Embryonic (95% confidence limit)
stage 24 h 48 h
2 13.33(13.01 ~13.69) 13.31(13.02 ~13.66)
10 17.98(16.83 ~19.26) 16.35(15.18 ~17.50)
24 32.50(29.46 ~35.54) 22.50(20.28 ~24.74)

2 hpf BF b0 iR fif 28 A [F) ¥ B2 DMIF 4 53 Ak
H,12 wmol/L ik BE 40 MR i & & 5 X HR 41 6 W
WS WEFEE 13,5 pmol/L &} ,24 h J5 it
Jif AN BB T B AE 8 R YT, B0 B AR AN A2 e 1 O
AW K B AR, 48 h i 60 Bk,
ZRRFRFET . 10 hpf fRAG ZAKVEE DMF fEH 5
A6 & 50 R T B 25 5,14 pmol/L DMF
YEF 24 h J5 IR AR H B0 ALK i | B9 8 48 7K b Fn
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T IR B e G A R B, 16 pmol /L ZH AT
NG B S 4 A 323K 100% AEH 48 h J&5 , 16 26
PR EmM ™ (K 1), 24 hpf JRIRFESL % 24 h
F148 h J5 , FB4rALARIG BB T, FE T 3 5L B ]
FF ORI PE B T R A A A IR M A E
1oL, 50 B4 Lh e R W B S R

250 pwm 250 um

1 DMF XS &MIKELENFM
Fig.1 Effect of dimethyl fumarate on the
development of Zebrafish embryos
A XFRR4L; B ~D: 10 hpf B 5 6 Jf i 48 DMF( =14 pmol/L)
b FR A8 b 5 | VR IR B A B K i G K
A. Control; B - D. Pericardial edema and yolk sac edema caused
by dimethyl fumarate ( =14 pmol/L).
b ARy BE B BE AN

h. Pericardial edema; y: Yolk sac edema.

2.2 DMF XS &REHEZENEM E
W REE AR AE 24 hpf B IR UK, B BUE
PR IR TG B 1, R B M OP B 3% - 4 2 0F 4
fift o BT 30 © 8 B, BN AT U B 3
i (Liao et al. 1997) . 48 h I} 5 ¥ 3¢ gk — 2 1
Wi /I O Bk A 5T 22, IR e B R AT
Vi) 0L Y 2, 3 4o B iy 8 T 4 7 b s B, AR 52
B AERE 2 hpf Z N4 IR EE AR VR B DMF
VMRS P, 28 48 h, B R W B, & Uk A
WRRG & BILAE AR 5% b # % 72 h,6 ~
12 wmol/ L ¢ B2 41 ¥ 73 B eyt B £ 7K i (]
2),10 pmol/L 4 .0 fiL 7K b % H: 3R 100% , it B}
XT HEA G © 43 07 4k 8 O B, DM 42b 21 2 358

Sy RIEASBEIE & 4k, 12 wmol/ L 21 I i 4238 A
Bk, A IR 72 h BEAL R DL 3, MR E
96 h, R WLIE AT HA s B IR S 570

250um 0

B2 DMF L& EE N
Fig.2 Effect of dimethyl fumarate on the

development of Zebrafish embryos
A XTEEYL; B. 2 hpf WAYIRAR 2 12 wmol/L DMF 4b ¥ &
72 h, h. i,
A. Control; B. Embryo ( < 2 hpf) after 12 pmol/L

dimethyl fumarate treatment for 72 h. H. Heart.
100 ¢
80 f
60

40 + *k

72 higfk

72 h hatching rate (%)
*
*

20

0 ok
0 4 6 8 10 12

W Concentration (umol/L)

B3 DMF xS &bRia 72 h B RN
Fig.3 Effect of dimethyl fumarate on 72 h
hatching rate of Zebrafish embryos
SX MBI, = P<0.05, P <0.01,
Comparing to the control, # P <0.05, #%P <0.01.

2.3 DMF x5t 5 & s & VEGFR2 RiA
UM AR W ) DMF 4b 2E 24 hpf 1t %
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Pt 3L P BE T £ Tg (vegrf2 : GFP) ik ,24 h
ISR AR 3 R RGN = S i =
SR RN a0 L= Y v N IR 1 | R e
R 113 3K 5 I 91 52,25, 0 127, 5 wmol/L
DMF 4h B2 R i A7 TR) 0L 48 2% f8, 98 St 85 1 3%
BER AR BEE G (E 4), I 4 1
W MK R E >R, A PP R4

I 5t A 4[] I 2 5,98 O AR % B (10D)
fH,27.5 pmol/L 41 & & & 7 1] 1L 48 9% 6
10D ffiH6 167.63 =2 636.50 (n =39) , X F
St HR 21912 385.06 £2 972.00(n =52) , 34
MWW %% (P<0.01) (K 5), PTK787
(1 mg/L) 434 10D {2k 2 064. 02 = 654. 50
(n=32),

25.0 pmol/L

27.5 pmol/L

1 mg/L PTK7

E4 DMFXMOD@aEBRETENEFERATARENEIN

Fig.4 Effect of dimethyl fumarate on the fluorescent expression in intersegmental vessels

of Zebrafish embryos
A. X B2 ARG (48 hpf) 5 B.25.0 pwmol/L DMF 4b B AR fifi; C.27.5 wmol/L DMF AbFHZH iR i ; D. 1 mg/L PTK787 4b 34

JEHE . AR =500 wm, ISV. {A&5 ] i %

A. Control (48 hpf) ; B. Embryos after treatment with 25.0 pmol/L dimethyl fumarate; C. Embryos after treatment with 27.5

pmol/L dimethyl fumarate; D. Embryos after treatment with 1 mg/L PTK787. Bar =500 pm. ISV. Intersegmental vessels.
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434 Group
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5 DMF i 5t 5 & R & (24 hpf) 457 i8] i &
Pk BT E (I0D) B2 01
Fig.5 Effect of dimethyl fumarate on the
integrated fluorescent density in the intersegmental
vessels of 24 hpf Zebrafish embryos
X HRALILEL, ++P <0.01,

Comparing to the control, %P <0.01.

3 Wk

DMF & — Bz B st A 9 280 35 AR
JEWEG ST 259, W IR I b e S, K38 IR
DME 259 (990 N2/ A g, JE 2 ' 4 i
fif (Arbiser 2011) o X #2275 FA'] DMF 7 i IR
i I 36 97 J7 T B AT T A Y E AT ST S 8 A
6. H2, B Hr DMF 7E A A /9 FQ k1 K Ak
8 3 A 4 7 A B ( Arbiser 2011) , 1 IR )5
DM 41 fif 38 5o 71 A3 P4 BE i 52 A 1 Yo 1 5
51 e fige A FH 380 38 Bz Bk 0 9 9 AL 38 A W]
W& % . AN N, DMF IR 5 43 AH 24 — 3
B K R, #E N IR R R R S A R
(glutathione , GSH) & A= AF HI, AR 5 GSH 4
7% (Rostami-Yazdi et al. 2009) ,

ARSCUABE D £ IR i 4 455 B0 58 DMEF X )ik
R R E R R R A U E
AR K E B B4 filk DMF 23 5 80Uk i 1 B [H])
BB RT 5%, IRIG & F W E R, % DMF
ABURIE M, B 5 S BUET- (R 1) KF
I (<2 hpf) 2 il DMF i 1 B BETE 1 1E
AT R RS S A R B A O R A R AR
KEBRFRI; 2R E 10 hpf Ze A5 I 4 filh DMF
SECE AR I O AL K i R R BT A K
10 hpf i 397 90 i 148 JF 46 0 &, 00048 A AR o6
7 BR & 35 (Liao et al. 1997) , IRJIf IE 4L T

IR ZR G0 7 Y OGB4 fih DMF ) 385 i
TR R G KT 50, X 5 5Kk KA (2006 ) 119 BF
G4 2 — 30k, ST Ah U5 A0 B R X B
.0 1L R G B WS I, 280 L AR &
J5 i R e 399 (9. S hpf) iy BIF 5% 40 85 R 515 B
R RO E & B S B AE I ] %7 . 24 hpf iR
JRRER > E E L LEA KT M, T TiMmEC
AT IGET ) DMF b3, R 3 M iR TR 25 B G
SRR RG R, R A ST, BE
FLIRIG ( <2 hpf) A [F W B DMF % 22 4b 3
% 72 hpf,6 ~12 wmol/L 41 if fify i 3.0 43 7K i
DMF ¥ F B &y, O 7K i & A 308 E . DMIF X
WRRE 72 h AL RAT 50,6 ~ 12 wmol/L ZH IR Jif
72 h WAL RO R AR (] 3) , 12 wmol/L 4 iR
Jif 4 R 0B 4 (ELVR i B A 56 50 B 7K i [R] 6
AR SEME . AbFEE 96 hpf, T A IR R A WA
A JIE i 14 53 U

B Az A AR R S KR e A s R R Y
— I g A 0 A AL I A A AR
P ) 9 RE MR K JRe ) — AT BT o AR5
PL Tg(vegfi2 : GFP) BiF Hy £ Sy 155 A4 3 o) W ¢ 9%
O e 5 R PR Y 3R 3R R F R R AR B W oK F
DMF %f VEGFR2 FEiAm5Em . 459 8~ ,25.0
#127.5 wmol/L ) DMF YEH 24 h J5 , KRG KT
[F 1 A8 HR B A (1, 50 A 1 ARIA AL (R R
FL N BB Y B 5E B R TR I 45 A R IR
A RIEAK ARERDERETARERA,
I 24 B 7R, 27,5 wmol/L DMF b B 41 Jift Jif
A4 ) o 4 2 €8 98 O 1 RO %5 B (10D) {12
FART X B2, 3R] DME AR 1 iR K 75 18] 1
& VEGFR2 Fik/K ¥, HAT il 1A A= 19 1
JH ,iX 5 Garcia-Caballero 45 (2011) ¥ #F 75 45 5=
— o PWH A A BN SR DMF KT R Bt
i geg A FH 1) S — T ML

PRAN S5, DME G R AR B 0 Ik P 1 4
i VEGFR2 ()35 7K, ALl J& DMF it 1 %%
sk Spl 5 VEGFR2 J5 3l i 45 IX 5l Y 45
AR T 3 T 5 PE ( Meissner et al. 2011) .
A W5 & BL DME X # 3¢ [ 7 NF-kB EA7 1) ]
YERT, Z 56 T2 A 508 & B AR G EE
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B2k, I PN R 410 it S5 9 40 i A K ( Garcia-
Caballero et al. 2011) , X i Bl DMF # i 1fi 45
ARG TR B2 AT, 5 2R B AL A G
DLBE 0 S B A ), R AR Bl ) K P Bt —
A FF e DMF 3 P K AR AL AR OC i i 58, s
THEA Hb S AR HLAK P20 58 45 e B [R) 9 AH AR
FHT DMF (AR 17 00 A4 FRE o5, F0 o HE AR
I PR 95 13 97 F 108 1o FH 44 b o = R0 S A
(e =g S

2 % x #t
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