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Abstract

:

Various dietary phytochemicals seem to display antioxidant activity through the NF-E2-related factor 2 (Nrf2) pathway. However, few studies have demonstrated its antioxidant effect and Nrf2 dependency at the animal level. We constructed a zebrafish-based assay system to analyze the in vivo antioxidant activity of phytochemicals and examined the activity of 10 phytochemicals derived from spices, using this system as a pilot study. Hydrogen peroxide and arsenite were used as oxidative stressors, and Nrf2 dependency was genetically analyzed using an Nrf2-mutant zebrafish line. The activities of curcumin, diallyl trisulfide and quercetin were involved in the reduction of hydrogen peroxide toxicity, while those of cinnamaldehyde, isoeugenol and 6-(methylsulfinyl)hexyl isothiocyanate were involved in the reduction of arsenite toxicity. The antioxidant activities of these phytochemicals were all Nrf2 dependent, with the exception of cinnamaldehyde, which showed strong antioxidant effects even in Nrf2-mutant zebrafish. In summary, we succeeded in constructing an assay system to evaluate the in vivo antioxidant activity of various phytochemicals using zebrafish larvae. Using this system, we found that each spice-derived phytochemical has its own specific property and mechanism of antioxidant action.
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1. Introduction


Oxidative stress has various harmful effects in animal cells and leads to serious diseases and accelerates the aging process [1,2]. Thus, reducing oxidative stress in the human body is expected to prevent the progression of diseases and aging [3]. One effective and economical strategy for reducing oxidative stress in the body is to consume antioxidant phytochemicals that are included in various foods, such as curcumin, quercetin and sulforaphane [4,5]. These dietary phytochemicals are considered to activate and/or induce several antioxidant proteins in host cells, mainly via the NF-E2-related factor 2 (Nrf2) pathway [6,7]. The Nrf2 pathway is an evolutionarily conserved cellular defense system against oxidative stress that induces the expression of antioxidant proteins at the transcriptional level and which indirectly eliminates oxidative stress [8,9]. Nrf2-knockout mice are viable and fertile but susceptible to various kinds of lifestyle-related diseases, the onset and progression of which seem to be facilitated by endogenous oxidative stress [10]. Interestingly, a number of phytochemicals that have been reported to activate the Nrf2 pathway are expected to prevent lifestyle-related diseases and extend healthy life expectancy in humans [11]. Among these Nrf2-activating phytochemicals, an isothiocyanate, sulforaphane, which is found in broccoli and other cruciferous vegetables, is the most extensively studied [12]. Sulforaphane is a promising agent that is under preclinical evaluation in many models of disease prevention [13].



The antioxidant activity of sulforaphane has been clearly shown to be Nrf2 dependent by the analyses of knockout animals [14,15]. With regard to phytochemicals other than sulforaphane, however, they have been mainly analyzed only by the induced activity of Nrf2 target genes or reporters, and the possible involvement of other biological pathways in these antioxidant activities has remained unexplored. Genetic analyses have not been performed primarily for economic reasons and the ethical difficulties associated with the use of Nrf2-knockout mice in the evaluation of the antioxidant activities of phytochemicals. It is also difficult to prepare high-quality Nrf2-knockout cells using appropriate cell lines. In contrast, zebrafish might be useful for a comprehensive phytochemical analysis, since it is easy to prepare thousands of embryos/larvae at once and to perform drug treatments using them [16]. We have studied the Nrf2 pathway using zebrafish for two decades and found that the functions and regulatory mechanism of the Nrf2 pathway are highly conserved among vertebrates [17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26]. We also established a mutant line of zebrafish Nrf2 (nfe2l2afh318) and demonstrated that the antioxidant activity of zebrafish larvae was increased by the treatment of sulforaphane and other Nrf2-activating compounds in an Nrf2-dependent manner [15,27,28].



In this study, we evaluated the antioxidant activity of 10 spice-derived phytochemicals (capsaicin, carnosic acid, cinnamaldehyde, curcumin, diallyl trisulfide, eugenol, 6-gingerol, isoeugenol, 6-(methylsulfinyl)hexyl isothiocyanate (6-MSITC) and quercetin) and analyzed their Nrf2 dependency using wild-type and Nrf2-mutant zebrafish. Two types of oxidative stressors (hydrogen peroxide (H2O2)) and sodium arsenite (NaAsO2)) were used in the analyses. As a result, each phytochemical showed different antioxidant activity, and, interestingly, some showed stressor-specific activity. In addition, we found that there were both Nrf2-dependent and Nrf2-independent activities.




2. Results


2.1. Establishment of the Zebrafish-Based Assay System for Evaluating the Antioxidant Activities of Phytochemicals


We have been evaluating the antioxidant activity of Nrf2-activating compounds based on the improvement of the survival rate of zebrafish larvae exposed to toxic oxidative stress [15,27,28]. While the previous method of evaluation required 5 mL of compound solution for each sample (20 larvae in a 35-mm dish), it was better to reduce the volume as much as possible, since many phytochemicals are valuable and expensive. To reduce the volume to one-tenth (0.5 mL), 24-well plates (well diameter, 15.6 mm) were used. First, we determined the appropriate numbers of zebrafish larvae that could be maintained in a healthy condition by performing survival assays in 24-well plates (Figure 1A). Larvae at four days post-fertilization (dpf) were placed in each single well (numbers of larvae, 4, 8, 12, 16 or 20) of a 24-well plate and their status was observed for 120 h (5 days) without exchanging the medium. All larvae survived for 60 h under all conditions, while they became unhealthy after 72 h in a larval-number-dependent manner. We chose eight larvae per well, since they seemed to be healthy, even after 84 h, and set the oxidative stressor treatment time to 48 h (Figure 1B).



Under this condition, we analyzed two oxidative stressors, H2O2 and NaAsO2. We previously showed that 12 h pretreatment with 40 μM sulforaphane was able to reduce the toxicity of further H2O2 and NaAsO2 treatment in zebrafish larvae in a 35-mm dish. To determine the appropriate concentrations of oxidative stressors for a 24-well plate, survival assays were performed using zebrafish larvae (4 dpf). As shown in Figure 1C, the survival rates of H2O2- or NaAsO2-treated larvae were reduced in a dose-dependent manner. We selected 2.8 mM H2O2 and 1.9 mM NaAsO2 as concentrations for further study. Next, we examined the effects of 12 h pretreatment with 40 μM sulforaphane on this assay condition (Figure 1D). The results indicated that sulforaphane significantly reduced the toxicity of these oxidative stressors.




2.2. Determination of the Phytochemical Concentration for the Analyses


This zebrafish-based assay system was used to evaluate the antioxidant activity of 10 phytochemicals derived from various spices: capsaicin (chili pepper), carnosic acid (rosemary), cinnamaldehyde (cinnamon), curcumin (turmeric), diallyl trisulfide (garlic), eugenol (clove), 6-gingerol (ginger), isoeugenol (nutmeg), 6-MSITC (wasabi) and quercetin (caper). Since some phytochemicals showed lethal toxicity at a high concentration, the appropriate concentration for the survival assay was determined for each of the 10 phytochemicals. Zebrafish larvae (3.5 dpf) were treated with each of phytochemicals at four different concentrations (1, 5, 25 and 125 µM) for 12 h, and their viability was examined for 48 h. As a result, only larvae treated with eugenol and quercetin survived until 48 h, even at 125 µM (16/16 survivors/tested larvae). For capsaicin, cinnamaldehyde, diallyl trisulfide, 6-gingerol, isoeugenol and 6-MSITC, all larvae survived at 25 µM, but died at 125 µM during the 12-h pretreatment period. With respect to carnosic acid and curcumin, larvae only survived at 1 µM, and at concentrations of >5µM, all larvae died during pretreatment. Based on these results, the antioxidant activities of phytochemicals were not analyzed at lethal concentrations in subsequent experiments.




2.3. Protective Effects of Curcumin, Diallyl Trisulfide and Quercetin Against H2O2 Toxicity


First, the effects of pretreatment with each phytochemical against H2O2 toxicity were examined. Zebrafish larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with each of the phytochemicals at various concentrations for 12 h and then treated with 2.8 mM H2O2 after the removal of the phytochemicals; the survival rates were analyzed until 48 h and then compared to those without pretreatment (Figure 2A). As a result, the survival of the larvae pretreated with 1 μM curcumin, 25 μM diallyl trisulfide or 25 μM quercetin was significantly increased in comparison to untreated controls. Pretreatment with 5 μM isoeugenol or 5 μM 6-MSITC also tended to increase the survival rate but not to a statistically significant extent (p < 0.1). On the other hand, pretreatment with the remaining five phytochemicals was not associated with a clear increase in survival at any concentration. It is noteworthy that the lethality was significantly increased when larvae were pretreated with 1 μM carnosic acid or 25 μM 6-MSITC. For the three positive phytochemicals, we further performed the survival assays against 2.8 mM H2O2 toxicity to determine the optimal concentration for pretreatment. Zebrafish larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with curcumin (0.5, 1, 2 μM), diallyl trisulfide (12.5, 25, 50 μM) or quercetin (12.5, 25, 50 μM) for 12 h before being treated with 2.8 mM H2O2 for 48 h, and the survival rates were determined (Figure 2B). As a result, the optimal concentrations for curcumin, diallyl trisulfide and quercetin were determined to be 1, 12.5 and 50 μM, respectively. These results demonstrated that curcumin, diallyl trisulfide and quercetin all exhibited protective effects against H2O2 toxicity in zebrafish larvae.




2.4. Protective Effects of Cinnamaldehyde, Isoeugenol and 6-MSITC against NaAsO2 Toxicity


The effects of phytochemicals on oxidative stress induced by stressors other than H2O2 were next investigated. We chose NaAsO2, which generates reactive oxygen species (ROS), including superoxide anion, hydroxyl radical and singlet oxygen, in addition to H2O2 [29]. Larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with each of the phytochemicals at various concentrations for 12 h, and then treated with 1.9 mM NaAsO2 after the removal of the phytochemicals; the survival rates were analyzed until 48 h and compared to the survival rates of larvae without the pretreatment (Figure 3A). As a result, the survival rates of larvae pretreated with 25 μM cinnamaldehyde, 25 μM isoeugenol or 5 μM 6-MSITC significantly increased in comparison to untreated controls. Pretreatment with 25 μM capsaicin also tended to increase the survival rate, but not to a statistically significant extent (p < 0.1). On the other hand, pretreatment with the remaining six phytochemicals did not increase the survival rates at any concentration. It is noteworthy that the lethality was significantly increased when larvae were pretreated with 25 μM diallyl trisulfide. For the three positive phytochemicals, we further performed survival assays against 1.9 mM NaAsO2 toxicity to determine the optimal concentration for pretreatment. Larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with cinnamaldehyde (12.5, 25, 50 μM), isoeugenol (12.5, 25, 50 μM) or 6-MSITC (2.5, 5, 10 μM) for 12 h before being treated with 1.9 mM NaAsO2 for 48 h, and the survival rates were determined (Figure 3B). As a result, the optimal concentrations for cinnamaldehyde, isoeugenol and 6-MSITC were 50, 25 and 10 μM, respectively. All of these results demonstrated that cinnamaldehyde, isoeugenol and 6-MSITC exhibited protective effects against NaAsO2 toxicity in zebrafish larvae.




2.5. Identification of Nrf2-Dependent and Nrf2-Independent Antioxidant Activities of Phytochemicals


To identify whether the antioxidant activities of phytochemicals are Nrf2 dependent, we performed an analysis using Nrf2-mutant zebrafish (nfe2l2afh318) [15]. Since Nrf2-homozygous mutant zebrafish were viable and fertile, homozygous-mutant larvae were easily prepared by crossing Nrf2-homozygous adults.



First, we examined the protective effect of curcumin, diallyl trisulfide and quercetin against H2O2 toxicity (Figure 4A). Nrf2-homozygous mutant larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with 1 μM curcumin, 12.5 μM diallyl trisulfide or 50 μM quercetin for 12 h and then treated with 2.8 mM H2O2 after the removal of phytochemicals; the survival rates were analyzed until 48 h and compared with the survival rates of larvae without pretreatment. Pretreatment with the three phytochemicals was not associated with a clear increase in the survival rates, suggesting that the protective effects of these phytochemicals against H2O2 toxicity were Nrf2 dependent. Since the toxic effects of 2.8 mM H2O2 were more potent in Nrf2 mutants than in wild-type larvae (compare Figure 2B and Figure 4A), it is possible that Nrf2-independent effects were hidden by this strong lethality. To test this possibility, we next analyzed the effects of three phytochemicals with lower concentrations of H2O2. Survival assays were performed using Nrf2-homozygous mutant larvae (4 dpf) to determine the appropriate concentration of H2O2 (Figure 4B). We chose a concentration of 2.2 mM for the treatment of Nrf2 mutants. The effects of 12 h pretreatment with 1 μM curcumin, 12.5 μM diallyl trisulfide or 50 μM quercetin were analyzed using this assay condition (Figure 4C). As a result, none of the three phytochemicals was associated with an obvious improvement in mutant larvae survival, suggesting that their protective effects were indeed Nrf2 dependent.



Second, we examined the protective effect of cinnamaldehyde, isoeugenol and 6-MSITC against NaAsO2 toxicity (Figure 5A). Nrf2-homozygous mutant larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with 50 μM cinnamaldehyde, 25 μM isoeugenol or 10 μM 6-MSITC for 12 h and then treated with 1.9 mM NaAsO2 after the removal of the phytochemicals; the survival rates were analyzed until 48 h and compared with the survival rates of larvae without pretreatment. Pretreatment with isoeugenol and 6-MSITC was not associated with a clear increase in the survival rate, suggesting that the protective effects of these phytochemicals against NaAsO2 toxicity were Nrf2 dependent. However, the survival rates of the larvae pretreated with cinnamaldehyde were significantly increased in comparison to untreated controls, indicating that the anti-NaAsO2 activity of cinnamaldehyde is, at least partially, Nrf2 independent. As was the case with H2O2, the Nrf2-independent antioxidant effect of each phytochemical may have been hidden by the potent toxicity of 1.9 mM NaAsO2 in Nrf2-mutant larvae; thus, we analyzed the effects of three phytochemicals with a lower concentration of NaAsO2. Survival assays were performed using Nrf2-mutant larvae (4 dpf) to determine the appropriate concentration of NaAsO2, and we selected 1.4 mM for the further experiments using Nrf2 mutants (Figure 5B). The effects of 12 h pretreatment with 50 μM cinnamaldehyde, 25 μM isoeugenol or 10 μM 6-MSITC were analyzed using this assay condition (Figure 5C). As a result, larvae pretreated with 6-MSITC showed no obvious difference from untreated larvae, while pretreatment with the other two phytochemicals was associated with a significant improvement in the survival of the Nrf2-homozygous mutants. These results suggest that the anti-NaAsO2 activities of 6-MSITC, isoeugenol and cinnamaldehyde are mainly dependent on Nrf2, Nrf2 plus other pathways and only other pathways, respectively.





3. Discussion


In this study, we established an assay system to evaluate the antioxidant activity of phytochemicals using zebrafish and utilized this system to compare the protective activities of 10 spice-derived phytochemicals against two oxidative stressors, H2O2 and NaAsO2. As a result, curcumin, diallyl trisulfide and quercetin showed preventive activities against H2O2 toxicity, while cinnamaldehyde, isoeugenol and 6-MSITC displayed preventive activities against NaAsO2 toxicity (Figure 6, up arrows). Furthermore, most of these activities were reduced in Nrf2-mutant zebrafish, suggesting that the Nrf2 pathway was the major biological target of these antioxidant phytochemicals (Figure 6, red & orange). Interestingly, the protective effect of cinnamaldehyde against NaAsO2 toxicity was Nrf2 independent, indicating the existence of antioxidant mechanisms other than the Nrf2 pathway (Figure 6, yellow). These unique findings have been observed for the first time, probably because of the use of zebrafish in the phytochemical evaluation. We therefore believe that it would be worthwhile to conduct a comprehensive analysis of various other phytochemicals using the zebrafish-based assay system in the future.



Since all phytochemicals used in this study were known to have antioxidant activity [30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39], we considered that almost all of the 10 phytochemicals would also exhibit antioxidant activity in zebrafish larvae. However, only five showed protective effects against H2O2 toxicity, including isoeugenol and 6-MSITC, which showed only slight effects (Figure 6, black triangles), in addition to curcumin, diallyl trisulfide and quercetin. As for NaAsO2 toxicity, four phytochemicals (cinnamaldehyde, isoeugenol, 6-MSITC and capsaicin) showed protective effects, with capsaicin showing only a slight effect (Figure 6, black triangles). Carnosic acid, eugenol and 6-gingerol did not show any of protective effects against either oxidative stressor. Interestingly, the phytochemicals that were effective against H2O2 toxicity differed from those that were effective against NaAsO2 toxicity. It is known that arsenite produces not only H2O2 but also other ROS, such as superoxide anions, via the activation of NADPH oxidase [29] and also inhibits antioxidant proteins through binding to their cysteine residues [40]. We hypothesized that the different effects of each phytochemical may be based on the different toxic mechanisms of the two oxidative stressors. It would be interesting to analyze other types of oxidative stressors in the future.



The most interesting finding was that cinnamaldehyde demonstrated a greater protective effect against NaAsO2 toxicity than sulforaphane in an Nrf2-independent manner (see Figure 1D, Figure 3A and Figure 5A,C). The effects of cinnamaldehyde on NaAsO2 toxicity were also shown by Wondrak et al. [41] using HCT116 colon cancer cells. However, they considered that this effect was due to the activation of the Nrf2 pathway. Cinnamaldehyde is known to target biological pathways other than the Nrf2 pathway, including TRPA1, a member of the transient receptor potential (TRP) cation channel family [42,43]. We would like to clarify which pathways contribute to this antioxidant activity in the future. An Nrf2-independent effect against NaAsO2 toxicity was also observed in the case of isoeugenol. The effects of isoeugenol are interesting because of following reasons: (1) it exhibited both Nrf2-dependent and Nrf2-independent activities against NaAsO2 toxicity; (2) it displayed some protective effects against H2O2 toxicity; and (3) it has been reported to have stronger antioxidant and Nrf2-activating activities than its analogous compound, eugenol [37,44]. The molecular mechanism underlying isoeugenol-mediated cytoprotection is worth clarifying.



Diallyl trisulfide, 6-MSITC and quercetin all showed Nrf2-dependent antioxidant activity. Diallyl trisulfide showed protective effects against H2O2 toxicity at concentrations of 12.5 and 25 μM, but against NaAsO2 toxicity it induced lethality, even at 5 μM, suggesting the cotoxicity of diallyl trisulfide and arsenite. Previous reports showed that diallyl trisulfide not only ameliorates H2O2 toxicity in C2C12 skeletal muscle myoblast cells in a Nrf2-dependent manner [45], but also protects the rat liver from arsenic acid damage [46]. It is not known whether this discrepancy is due to the difference in arsenic forms, tissues/cells or species. In contrast to the findings with diallyl trisulfide, pretreatment with 25 μM 6-MSITC showed Nrf2-dependent protection against NaAsO2 toxicity, while it exhibited cotoxicity in the case of H2O2 toxicity. 6-MSITC is an isothiocyanate similar to sulforaphane and has been shown to protect against NaAsO2 toxicity in mouse primary hepatocytes [47] and to induce phase 2 detoxifying genes in the mouse liver in an Nrf2-dependent manner [48]. It is plausible that the zebrafish larvae also exhibited antioxidant activity through the Nrf2 pathway. However, 6-MSITC has also been reported to reduce the toxicity of H2O2 in rat fetal striatal cells [38], which was not observed in our case, suggesting that the regulation may differ between tissues/cells or species. Quercetin showed a protective effect against H2O2 toxicity at concentration of 25 and 50 μM in an Nrf2-dependent manner but had no effect on NaAsO2 toxicity. Quercetin is one of the most well-known Nrf2-activating compounds used in this study [49] and has been reported to be effective against damage caused by long-term NaAsO2 treatment in the rat liver and brain [50]. The discrepancy between the latter report and our current study may be due to acute toxicity caused by the high concentration of NaAsO2. However, quercetin seems to be a highly safe phytochemical, at least in zebrafish larvae, as it did not kill the larvae even when used at a high concentration of 125 μM.



Four phytochemicals did not show significant protective effects against the two oxidative stressors. Among these, capsaicin has various properties, including pain relief, weight loss, body thermoregulation, antimicrobial and anticancer activities, probably through its receptor TRPV1, another member of the TRP family [51]. Although there are many reports on the antioxidant effects of capsaicin, the molecular basis of its action, including its relationship to the Nrf2 pathway, has not been well understood [30]. It is likely that capsaicin indirectly activates some cellular antioxidant mechanisms, but it may not function well in zebrafish larvae. Carnosic acid has been reported to exhibit antioxidant activity through the Nrf2 pathway in various cells and mice [31,52]. However, in zebrafish larvae, the toxicity of carnosic acid was so strong that we could not analyze it at concentrations ≥5 μM, and even at 1 μM, the numbers of surviving larvae were significantly decreased due to cotoxicity when they were further treated with H2O2. We consider that the toxicity will emerge before its medicinal effects appear. Eugenol has been reported to show antioxidant activity [35]; however, the relationship between its activity and the Nrf2 pathway was not clear. In zebrafish larvae, eugenol did not show any antioxidant activity or toxic effects, even at 125 μM. In the case of 6-gingerol, the antioxidant activity is less well known than the anti-inflammatory effect [36]. We consider that the antioxidant activity of 6-gingerol may be too weak to enhance the survival of zebrafish larvae.



In this study, we used zebrafish larvae to analyze the antioxidant activity of phytochemicals derived from food ingredients and their Nrf2 dependency. This was the first study to simultaneously evaluate the antioxidant activity of 10 or more phytochemicals in a vertebrate body. We used more than 48 larvae per single measured value, which might be difficult to do using mice or other mammals due to economic reasons and ethical considerations. It would also be difficult to treat mice uniformly with these phytochemicals. Because of the small size of zebrafish larvae (length 2 mm) and the fact that they are aquatic, they can be uniformly treated with drugs, similarly to cultured cells. The 5 mL of compound solution required in our previous assay system using a 35-mm dish [15] might be too much for the analysis of valuable and expensive phytochemicals. In the improved assay system described in the present study, a 24-well plate was used to reduce the amount of the phytochemical solution to 0.5 mL per well, which allowed us to reduce the amounts of rare samples that were used. Only 10 spice-derived phytochemicals were analyzed in this pilot study, nevertheless, we could find both oxidative-stressor-specific effects and Nrf2-independent activity, suggesting that the zebrafish-based assay system will be useful for evaluating the properties of phytochemicals. The zebrafish-based assay system is relatively low-throughput in comparison to systems using cultured cells, but has several advantages: (1) it reflects effects on multicellular tissues in physiological conditions; (2) it uses normal, but not cancer, cells; (3) developmental toxicity and teratogenicity can be evaluated at the same time; and (4) the molecular mechanism can be genetically identified using gene knockout lines. It is therefore considered to be useful for the comprehensive evaluation of various food ingredients and for screening unknown beneficial phytochemicals from food extracts. Although the zebrafish is a fish, we consider that it is possible to apply the results obtained from zebrafish-based system to human health by verifying them using a mammalian model. In the future, we will use this assay system to screen and evaluate antioxidant activities in various foods, such as vegetables, fruits, beans and dairy products.




4. Materials and Methods


4.1. Zebrafish and Chemicals


In this study, wild-type (AB strain) and Nrf2-mutant (nfe2l2afh318) [15] zebrafish larvae were used. The Nrf2-mutant line was maintained by polymerase chain reaction based genotyping, as described previously [28]. Embryos were obtained by natural mating. Capsaicin, carnosic acid, cinnamaldehyde, eugenol, 6-gingerol, isoeugenol, quercetin, H2O2 and NaAsO2 were purchased from FUJIFILM Wako (Osaka, Japan). Diallyl trisulfide and sulforaphane were bought from LKT Laboratories (St. Paul, MN, USA). Curcumin and 6-MSITC were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich Japan (Tokyo, Japan) and Abcam (Cambridge, UK), respectively. H2O2 and NaAsO2 were dissolved in MiliQ water (Merck-Millipore, Billerica, MA), sulforaphane in ethanol and other phytochemicals were dissolved in dimethyl sulfoxide for the stock solution, and were diluted to the final concentration with E3+ medium (5 mM NaCl, 0.17 mM KCl, 0.33 mM CaCl2, 0.33 mM MgSO4 and 0.1 μg/mL methylene blue).




4.2. Survival Assays


Survival assays were performed as previously described [28] with slight modification. Briefly, larvae (3.5 dpf, 8 larvae per well in a standard condition) were placed in each well of a 24-well plate, instead of a 35-mm dish in the previous report, with 500 µL of phytochemical solution (E3+ medium containing each phytochemical) for 12 h. At 4 dpf, the phytochemical solution was replaced with oxidative stressor solution (E3+ medium containing H2O2 or NaAsO2). We selected 2.8 mM H2O2 and 1.9 mM NaAsO2 as optimized concentrations to evaluate the antioxidant activity of phytochemicals. The survival of larvae was observed for 48 h after starting the oxidative stressor treatment. Each analysis was performed in triplicate, and the experiments were repeated multiple times to confirm reproducibility. Larvae were not fed during the experiment. All animal experiments were performed in accordance with the animal protocols approved by the Animal Experiment Committee of the University of Tsukuba (Approval Identification Number: 18368; approval date: 1st June 2018). All methods were carried out in accordance with the Regulation for Animal Experiments in our University and the Fundamental Guideline for Proper Conduct of Animal Experiment and Related Activities in Academic Research Institutions under the jurisdiction of the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology.




4.3. Statistical Analysis


All survival data were calculated using the Kaplan–Meier method and analyzed by log-rank test; p values <0.05 were considered to indicate statistical significance. All statistical analyses were performed using EZR [53], which is a graphical user interface for R (The R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria). More precisely, it is a modified version of R commander designed to add statistical functions frequently used in biostatistics.
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	dpf
	days post-fertilization



	H2O2
	hydrogen peroxide



	6-MSITC
	6-(methylsulfinyl)hexyl isothiocyanate



	NaAsO2
	sodium arsenite



	Nrf2
	NF-E2-related factor 2



	TRP
	transient receptor potential







References


	



Poprac, P.; Jomova, K.; Simunkova, M.; Kollar, V.; Rhodes, C.J.; Valko, M. Targeting free radicals in oxidative stress-related human diseases. Trends Pharmacol. Sci. 2017, 38, 592–607. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Finkel, T.; Holbrook, N.J. Oxidants, oxidative stress and the biology of ageing. Nature 2000, 408, 239–247. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Neha, K.; Haider, M.R.; Pathak, A.; Yar, M.S. Medicinal prospects of antioxidants: A review. Eur. J. Med. Chem. 2019, 178, 687–704. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Zhang, Y.J.; Gan, R.Y.; Li, S.; Zhou, Y.; Li, A.N.; Xu, D.P.; Li, H.B. Antioxidant phytochemicals for the prevention and treatment of chronic diseases. Molecules 2015, 20, 21138–21156. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kelsey, N.A.; Wilkins, H.M.; Linseman, D.A. Nutraceutical antioxidants as novel neuroprotective agents. Molecules 2010, 15, 7792–7814. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Houghton, C.A.; Fassett, R.G.; Coombes, J.S. Sulforaphane and other nutrigenomic Nrf2 activators: Can the clinician’s expectation be matched by the reality? Oxid. Med. Cell. Longev. 2016, 2016, 7857186. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Jadeja, R.N.; Upadhyay, K.K.; Devkar, R.V.; Khurana, S. Naturally occurring Nrf2 activators: Potential in treatment of liver injury. Oxid. Med. Cell. Longev. 2016, 2016, 3453926. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yamamoto, M.; Kensler, T.W.; Motohashi, H. The KEAP1-NRF2 system: A thiol-based sensor-effector apparatus for maintaining redox homeostasis. Physiol. Rev. 2018, 98, 1169–1203. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fuse, Y.; Kobayashi, M. Conservation of the Keap1-Nrf2 system: An evolutionary journey through stressful space and time. Molecules 2017, 22, 436. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Cuadrado, A.; Rojo, A.I.; Wells, G.; Hayes, J.D.; Cousin, S.P.; Rumsey, W.L.; Attucks, O.C.; Franklin, S.; Levonen, A.L.; Kensler, T.W.; et al. Therapeutic targeting of the NRF2 and KEAP1 partnership in chronic diseases. Nat. Rev. Drug Discov. 2019, 18, 295–317. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Qin, S.; Hou, D.X. Multiple regulations of Keap1/Nrf2 system by dietary phytochemicals. Mol. Nutr. Food Res. 2016, 60, 1731–1755. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Dinkova-Kostova, A.T.; Fahey, J.W.; Kostov, R.V.; Kensler, T.W. KEAP1 and done? Targeting the NRF2 pathway with aulforaphane. Trends Food Sci. Technol. 2017, 69, 257–269. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Yagishita, Y.; Fahey, J.W.; Dinkova-Kostova, A.T.; Kensler, T.W. Broccoli or sulforaphane: Is it the source or dose that matters? Molecules 2019, 24, 3593. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Qin, Z.; Tang, J.; Han, P.; Jiang, X.; Yang, C.; Li, R.; Tang, M.; Shen, B.; Wang, W.; Qin, C.; et al. Protective effects of sulforaphane on di-n-butylphthalate-induced testicular oxidative stress injury in male mice offsprings via activating Nrf2/ARE pathway. Oncotarget 2017, 8, 82956–82967. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Mukaigasa, K.; Nguyen, L.T.; Li, L.; Nakajima, H.; Yamamoto, M.; Kobayashi, M. Genetic evidence of an evolutionarily conserved role for Nrf2 in the protection against oxidative stress. Mol. Cell. Biol. 2012, 32, 4455–4461. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Goldsmith, P. Zebrafish as a pharmacological tool: The how, why and when. Curr. Opin. Pharmacol. 2004, 4, 504–512. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Mukaigasa, K.; Tsujita, T.; Nguyen, V.T.; Li, L.; Yagi, H.; Fuse, Y.; Nakajima-Takagi, Y.; Kato, K.; Yamamoto, M.; Kobayashi, M. Nrf2 activation attenuates genetic endoplasmic reticulum stress induced by a mutation in the phosphomannomutase 2 gene in zebrafish. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2018, 115, 2758–2763. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Nguyen, V.T.; Fuse, Y.; Tamaoki, J.; Akiyama, S.I.; Muratani, M.; Tamaru, Y.; Kobayashi, M. Conservation of the Nrf2-mediated gene regulation of proteasome subunits and glucose metabolism in zebrafish. Oxid. Med. Cell. Longev. 2016, 2016, 5720574. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fuse, Y.; Nakajima, H.; Nakajima-Takagi, Y.; Nakajima, O.; Kobayashi, M. Heme-mediated inhibition of Bach1 regulates the liver specificity and transience of the Nrf2-dependent induction of zebrafish heme oxygenase 1. Genes Cells 2015, 20, 590–600. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tsujita, T.; Li, L.; Nakajima, H.; Iwamoto, N.; Nakajima-Takagi, Y.; Ohashi, K.; Kawakami, K.; Kumagai, Y.; Freeman, B.A.; Yamamoto, M.; et al. Nitro-fatty acids and cyclopentenone prostaglandins share strategies to activate the Keap1-Nrf2 system: A study using green fluorescent protein transgenic zebrafish. Genes Cells 2011, 16, 46–57. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Nakajima, H.; Nakajima-Takagi, Y.; Tsujita, T.; Akiyama, S.; Wakasa, T.; Mukaigasa, K.; Kaneko, H.; Tamaru, Y.; Yamamoto, M.; Kobayashi, M. Tissue-restricted expression of Nrf2 and its target genes in zebrafish with gene-specific variations in the induction profiles. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e26884. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kobayashi, M.; Li, L.; Iwamoto, N.; Nakajima-Takagi, Y.; Kaneko, H.; Nakayama, Y.; Eguchi, M.; Wada, Y.; Kumagai, Y.; Yamamoto, M. The antioxidant defense system Keap1-Nrf2 comprises a multiple sensing mechanism for responding to a wide range of chemical compounds. Mol. Cell. Biol. 2009, 29, 493–502. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Li, L.; Kobayashi, M.; Kaneko, H.; Nakajima-Takagi, Y.; Nakayama, Y.; Yamamoto, M. Molecular evolution of Keap1: Two Keap1 molecules with distinctive intervening region structures are conserved among fish. J. Biol. Chem. 2008, 283, 3248–3255. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Suzuki, T.; Takagi, Y.; Osanai, H.; Li, L.; Takeuchi, M.; Katoh, Y.; Kobayashi, M.; Yamamoto, M. Pi class glutathione S-transferase genes are regulated by Nrf2 through an evolutionarily conserved regulatory element in zebrafish. Biochem. J. 2005, 388, 65–73. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Takagi, Y.; Kobayashi, M.; Li, L.; Suzuki, T.; Nishikawa, K.; Yamamoto, M. MafT, a new member of the small Maf protein family in zebrafish. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 2004, 320, 62–69. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kobayashi, M.; Itoh, K.; Suzuki, T.; Osanai, H.; Nishikawa, K.; Katoh, Y.; Takagi, Y.; Yamamoto, M. Identification of the interactive interface and phylogenic conservation of the Nrf2-Keap1 system. Genes Cells 2002, 7, 807–820. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fuse, Y.; Endo, Y.; Araoi, S.; Daitoku, H.; Suzuki, H.; Kato, M.; Kobayashi, M. The possible repositioning of an oral anti-arthritic drug, auranofin, for Nrf2-activating therapy: The demonstration of Nrf2-dependent anti-oxidative action using a zebrafish model. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 2018, 115, 405–411. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fuse, Y.; Nguyen, V.T.; Kobayashi, M. Nrf2-dependent protection against acute sodium arsenite toxicity in zebrafish. Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 2016, 305, 136–142. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Flora, S.J.S. Arsenic-induced oxidative stress and its reversibility. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 2011, 51, 257–281. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Adaszek, L.; Gadomska, D.; Mazurek, L.; Lyp, P.; Madany, J.; Winiarczyk, S. Properties of capsaicin and its utility in veterinary and human medicine. Res. Vet. Sci. 2019, 123, 14–19. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



De Oliveira, M.R. The dietary components carnosic acid and carnosol as neuroprotective agents: A mechanistic view. Mol. Neurobiol. 2016, 53, 6155–6168. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Bakar, A.; Yao, P.C.; Ningrum, V.; Liu, C.T.; Lee, S.C. Beneficial biological activities of Cinnamomum osmophloeum and its potential use in the alleviation of oral mucositis: A systematic review. Biomedicines 2020, 8, 3. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Abrahams, S.; Haylett, W.L.; Johnson, G.; Carr, J.A.; Bardien, S. Antioxidant effects of curcumin in models of neurodegeneration, aging, oxidative and nitrosative stress: A review. Neuroscience 2019, 406, 1–21. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Puccinelli, M.T.; Stan, S.D. Dietary bioactive diallyl trisulfide in cancer prevention and treatment. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2017, 18, 1645. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Barboza, J.N.; da Silva Maia Bezerra Filho, C.; Silva, R.O.; Medeiros, J.V.R.; de Sousa, D.P. An overview on the anti-inflammatory potential and antioxidant profile of eugenol. Oxid. Med. Cell. Longev. 2018, 2018, 3957262. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Oyagbemi, A.A.; Saba, A.B.; Azeez, O.I. Molecular targets of [6]-gingerol: Its potential roles in cancer chemoprevention. Biofactors 2010, 36, 169–178. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhang, L.L.; Zhang, L.F.; Xu, J.G.; Hu, Q.P. Comparison study on antioxidant, DNA damage protective and antibacterial activities of eugenol and isoeugenol against several foodborne pathogens. Food Nutr. Res. 2017, 61, 1353356. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Mizuno, K.; Kume, T.; Muto, C.; Takada-Takatori, Y.; Izumi, Y.; Sugimoto, H.; Akaike, A. Glutathione biosynthesis via activation of the nuclear factor E2-related factor 2 (Nrf2)—Antioxidant-response element (ARE) pathway is essential for neuroprotective effects of sulforaphane and 6-(methylsulfinyl) hexyl isothiocyanate. J. Pharmacol. Sci. 2011, 115, 320–328. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Xu, D.; Hu, M.J.; Wang, Y.Q.; Cui, Y.L. Antioxidant activities of quercetin and Its complexes for medicinal application. Molecules 2019, 24, 1123. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Jomova, K.; Jenisova, Z.; Feszterova, M.; Baros, S.; Liska, J.; Hudecova, D.; Rhodes, C.J.; Valko, M. Arsenic: Toxicity, oxidative stress and human disease. J. Appl. Toxicol. 2011, 31, 95–107. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wondrak, G.T.; Villeneuve, N.F.; Lamore, S.D.; Bause, A.S.; Jiang, T.; Zhang, D.D. The cinnamon-derived dietary factor cinnamic aldehyde activates the Nrf2-dependent antioxidant response in human epithelial colon cells. Molecules 2010, 15, 3338–3355. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Zhu, R.; Liu, H.; Liu, C.; Wang, L.; Ma, R.; Chen, B.; Li, L.; Niu, J.; Fu, M.; Zhang, D.; et al. Cinnamaldehyde in diabetes: A review of pharmacology, pharmacokinetics and safety. Pharmacol. Res. 2017, 122, 78–89. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Takahashi, N.; Mori, Y. TRP channels as sensors and signal integrators of redox status changes. Front. Pharmacol. 2011, 2, 58. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Natsch, A.; Emter, R. Skin sensitizers induce antioxidant response element dependent genes: Application to the in vitro testing of the sensitization potential of chemicals. Toxicol. Sci. 2008, 102, 110–119. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kang, J.S.; Kim, G.Y.; Kim, B.W.; Choi, Y.H. Antioxidative effects of diallyl trisulfide on hydrogen peroxide-induced cytotoxicity through regulation of nuclear factor-E2-related factor-mediated thioredoxin reductase 1 expression in C2C12 skeletal muscle myoblast cells. Gen. Physiol. Biophys. 2017, 36, 129–139. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Miltonprabu, S.; Sumedha, N.C.; Senthilraja, P. Diallyl trisulfide, a garlic polysulfide protects against As-induced renal oxidative nephrotoxicity, apoptosis and inflammation in rats by activating the Nrf2/ARE signaling pathway. Int. Immunopharmacol. 2017, 50, 107–120. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Shinkai, Y.; Sumi, D.; Fukami, I.; Ishii, T.; Kumagai, Y. Sulforaphane, an activator of Nrf2, suppresses cellular accumulation of arsenic and its cytotoxicity in primary mouse hepatocytes. FEBS Lett. 2006, 580, 1771–1774. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Morimitsu, Y.; Nakagawa, Y.; Hayashi, K.; Fujii, H.; Kumagai, T.; Nakamura, Y.; Osawa, T.; Horio, F.; Itoh, K.; Iida, K.; et al. A sulforaphane analogue that potently activates the Nrf2-dependent detoxification pathway. J. Biol. Chem. 2002, 277, 3456–3463. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Costa, L.G.; Garrick, J.M.; Roque, P.J.; Pellacani, C. Mechanisms of neuroprotection by quercetin: Counteracting oxidative stress and more. Oxid. Med. Cell. Longev. 2016, 2016, 2986796. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pingili, R.B.; Challa, S.R.; Pawar, A.K.; Toleti, V.; Kodali, T.; Koppula, S. A systematic review on hepatoprotective activity of quercetin against various drugs and toxic agents: Evidence from preclinical studies. Phytother. Res. 2020, 34, 5–32. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tominaga, M.; Tominaga, T. Structure and function of TRPV1. Pflugers Arch. 2005, 451, 143–150. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Mimura, J.; Inose-Maruyama, A.; Taniuchi, S.; Kosaka, K.; Yoshida, H.; Yamazaki, H.; Kasai, S.; Harada, N.; Kaufman, R.J.; Oyadomari, S.; et al. Concomitant Nrf2- and ATF4-activation by carnosic acid cooperatively induces expression of cytoprotective genes. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 1706. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Kanda, Y. Investigation of the freely available easy-to-use software ‘EZR’ for medical statistics. Bone Marrow Transplant. 2013, 48, 452–458. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]








[image: Ijms 21 01109 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Survival assays of zebrafish larvae against oxidative stressors using 24-well plates. (A) Determination of the numbers of larvae. The indicated numbers of larvae (4 dpf) were placed into each well and survival rates were evaluated for 120 h without exchanging the medium. Larvae numbers: 4 (gray, dotted), 8 (red), 12 (green), 16 (yellow, dotted), 20 (purple). (B) A schematic diagram of the survival assay. Eight larvae (3.5 dpf) were placed into a single well of a 24-well plate, pretreated with phytochemicals for 12 h, then treated with oxidative stressors for 48 h, and the survival rates of the treated larvae were measured every 12 h. (C) Determination of the optimal concentration of oxidative stressors for the survival analysis. Larvae (4 dpf) were exposed to H2O2 at concentrations of 2.5 to 3.0 mM (left panel; 2.5 (dark blue), 2.6 (light blue, dotted), 2.7 (green), 2.8 (red), 2.9 (yellow, dotted), 3.0 mM (gray)) or NaAsO2 at concentrations of 1.5 to 2.0 mM (right panel; 1.5 (dark blue), 1.6 (light blue, dotted), 1.7 (green), 1.8 (yellow, dotted), 1.9 (red), 2.0 mM (gray, dotted)) for 48 h. Each analysis was performed in triplicate, and the experiments were repeated multiple times. (D) Antioxidant activity of sulforaphane. Larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with (SF, red) or without ((–), gray, dotted) 40 µM sulforaphane for 12 h, then treated with 2.8 mM H2O2 (left panel) or 1.9 mM NaAsO2 (right panel) for 48 h, and the survival rates were analyzed every 12 h. All survival rates were calculated using the Kaplan–Meier method and the log-rank test was used to compare the variables between the groups; p values of < 0.05 were considered to indicate statistical significance. 
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Figure 2. Effects of pretreatment with spice-derived phytochemicals on the survival rates of zebrafish larvae exposed to H2O2. (A) Survival assays using 10 phytochemicals at 4 concentrations. Larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with the indicated phytochemicals at concentrations of 0 µM (gray, dotted), 1 µM (dark blue), 5 µM (green), 25 µM (red) or 125 µM (purple). After pretreatment for 12 h, the solution was changed to 2.8 mM H2O2 and survival was measured every 12 h for 48 h. Each analysis was performed in triplicate, and the experiments were repeated multiple times. (B) Optimization of the concentration of phytochemicals. Larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with curcumin (0 (gray, dotted), 0.5 (light blue), 1 (dark blue), 2 μM (dark green)), diallyl trisulfide (0 (gray, dotted), 12.5 (orange), 25 (red), 50 μM (pink)) or quercetin (0 (gray, dotted), 12.5 (orange), 25 (red), 50 μM (pink)) at the indicated concentrations. All survival rates were calculated using the Kaplan–Meier method and analyzed by log-rank test; p values of < 0.05 were considered to indicate statistical significance. Asterisks denote toxic effects of the indicated phytochemicals. N.S. indicates not significant. 
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Figure 3. Effects of pretreatment with spice-derived phytochemicals on the survival rates of zebrafish larvae exposed to NaAsO2. (A) Survival assays using 10 phytochemicals at 4 concentrations. Larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with indicated phytochemicals at concentrations of 0 µM (gray, dotted), 1 µM (dark blue), 5 µM (green), 25 µM (red) or 125 µM (purple). After pretreatment for 12 h, the solution was changed to 1.9 mM NaAsO2 and survival was measured every 12 h for 48 h. (B) Optimization of the phytochemical concentrations. Larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with cinnamaldehyde (0 (gray, dotted), 12.5 (orange), 25 (red), 50 μM (pink)), isoeugenol (0 (gray, dotted), 12.5 (orange), 25 (red), 50 μM (pink)) or 6-MSITC (0 (gray, dotted), 2.5 (light blue), 5 (green), 10 μM (yellow)) at the indicated concentrations. An asterisk denotes toxic effects of the indicated phytochemical. 
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Figure 4. Effects of pretreatment with phytochemicals on the survival rates of Nrf2-homozgous mutant larvae exposed to H2O2. (A) Survival assays using Nrf2-mutant larvae prepared from homozygous mutant parents. Larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with (red; 1 µM curcumin, 12.5 µM diallyl trisulfide or 50 µM quercetin) or without (gray, dotted) indicated phytochemicals. After pretreatment for 12 h, the solution was changed to 2.8 mM H2O2 and survival was measured every 12 h for 48 h. (B) Determination of the optimal H2O2 concentrations for survival analyses using Nrf2-mutant larvae. Larvae (4 dpf) were exposed to H2O2 at concentrations of 1.8 to 2.8 mM for 48 h (1.8 (dark blue), 2.0 (light blue, dotted), 2.2 (red), 2.4 (green), 2.6 (yellow), 2.8 mM (dark gray, dotted)). Survival rates were observed every 12 h. (C) Survival assays using a lower dose of H2O2. Nrf2-mutant larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with (red; 1 µM of curcumin, 12.5 µM of diallyl trisulfide or 50 µM of quercetin) or without (gray, dotted) indicated phytochemicals. After pretreatment for 12 h, the solution was changed to 2.2 mM H2O2 and the survival was measured every 12 h for 48 h. 
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Figure 5. Effects of pretreatment with phytochemicals on the survival rates of Nrf2-homozygous mutant larvae exposed to NaAsO2. (A) Survival assays using Nrf2-mutant larvae prepared from homozygous mutant parents. Larvae (3.5 dpf) were pretreated with (red; 50 µM cinnamaldehyde, 25 µM isoeugenol or 10 µM 6-MSITC) or without (gray, dotted) indicated phytochemicals. After pretreatment for 12 h, the solution was changed to 1.9 mM NaAsO2 and survival was measured every 12 h for 48 h. (B) Determination of the optimal NaAsO2 concentrations for survival analyses using Nrf2-mutant larvae. Larvae (4 dpf) were exposed to NaAsO2 at concentrations of 1.3 to 1.9 mM for 48 h (1.3 (dark blue), 1.4 (red), 1.5 (light blue, dotted), 1.6 (green), 1.7 (yellow, dotted), 1.8 (purple), 1.9 mM (dark gray, dotted)). Survival rates were observed every 12 h. (C) Survival assays using a lower dose of NaAsO2. Larvae (3.5 dpf) of Nrf2 mutant were pretreated with (red; 50 µM cinnamaldehyde, 25 µM isoeugenol or 10 µM 6-MSITC) or without (gray, dotted) indicated phytochemicals. After pretreatment for 12 h, the solution was changed to 1.4 mM NaAsO2 and survival was measured every 12 h for 48 h. 
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Figure 6. Summary of the effects of phytochemical pretreatment. Up and down arrows denote the survival effects, with a significant increase or decrease, respectively, in survival (p < 0.05). Red, orange and yellow indicate Nrf2-depedent, partially Nrf2-depedent and Nrf2-independent activities, respectively. Black triangles denote a non-significant increase (p < 0.1). Squares mean no significant effects. “–” denotes “not analyzed”. “X” and gray background indicate toxic concentrations for each phytochemical. 
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