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Abstract: Chlorogenic acid (5-CQA) is a phenolic natural product that has been reported to improve
neurobehavioral disorders and brain injury. However, its pharmacokinetics and distribution in the rat
brain remain unclear. In this study, we established a rapid and sensitive UHPLC–MS/MS method for
the determination of 5-CQA in rat plasma, cerebrospinal fluid (CSF), and brain tissue to investigate
whether it could pass through the blood–brain barrier (BBB) and its distribution in the rat brain, and
a Caenorhabditis elegans (C. elegans) strain paralysis assay was used to investigate the neuroprotective
effect of 5-CQA in different brain tissues. Chromatographic separation of 5-CQA and glycyrrhetinic
acid (GA, used as internal standard) was completed in 0.5 min, and the full run time was maintained
at 4.0 min. Methodological validation results presented a high accuracy (95.69–106.81%) and precision
(RSD ≤ 8%), with a lower limit of quantification of 1.0 ng/mL. Pharmacokinetic results revealed that
5-CQA can pass through the BBB into the CSF, but the permeability of BBB to 5-CQA (ratio of mean
AUC0-∞ of CSF to plasma) was only approximately 0.29%. In addition, 5-CQA can penetrate into the
rat brain extensively and is distributed with different intensities in different nuclei. A C. elegans strain
paralysis assay indicated that the neuroprotective effect of 5-CQA is positively correlated with its
content in different brain tissues. In conclusion, our study for the first time explored the BBB pass
rate and brain tissue distribution of 5-CQA administered via the tail vein by the UHPLC–MS/MS
method and investigated the potential main target area of 5-CQA for neuroprotection, which could
provide a certain basis for the treatment of nervous system-related diseases of 5-CQA.

Keywords: chlorogenic acid; pharmacokinetics; UHPLC–MS/MS; distribution; neuroprotection

1. Introduction

Chlorogenic acids are phenolic natural products composed of caffeic and quinic acids
found in a variety of plants, fruits, vegetables, and coffee [1]. There are a number of isomers
contained in it, of which 5-O-Caffeoylquinic acid (5-CQA, which was used in our study,
Figure 1A) is the most abundant in plant and dietary sources [2,3]. 5-CQA is also one of the
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main active components in many traditional Chinese medicine injections, including Mailu-
oning injection, Shuanghuanglian injection, and Reduning injection [4–6]. Pharmacological
studies have demonstrated that 5-CQA exhibits anti-inflammation, antioxidation, antiulcer,
antiobesity, and antihypertension properties [7–10]. A growing number of studies have
found that chlorogenic acid can effectively improve neurobehavioral disorders and brain
injury in rats in recent years, showing obvious neuroprotective effects [11–13]. We also
previously reported the brain-protective and antidepressant potential of 5-CQA through
upregulating synapsin I expression to improve 5-hydroxytryptamine release [14]. Due to
the importance of the pharmacokinetic characteristics of 5-CQA for further studies of its
neuroprotective effects, an accurate method for quantifying 5-CQA in the brain is essential.
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Figure 1. Chemical structures of chlorogenic acid (A) and glycyrrhetinic acid (B).

To date, there are few reports about the pharmacokinetics of 5-CQA. According to
existing research, it is difficult to quantify 5-CQA at low concentrations due to the limitation
of the instruments and equipment at the time, and the detection time is also long [15,16], or it
may not be possible to quantify 5-CQA quickly and sensitively because of the need to detect
multiple compounds at the same time [17–19]. Therefore, the 5-CQA quantitative method
still needs to be optimized, such as by optimizing its quantitative limit and shortening its
detection time. Moreover, there are no reports on the rate of chlorogenic acid blood–brain
barrier passage, and the pharmacokinetics study of 5-CQA in the central nervous system
(CNS) and its brain distribution remain unclear.

All drugs need to cross the blood–brain barrier (BBB) to exert the CNS efficacy, and
studies have shown that drugs’ exposure in the CNS can be replaced by the detection
of their concentrations in the cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) [20,21]. In the current study, the
quantitative limit for 5-CQA was optimized, as was its detection time. In addition, a rapid
and sensitive ultra-high-performance liquid chromatography–tandem mass spectrometry
(UHPLC–MS/MS) method was established to further perform a study on the pharmacoki-
netics and brain distribution of 5-CQA in rat plasma and CSF and obtain its pass ratio
through the BBB into CSF. Moreover, the concentration of 5-CQA in different brain tissues
was measured, and a Caenorhabditis elegans (C. elegans) model, a common model used
to investigate drug toxicity and neuroscience, was used to compare its neuroprotective
effect [22]. Our study provided a superior method for the determination of 5-CQA in the
CSF and brain tissue of rats and identified its potential main target area of brain-protective
effects. The results may enhance the understanding of 5-CQA in neuroprotection and
provide potential guidance for the clinical use of related traditional Chinese formulas.

2. Results
2.1. LC–MS/MS Analysis

Both positive and negative modes were used to make ESI conditions as optimal as
possible for determining 5-CQA and GA. 5-CQA and IS displayed more and stronger
signals in negative mode than in positive mode. In the end, a negative ion was applied.
For the purpose of establishing a quantitative method for MS, full scans of precursor ions
and the production of 5-CQA and IS were conducted to affirm their precursor ions and
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the corresponding products. Then, the MS parameters, examples including cell accelerator
voltage, collision energy, and fragment, were optimized to produce the greatest relative
abundance of precursor and products. The quantitation was performed by using the ion
pair including m/z 353.15→191.15 for 5-CQA and m/z 469.20→355.15 for IS in MRM mode
(Figure 2). The key point was to choose an appropriate IS, which could enhance the method
performance. Since the final GA had similar chromatographic behavior, ionization response,
and extraction efficiency as 5-CQA, it was selected as the IS.
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2.2. Method Validation

Rat CSF, plasma, and brain homogenate samples were used to evaluate the selectivity
of the analytical method for endogenous plasma matrix. The retention times of 5-CQA
and GA were 1.7 min and 3.43 min, respectively. Representative MRM chromatograms
were obtained from blank rat CSF, plasma, and brain homogenate samples, spiked rat
CSF and plasma samples with 5-CQA and GA, and rat CSF and plasma samples after a
5 min tail vein injection of 5-CQA. As shown in Figure 3, the peaks of 5-CQA and IS were
detected with good peak shape and excellent resolution, and the 5-CQA retention time was
not affected by endogenous substances. By plotting the peak area ratio of 5-CQA to GA
against the plasma, CSF, and brain homogenate concentrations, calibration curves of 5-CQA
in rat plasma, CSF, and brain homogenates were generated. Rat plasma, CSF, and brain
homogenates were analyzed with linear regression of the peak area ratios versus concentra-
tion over the concentration range of 2–400 ng/mL. The linear 5-CQA in rat plasma, CSF, and
brain homogenate were y = 0.00413x + 0.0073 (R2 = 0.998, plasma), y = 0.00406x + 0.0078
(R2 = 0.999, CSF), and y = 0.01510x + 2.1116 (R2 = 0.991, brain), respectively. The LLOQ
of 5-CQA was 1.0 ng/mL in all biological samples. In the current study, QC samples at
different 5-CQA concentrations were analyzed on three different days and on the same day
to determine interday and intraday precision and accuracy. The results are listed in Table 1,
indicating that the interday and intraday precision of plasma, CSF, and brain ranged from
2.22% to 8.00%, 2.40% to 7.70%, and 4.19 to 6.89%, respectively. The accuracy of plasma
samples ranged from 95.69% to 106.81% and 99.73% to 106.73% for the CSF sample, and
95.78 to 101.43% for brain homogenates. All the above results were within a range of
100 ± 15%, which is within the FDA standard limits [23]. The matrix effects at low, middle,
and high concentrations of 5-CQA and GA are shown in Table 2. The matric effects were in
the range of 85–115%. The results identified that the current determination method was
not affected by matrix effect. The stability of 5-CQA at different concentrations (2, 50, and
400 ng/mL) in rat biological samples is shown in Table 3. The RSD of the stability of all
biological samples ranged from 1.99% to 9.32% in all stability assays. The results suggested
that 5-CQA showed no significant degradation during the process of analysis.

Table 1. Inter- and intraday precision and accuracy for 5-CQA in rat biological samples (n = 5).

Biological
Matrices

Spiked
(ng/mL)

Interday
(RSD, %)

Intraday
(RSD, %)

Accuracy
(mean ± SD, %)

Plasma
2 8.00 5.90 95.69 ± 6.84
50 4.70 3.81 101.55 ± 4.77

400 3.81 2.22 106.81 ± 4.07

CSF
2 7.70 7.70 99.73 ± 7.68
50 3.56 3.56 106.73 ± 3.80

400 2.40 2.40 104.92 ± 2.51

Brain
2 5.31 6.89 96.25 ± 8.09
50 5.67 4.19 101.43 ± 5.87

400 6.40 5.83 95.78 ± 4.53

Table 2. Matrix effect of 5-CQA in the plasma, CSF, and brain homogenates of rats (n = 5).

Analyte Spiked (ng/mL) Matrix Effect
(Mean ± SD, %)

Matrix Effect
(Mean ± SD, %)

Matrix Effect
(Mean ± SD, %)

5-CQA
2 97.32 ± 7.97 107.08 ± 8.76 98.43 ± 6.98
50 95.82 ± 5.98 105.06 ± 6.56 101.45 ± 3.89

400 93.77 ± 4.09 103.14 ± 4.50 105.41 ± 5.62
IS 1000 102.80 ± 3.13 101.93 ± 2.78 103.98 ± 3.14
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samples. (A1) Blank rat plasma sample without 5-CQA; (B1) blank rat plasma sample without
GA; (C1) blank rat plasma sample with 500 ng/mL 5-CQA and 1000 ng/mL GA; (D1) rat plasma
sample collected at 5 min after tail vein injection of 50 mg/kg 5-CQA; (A2) blank rat CSF sample
without 5-CQA; (B2) blank rat CSF sample without GA; (C2) blank rat CSF sample with 500 ng/mL
5-CQA and 1000 ng/mL GA; (D2) rat CSF sample collected at 5 min after tail vein injection of
50 mg/kg 5-CQA; (A3) blank rat brain homogenate sample without 5-CQA; (B3) blank rat brain
homogenate sample without GA; (C3) blank rat brain homogenate sample with 500 ng/mL 5-CQA
and 1000 ng/mL GA; (D3) rat brain homogenate sample collected at 5 min after tail vein injection of
50 mg/kg 5-CQA.

Table 3. Stability of 5-CQA in the plasma, CSF, and brain homogenate samples of rats (n = 5).

Matrix
Nominal
(ng/mL)

Postpreparative
(4–8 ◦C, 18 h)

Short-Term
(25 ◦C, 2 h) After Three Freeze-Thaw Cycles

Measured
(ng/mL)

RSD
(%)

Measured
(ng/mL)

RSD
(%)

Measured
(ng/mL)

RSD
(%)

Plasma
2 2.21 ± 0.17 7.52 2.21 ± 0.17 7.52 2.21 ± 0.17 7.52

50 52.81 ± 3.06 5.79 52.81 ± 3.06 5.79 52.81 ± 3.06 5.79
400 406.82 ± 13.06 3.21 406.82 ± 13.06 3.21 406.82 ± 13.06 3.21

CSF
2 2.16 ± 0.11 5.09 1.91 ± 0.13 6.81 1.84 ± 0.11 5.98

50 51.77 ± 1.03 1.99 50.09 ± 3.01 6.01 47.35 ± 4.35 9.19
400 404.00 ± 18.50 4.58 387.67 ± 36.13 9.32 364.29 ± 30.46 8.36

Brain
2 1.98 ± 0.14 3.88 2.08 ± 0.31 6.78 2.13 ± 0.09 2.51

50 50.83 ± 1.14 1.99 51.87 ± 2.04 2.45 51.23 ± 3.24 2.45
400 405.87 ± 16.37 4.31 407.61 ± 26.01 3.78 405.31 ± 16.43 5.21

2.3. Pharmacokinetics Study

The average concentration–time profiles of 5-CQA in the plasma and CSF are shown
in Figure 4. The main pharmacokinetic parameters of 5-CQA are shown in Table 4. The
results showed that 5-CQA can be detected simultaneously in plasma and CSF within
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5 min after intravenous injection, which suggests that 5-CQA can cross the BBB. Accord-
ing to DAS 3.0, we observed that only a very small percentage of 5-CQA can penetrate
into the CSF. The maximum plasma concentration (Cmax), area under the concentration–
time curve (AUC0-t), and AUC0-∞ in plasma were nearly 287 times (42,545.60 ng/mL
vs. 148.35 ng/mL), 246 times (34,985.91 ng/h/mL vs. 142.30 ng/h/mL), and 343 times
(60,509.72 ng/h/mL vs. 176.81 ng/h/mL), respectively, and the BBB permeability of 5-CQA
was approximately 0.29% (ratio of mean AUC0-∞ of CSF to plasma, based on the approach
used in previous studies) [24]. Another noteworthy point was that the t1/2 of 5-CQA was
faster in CSF than in plasma (0.44 h vs. 1.24 h).
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Table 4. The main pharmacokinetic profile of 5-CQA in the plasma and CSF of rats after vein injection
of a single dose of 50 mg/kg (n = 5).

Parameter In CSF In Plasma

Cmax (ng/mL) 148.35 ± 43.13 42,545.60 ± 3040.20
t1/2 (h) 0.44 ± 0.27 1.24 ± 0.96

AUC0-t (ng/h/mL) 142.30 ± 67.33 34,985.91 ± 17,066.36
AUC0-∞ (ng/h/mL) 176.81 ± 77.44 60,509.74 ± 39,713.01

2.4. Brain Nuclei Distribution and Neuroprotective Effect

The concentrations of 5-CQA in the rat Hip, Cor, Hyp, and BS after vein injection of
1 dose of 50 mg/kg of 5-CQA are shown in Figure 5. The results showed that 5-CQA could
be detected at different concentrations in Hip, Hyp, Cor, and BS at 5 min after intravenous
injection, and the concentration of 5-CQA in the BS was the highest. The concentration
of 5-CQA in BS demonstrated a significant trend toward decreasing over time. Overall,
the variation trend of 5-CQA concentration in Hyp was completely opposite, showing an
increasing trend with time. In addition, the concentration of 5-CQA in both Hip and Cor
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fluctuates with time. Notably, 5-CQA reached maximum concentrations in Hip and Cor at
30 and 120 min, respectively.

Pharmaceuticals 2023, 16, x FOR PEER REVIEW 7 of 14 
 

 

 
Figure 5. Concentration of 5-CQA in the rat hippocampus, hypothalamus, cortex, and brainstem 
after vein injection of 50 mg/kg 5-CQA. 

The effect of different brain nuclei homogenate on the paralysis of CL4176 worms 
was determined to further investigate the main target areas of the 5-CQA neuroprotective 
effect. As shown in Figure 6 (visualization of worm paralysis in different groups is shown 
in the Supplementary Materials), all brain nuclei homogenates significantly reduced tem-
perature-induced paralysis of worms, and the BS group provided the best protection. 

 
Figure 6. Protective effect of hippocampus, cortex, hypothalamus, and brainstem homogenates on 
paralyzed CL4176 worms. (A) Representative images were captured under a Leica M205FA stere-
omicroscope at 36 h; (B) quantification of paralyzed CL4176 worms at 36 h treatment with four brain 
tissue homogenates. (** p < 0.01 vs control group; n = 3.) 

3. Discussion 
Chromatographic separation conditions play a pivotal role in peak shape, sensitivity, 

and run time, and a good and stable detection method is the premise of the study of phar-
macokinetics [25]. Compared to methanol, acetonitrile was selected to precipitate protein 
during the whole experiment since it precipitated more completely and had less interfer-
ence. In addition, several mobile phase conditions, such as acetonitrile–water, methanol–
water, and other solutions, including acetic acid, formic acid, and ammonium acetate, 
were tested. In the end, 0.05% formic acid in water and 5 mM ammonium formate in ace-
tonitrile were selected as the optimal solvent composition to obtain a better peak shape 
and flatter baseline. 

Figure 5. Concentration of 5-CQA in the rat hippocampus, hypothalamus, cortex, and brainstem
after vein injection of 50 mg/kg 5-CQA.

The effect of different brain nuclei homogenate on the paralysis of CL4176 worms was
determined to further investigate the main target areas of the 5-CQA neuroprotective effect.
As shown in Figure 6 (visualization of worm paralysis in different groups is shown in the
Supplementary Materials), all brain nuclei homogenates significantly reduced temperature-
induced paralysis of worms, and the BS group provided the best protection.
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brain tissue homogenates. (** p < 0.01 vs. control group; n = 3.)

3. Discussion

Chromatographic separation conditions play a pivotal role in peak shape, sensitivity,
and run time, and a good and stable detection method is the premise of the study of
pharmacokinetics [25]. Compared to methanol, acetonitrile was selected to precipitate
protein during the whole experiment since it precipitated more completely and had less
interference. In addition, several mobile phase conditions, such as acetonitrile–water,
methanol–water, and other solutions, including acetic acid, formic acid, and ammonium
acetate, were tested. In the end, 0.05% formic acid in water and 5 mM ammonium formate
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in acetonitrile were selected as the optimal solvent composition to obtain a better peak
shape and flatter baseline.

Compared with the reported detection of chlorogenic acid, we improved its analytical
method by UHPLC–MS/MS [26]. In detail, we shortened the analysis time of chlorogenic
acid to 4 min and lowered the LLOQ to 1 ng/mL, which may save time for future analysis
of chlorogenic acid. In addition, we investigated the distribution of chlorogenic acid in
brain tissue using UHPLC–MS/MS and initially identified the potential target areas of
5-CQA performing neuroprotective effects for the first time. Unfortunately, our study
mainly concentrated on the distribution of 5-CQA in brain tissue and its main target area
for neuroprotection, as our previous research found that 5-CQA can effectively delay the
progression of Parkinson’s disease [27]. The main metabolites of 5-CQA were not detected
simultaneously in this study, and thus, we could not prove whether it is 5-CQA or its
metabolite that mainly exerts neuroprotective effects. However, it is definitely the case that
investigating the material basis of 5-CQA in neuroprotective effects is our further focus,
and we will certainly establish a UHPLC–MS/MS approach for simultaneous detection of
5-CQA and its metabolites.

To our knowledge, more than 30 chlorogenic acid metabolites have been detected,
among which caffeic acid, dihydrocaffeic acid, m-coumaric acid, and quinic acid have
been reported to have pharmacological activity [28,29]. It has been reported that caffeic
acid has significant antioxidant activity, dihydrocaffeic acid confers significant protection
against oxidative damage, and m-coumaric acid was found to promote neurite outgrowth
in hippocampal neuronal cells [30–32]. Although there are many studies on 5-CQA and
its metabolites, it is still unclear in which brain tissues they are mainly distributed to
provide neuroprotective effects, which is why we plan to carry out further studies as
described above.

Chlorogenic acid is a widely distributed natural substance in a variety of plants,
vegetables, and fruits [33]. Although the route of administration in reported studies
on chlorogenic acid was also mostly oral, intravenous injection was used in the present
study [34]. 5-CQA has been reported to have poor penetration across lipophilic membrane
barriers, and its oral bioavailability is even less than 1% [35]. To accomplish the objectives
of our study, it was necessary to ensure that the concentration of 5-CQA entering the brain
tissue was adequate and could be accurately quantified. Due to the above considerations,
we finally selected tail vein injection of a high dose of 5-CQA after pretesting. Moreover,
the pharmacokinetic parameters of 5-CQA, including Cmax, Tmax, AUC, and t1/2, were
different with different administration methods, dosages, and test animals. Studies showed
that the absolute bioavailability of 5-CQA was only 4.8% after oral 50 mg/kg of 5-CQA,
which was calculated to be concordant with our results [36]. Therefore, how to accurately
quantify chlorogenic acid in different brain regions while conforming to the daily intake
and clinical dose of chlorogenic acid is what we need to address in our next study.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Chemicals and Reagents

5-CQA (C16H18O9, MW = 354.31, purity, 98%) was obtained from Nanjing King Bam-
boo Biological Technology Co., Ltd. (Nanjing, China). Glycyrrhetinic (GA, C30H46O4,
MW = 470.69, purity, 99%) was obtained from the National Institute for the Control of Phar-
maceutical and Biological Products (Beijing, China) as the internal standard (IS) for UHPLC–
MS/MS and pharmacokinetic analysis of 5-CQA. The chemical structures of 5-CQA and
GA are shown in Figure 1. LC–MS grade acetonitrile was purchased from Merck Com-
pany (Darmstadt, Germany). HPLC grade formic acid was purchased from Ann Spectrum
Company (Shanghai, China), and HPLC grade ammonium formate (purity ≥ 98%) was
purchased from Shanghai Hongrui Chemical Co., Ltd. (Shanghai, China). Ultrapure wa-
ter used throughout the experiment was made by a Millipore water purification system
(Bedford, MA, USA). All of the other reagents and solvents were of analytical grade.
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4.2. Instrumentation and Analytical Conditions

The analysis was performed on a Shimadzu LCMS-8040 UHPLC system (Shimadzu,
Kyoto, Japan) that included two LC-30AD infusion pumps, a CTO-30A column oven, a
SIL-30AC automatic sampling device, a DGU-20A5 Solvent Degasser, CBM-20A system
controller, an LCMS-8040 triple quadrupole mass spectrometer, and Lab Solutions station
(Ver. 5.75, Shimadzu Corporation, Kyoto, Japan) chromatography workstation in conjunc-
tion with a Shim-pack XR-ODS III Column (2.0 mm I.D. × 50 mm L., 1.6 µm). The gradient
elution settings of the mobile phase mixture (A) water-formic acid (100:0.05, v/v) and (B)
5 mM ammonium formate-acetonitrile with a gradient elution were set as follows: 5–5% B
at 0.0–0.8 min, 5–95% B at 0.8–1.8 min, 95–95% B at 1.8–2.9 min, 95–5% B at 2.9–3.0 min, and
5–5% B at 3.0–4.0 min. The flow rate was maintained at 0.35 mL/min, and the autosampler
was at 25 ◦C during the whole process. The injection volume was 10 µL, and the total
chromatographic time was 4.0 min.

The mass spectrometer was used in negative ion ionization mode. The voltage ion
source interface was −3.0 kV, and the desolvation line temperature was 250 ◦C. The
heating module temperature was 450 ◦C. Multiple reaction monitoring (MRM) mode
was used for quantification by observing the precursor ion to produce ion transitions of
m/z 353.15→191.15 for 5-CQA and m/z 573.15→531.15 for GA (Figure 2). High-purity
nitrogen (N2) was employed as the atomizing gas, and N2 was served as the drying gas
with a flow rate of 2.5 L/min and 12.0 L/min, respectively.

4.3. Animals

Male Sprague–Dawley rats (8–10 weeks of age, body weight: 250 ± 50 g, license num-
ber: SCXK2013–17) were obtained from Southwest Medical University (Luzhou, Sichuan,
China). SD rats had free access to diet and water and adapted to 5 rats in each cage under
RH 55 ± 5% and 22 to 25 ◦C with a 12 h light/dark cycle. Rats were adaptively fed for
7 days and then fasted for 12 h but always had free access to water before experiments. All
operations on rats complied with guidelines endorsed by the Laboratory Animal Ethics
Committee of Southwest Medical University (Luzhou, China).

The AD worm strain CL4176, dvIs27 [myo-3p::A-Beta (1–42)::let-851 3’UTR) + rol-
6(su1006)] X used in this study was obtained from the Caenorhabditis Genetics Center
(CGC), maintained on NGM plates, and fed with Escherichia coli OP50 at 16 ◦C unless
otherwise noted.

4.4. Samples Preparation

5-CQA (1.07 mg) was dissolved in pure water at a concentration of 1.00 mg/mL
as a stock solution, which was further attenuated with pure water to obtain a series of
concentrations (10–500 ng/mL) as a standard working solution.

GA (1.05 mg) was dissolved in 1.05 mL methanol to obtain a stock solution with
a concentration of 1.00 mg/mL, which was then attenuated with methanol to obtain a
working solution with a concentration of 1000 ng/mL. We freshly prepared all of the
solutions before experiments.

Biological calibration standards for 5-CQA were produced by spiking a suitable
amount of the working solution of 5-CQA and IS into 45 µL of blank plasma or 89 µL of
CSF sample and brain homogenate. The solution was thoroughly mixed by vortexing for
30 s, and then 200 µL 5% formic acid-acetonitrile was pipetted and vortexed for 1 min.
After the supernatant was used for detection by centrifugation at 21,913× g for 10 min, the
quality control (QC) samples were made at concentrations of 5, 50, and 500 ng/mL in the
same way as the calibration standards were prepared. All solutions were stored at −20 ◦C.

Frozen samples of plasma and CSF were placed away from light at room temperature
for 30 min before analysis. After the samples were thawed completely, the appropriate
amount of IS working standard solution was added into 45 µL plasma or CSF sample and
thoroughly vortexed for 30 s. To precipitate protein, 200 µL of 5% formic acid-acetonitrile
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was added and vortexed for 1 min in all samples. After centrifugation at 21,913× g for
10 min, the supernatants were collected for detection.

Rats were sacrificed by decapitation after anesthesia, and the brain tissues were
completely peeled off. Then, the hippocampus (Hip), cortex (Cor), hypothalamus (Hyp),
and brainstem (BS) were divided, washed using normal saline, gently blotted on filter paper,
and weighed. Hip, Cor, Hyp, and BS samples were homogenized in 2 volumes of normal
saline by using a homogenizer. The appropriate amount of IS working standard solution
was added to 45 µL brain homogenate and thoroughly vortexed for 30 s. Then, 200 µL of
5% formic acid-acetonitrile was added and it was vortexed for 1 min to precipitate protein.
After centrifugation at 21,913× g for 10 min, the supernatants were gathered for detection.

4.5. Method Validation

The specificity was confirmed by comparatively analyzing the difference between
blank plasma, CSF samples, or brain homogenates, and blank plasma, CSF samples, or
brain homogenates spiked with 5-CQA and GA.

The calibration curve of 5-CQA in plasma was constructed by matching the ratio
of peak area of 5-CQA to IS to a linear equation with the corresponding concentrations.
Calibration standards containing eight different concentrations of 5-CQA (1.0, 2.0, 5.0, 20,
50, 100, 250, and 500 ng/mL) were measured to obtain the calibration curves. The linearity
of each calibration curve was obtained by plotting the linear regression of the peak area
ratios of 5-CQA/IS against the 5-CQA concentrations spiked in biological samples. The
lowest concentration of 5-CQA on the calibration curve was defined as the lower limit
of quantitation (LLOQ). Meanwhile, the precision of this method was represented as a
percentage of relative standard deviation (RSD), and the accuracy was expressed as a
relative error (RE), accessed by comparing samples in five replicates.

The precision and accuracy of the current analytical method were validated at three
concentration levels of 5-CQA (2, 50, and 400 ng/mL). The intraday precision and accuracy
were evaluated by detecting QC samples in a single day, and the interday precision and
accuracy were evaluated by analyzing the QC samples for more than 3 days in a row.

Three different concentrations levels (2, 50, and 400 ng/mL) of 5-CQA were used to
assay the matrix effect by analyzing the peak areas achieved from the standards with those
obtained from blank biological samples spiked with 5-CQA and GA. Briefly, 45 µL blank rat
CSF, plasma samples, or brain homogenates were spiked with 10 µL of IS standard working
solution and three different 5-CQA standard working solutions (final concentrations: 2,
50, and 400 ng/mL), which were further precipitated with 200 µL ammonium formate-
acetonitrile (5 mM) and vortexed thoroughly. After centrifugation at 21,913× g for 10 min,
supernatant was collected for analysis. The QC samples were prepared as described above.
All the prepared samples were analyzed using UHPLC–MS/MS.

The samples used for the investigation of stability were prepared according to the
calibration standards. A total of three concentration levels (2, 50, and 400 ng/mL) of 5-CQA
were used for biological samples, and each concentration had five replicate samples. The
samples were placed away from light during the experiment. The postpreparative storage
stability was evaluated after the prepared QC samples were stored in a 4 ◦C refrigerator for
18 h. The short-term stability was determined after the QC samples were stored at indoor
temperature for 2 h. The freeze–thaw stability was determined by freezing the samples at
−80 ◦C for at least 12 h, then defrosting them at indoor temperature three times repeatedly.
The stability of 5-CQA was assayed by determining the concentrations of 5-CQA in the
samples using UHPLC–MS/MS following the calibration curve of 5-CQA in plasma or
CSF samples.

4.6. Pharmacokinetics Study

Pentobarbital sodium (30 mg/kg) was intraperitoneally injected into five rats to
anesthetize them. A gum-elastic catheter consisting of polyethylene and silicone rubber
tubing was catheterized into the right extracervical vein. These rats were then fed one rat
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per cage overnight to completely wake up. On the second day, the rats were then secured
to a stereotaxic apparatus for cannulating their cisterna magna with a 25-gauge needle
attached to a 1.5 cm Eppendorf tube as described previously [25]. After the cannula
was inserted into the cisterna magna, the rats were given 50 mg/kg 5-CQA dissolved in
physiological saline by tail vein injection as previously described [26]. Blood and CSF
samples were gathered by catheters at various time points (pretreatment, 5, 10, 20, 30,
45 min, 1, 1.5, 2, 3, 4, 6, and 8 h after 5-CQA administration); 300 µL blood and 20 µL
CSF were collected each time. Sterile filtered 0.9% saline was given to the rats by oral
administration to supplement the blood loss with the amount of water replacement equal
to the amount of blood drawn. Finally, plasma samples were gathered in anticoagulant
Eppendorf tubes and centrifuged at 1006× g for 5 min, and the supernatants were collected
for further analysis.

4.7. Brain Nuclei Distribution

Twenty rats were divided randomly into four groups, with five rats per group. Rats
were administered 50 mg/kg 5-CQA dissolved in normal saline by tail vein injection. After
injection, the rats were slain at 5, 30, 120, and 240 min, and the Hip, Cor, Hyp, and BS were
excised. The brain nuclei samples were weighed and stored at −80 ◦C until treatment.

CL4176 is a transgenic nematode that can express human Aβ1-42 protein in its mus-
cle tissue induced by temperature and then rapidly become paralyzed, and it plays an
important role in studying the pathogenesis of Alzheimer’s disease and the drugs for
its treatment [37,38]. A paralysis assay in CL4176 worms was performed as previously
described. In short, the synchronized L1 larvae of CL4176 worms (100–150 worms per con-
dition) were transferred to NGM plates which contained the homogenate of brain tissue of
rats administered with or without 5-CQA. The NMG plates were incubated at 16 ◦C for
36 h and then changed to 23 ◦C to induce the expression of human Aβ1-42 protein in the
muscle of CL4176 worms, which ultimately led to the paralysis of nematodes. Then, the
worms were scored for paralysis after the temperature shifted for 36 h, and nematodes
were observed to have “halos” around their heads, which removed bacteria or moved their
head only or even did not move when they were touched by a platinum worm to pick the
nematodes and were regarded as paralyzed. The assay results were obtained from more
than three independent experiments.

4.8. Statistical Analysis

Data are expressed as the mean ± standard deviation (mean ± SD). Pharmacokinetic
parameters were calculated by DAS 3.0 software. Statistical analysis was performed with
GraphPad Prism (Prism 5.0, San Diego, CA, USA) using a two-tailed Student’s t test,
and p-values less than 0.05 were considered as statistically significant. Representative
photographs and videos of paralyzed CL4176 worms were taken under a Leica M205FA
stereomicroscope (Leica, Wetzlar, Germany). Bandicam software (Bandicam Company,
Seoul, Korea) was used for analysis. The graphical scheme of study approach is shown in
Figure 7.
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5. Conclusions

A simple, sensitive, and rapid UHPLC–MS/MS method was developed in our study
and applied to investigate the pharmacokinetic characteristics of 5-CQA, by which we
calculated the BBB permeability of 5-CQA administered via tail vein and investigated its
distribution in the brain and the potential major targets of neuroprotection for the first
time. The results indicated that 5-CQA could rapidly cross the BBB, but its penetration
rate was only approximately 0.29%. Noticeably, the t1/2 of 5-CQA in rat CSF was faster
than that in plasma. Moreover, 5-CQA can penetrate extensively into rat brain and is
distributed in various nuclei with different intensities. This study provided worthy data
for research on 5-CQA in neurodegenerative diseases and might be helpful in revealing the
mechanism of 5-CQA in exerting neuroprotective effects. Unfortunately, we were not able
to confirm whether it is 5-CQA or its metabolite that exerted neuroprotective effects due to
the limitations of the experimental conditions.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ph16020178/s1, Video S1: Visualization of worm paralysis in
different groups.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, C.B., X.Z., L.Y. (Lu Yu), W.Z., J.W. and L.Z.; method-
ology, A.W. and L.Z.; software, C.B. and L.Z.; formal analysis, C.B., J.C. and X.T.; validation,
X.Z., L.Y. (Le Yang), and A.W.; writing—original draft preparation, C.B., X.Z. and L.Y. (Lu Yu);
writing—review and editing, W.Z., J.W. and L.Z.; supervision, W.Z., J.W. and L.Z.; project admin-
istration, J.C. and X.T.; funding acquisition, J.W. and L.Z. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was financially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation
of China (Nos. 81774013, 81804221, 82074129 and 82274324), the National Key Research and De-
velopment Program of China (No. 2018ZX09721004-006-004), the Science and Technology Plan-
ning Project of Sichuan Province (Nos. 2022JDJQ0061, 22ZYZYTS0191, 2022YFS0607, 2022FYS0620,
2019YFSY0014, 2019JDPT0010, 2019LZXNYDJ11, 2019YJ0473, and 2019YJ0484), the Science and
Technology Program of Luzhou (Nos. 2020LZXNYDZ03, 2018LZXNYD-ZK31, 2020LZXNYDP01,
2019LZXNYDJ05, 2018LZXNYD-YL05, and 2018LZXNYD-PT02), the Health and Family Planning
Commission of Sichuan Province (No. 18PJ019), and the Youth Program of Southwest Medical
University (No. 2021ZKQN022).

Institutional Review Board Statement: This study was conducted in accordance with ARRIVE
guidelines and approved by the laboratory animal ethics committee of Southwest Medical University
(License No. swmu2020-178).

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ph16020178/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ph16020178/s1


Pharmaceuticals 2023, 16, 178 13 of 14

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article and Supplementary Material.

Conflicts of Interest: All affiliations and authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Lu, H.; Tian, Z.; Cui, Y.; Liu, Z.; Ma, X. Chlorogenic Acid: A Comprehensive Review of the Dietary Sources, Processing Effects,

Bioavailability, Beneficial Properties, Mechanisms of Action, and Future Directions. Compr. Rev. Food Sci. Food Saf. 2020, 19,
3130–3158. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Abrankó, L.; Clifford, M.N. An Unambiguous Nomenclature for the Acylquinic Acids Commonly Known as Chlorogenic Acids.
J. Agric. Food Chem. 2017, 65, 3602–3608. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Zeng, L.; Xiang, R.; Fu, C.; Qu, Z.; Liu, C. The Regulatory Effect of Chlorogenic Acid On Gut-Brain Function and its Mechanism:
A Systematic Review. Biomed. Pharmacother. 2022, 149, 112831. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Zhang, J.; Ju, W.Z.; Chen, M.; Liu, F.; Tan, H.S.; Song, R.J. Pharmacokinetics of Chlorogenic Acid in Mailuoning Injection for
Healthy Volunteers. Chin. J. Clin. Pharm. Ther. 2009, 14, 536–540.

5. Li, H.Y.; Zhao, W.; Wang, X.L.; Wang, T.; Wang, C.X. Sensitive Electrochemical Determination of Chlorogenic Acid in Traditional
Chinese Medicine Product and its Interaction with Dna. J. Instrumental Anal. 2017, 36, 398–402,408.

6. Qiu, X.L.; Ren, X.L.; Zhang, H.J.; Xiao, W.; Qi, A.D. Study On Degradation Kinetics of Chlorogenic Acid in Reduning Injection.
J. Pharm. Anal. 2012, 32, 2240–2245.

7. Feng, Y.; Yu, Y.H.; Wang, S.T.; Ren, J.; Camer, D.; Hua, Y.Z.; Zhang, Q.; Huang, J.; Xue, D.L.; Zhang, X.F.; et al. Chlorogenic Acid
Protects D-Galactose-Induced Liver and Kidney Injury Via Antioxidation and Anti-Inflammation Effects in Mice. Pharm. Biol.
2016, 54, 1027–1034. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Shimoyama, A.T.; Santin, J.R.; Machado, I.D.; de Oliveira E Silva, A.M.; de Melo, I.L.P.; Mancini-Filho, J.; Farsky, S.H.P.
Antiulcerogenic Activity of Chlorogenic Acid in Different Models of Gastric Ulcer. Naunyn Schmiedebergs Arch. Pharmacol. 2013,
386, 5–14. [CrossRef]

9. Zhao, Y.Y.; Wang, J.K.; Ballevre, O.; Luo, H.L.; Zhang, W.G. Antihypertensive Effects and Mechanisms of Chlorogenic Acids.
Hypertens. Res. 2012, 35, 370–374. [CrossRef]

10. Cho, A.S.; Jeon, S.M.; Kim, M.J.; Yeo, J.; Seo, K.I.; Choi, M.S.; Lee, M.K. Chlorogenic Acid Exhibits Anti-Obesity Property and
Improves Lipid Metabolism in High-Fat Diet-Induced-Obese Mice. Food Chem. Toxicol. 2010, 48, 937–943. [CrossRef]

11. Gao, L.J.; Li, X.Q.; Meng, S.; Ma, T.Y.; Wan, L.H.; Xu, S.J. Chlorogenic Acid Alleviates Aβ25-35-Induced Autophagy and Cognitive
Impairment Via the Mtor/Tfeb Signaling Pathway. Drug Des. Dev. Ther. 2020, 14, 1705–1716. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Heitman, E.; Ingram, D.K. Cognitive and Neuroprotective Effects of Chlorogenic Acid. Nutr. Neurosci. 2016, 20, 32–39. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13. Shen, W.J.; Qi, R.B.; Zhang, J.; Wang, Z.G.; Wang, H.D.; Hu, C.F.; Zhao, Y.R.; Bie, M.; Wang, Y.P.; Fu, Y.M.; et al. Chlorogenic Acid
Inhibits Lps-Induced Microglial Activation and Improves Survival of Dopaminergic Neurons. Brain Res. Bull. 2012, 88, 487–494.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Wu, J.M.; Chen, H.X.; Li, H.; Tang, Y.; Yang, L.; Cao, S.S.; Qin, D.L. Antidepressant Potential of Chlorogenic Acid-Enriched Extract
From Eucommia Ulmoides Oliver Bark with Neuron Protection and Promotion of Serotonin Release through Enhancing Synapsin
I Expression. Molecules 2016, 21, 260. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Li, X.P.; Yu, J.; Luo, J.Y.; Li, H.S.; Han, F.J.; Chen, X.G.; De Hu, Z. Determination and Pharmacokinetic Study of Chlorogenic Acid
in Rat Dosed with Yin-Huang Granules by Rp-Hplc. Biomed. Chromatogr. 2006, 20, 206–210. [CrossRef]

16. Gao, R.; Lin, Y.; Liang, G.; Yu, B.; Gao, Y. Comparative Pharmacokinetic Study of Chlorogenic Acid After Oral Administration
of Lonicerae Japonicae Flos and Shuang-Huang-Lian in Normal and Febrile Rats. Phytother. Res. 2014, 28, 144–147. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

17. Mendes, N.S.; Pereira, S.M.F.; Arantes, M.B.S.; Glória, L.L.; Nunes, C.R.; Passos, M.D.S.; Vieira, I.J.C.; Moraes, L.P.D.; Rodrigues, R.;
Oliveira, D.B. Bioanalytical Method Validation for the Quantification of the Chlorogenic Acid in Capsicum Baccatum through
High Performance Liquid Chromatography (Hplc-Dad). Food Chem. 2020, 325, 126929. [CrossRef]

18. De Luca, S.; Ciotoli, E.; Biancolillo, A.; Bucci, R.; Magrì, A.D.; Marini, F. Simultaneous Quantification of Caffeine and Chlorogenic
Acid in Coffee Green Beans and Varietal Classification of the Samples by Hplc-Dad Coupled with Chemometrics. Environ. Sci.
Pollut. Res. 2018, 25, 28748–28759. [CrossRef]

19. Maity, N.; Nema, N.K.; Sellamuthu, M.K.; Sarkar, B.K.; Mukherjee, P.K. Simultaneous Estimation of Hydroxychavicol and
Chlorogenic Acid From Piper Betel L. Through Rp-Hplc. Nat. Prod. Res. 2012, 26, 1939–1941. [CrossRef]

20. Pardridge, W.M. Csf, Blood–Brain Barrier, and Brain Drug Delivery. Expert Opin. Drug Deliv. 2016, 13, 963–975. [CrossRef]
21. Doran, A.C.; Osgood, S.M.; Mancuso, J.Y.; Shaffer, C.L. An Evaluation of Using Rat-Derived Single-Dose Neuropharmacokinetic

Parameters to Project Accurately Large Animal Unbound Brain Drug Concentrations. Drug Metab. Dispos. 2012, 40, 2162–2173.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Xin, L.J.; Yamujala, R.; Wang, Y.H.; Wang, H.; Wu, W.H.; Lawton, M.A.; Long, C.L.; Di, R. Acetylcholineestarase-Inhibiting
Alkaloids from Lycoris radiata Delay Paralysis of Amyloid Beta-Expressing Transgenic C. elegans CL4176. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e63874.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1111/1541-4337.12620
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33337063
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.7b00729
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28420230
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopha.2022.112831
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35303566
http://doi.org/10.3109/13880209.2015.1093510
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26810301
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00210-012-0807-2
http://doi.org/10.1038/hr.2011.195
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2010.01.003
http://doi.org/10.2147/DDDT.S235969
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32440096
http://doi.org/10.1179/1476830514Y.0000000146
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25130715
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainresbull.2012.04.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22580132
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules21030260
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26927040
http://doi.org/10.1002/bmc.555
http://doi.org/10.1002/ptr.4958
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23447366
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.126929
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-1379-6
http://doi.org/10.1080/14786419.2011.619189
http://doi.org/10.1517/17425247.2016.1171315
http://doi.org/10.1124/dmd.112.046391
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22899853
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0063874
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23675513


Pharmaceuticals 2023, 16, 178 14 of 14

23. Fares, M.Y.; Hegazy, M.A.; El-Sayed, G.M.; Abdelrahman, M.M.; Abdelwahab, N.S. Quality by Design Approach for Green Hplc
Method Development for Simultaneous Analysis of Two Thalassemia Drugs in Biological Fluid with Pharmacokinetic Study. RSC
Adv. 2022, 12, 13896–13916. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Wang, Q.; Xing, M.; Chen, W.; Zhang, J.; Qi, H.; Xu, X. Hplc–Apci–Ms/Ms Method for the Determination of Catalpol in Rat
Plasma and Cerebrospinal Fluid: Application to an in Vivo Pharmacokinetic Study. J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal. 2012, 70, 337–343.
[CrossRef]

25. Rao, R.N.; Maurya, P.K.; Shinde, D.D.; Khalid, S. Precolumn Derivatization Followed by Liquid Chromatographic Separation and
Determination of Tramiprosate in Rat Plasma by Fluorescence Detector: Application to Pharmacokinetics. J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal.
2011, 55, 282–287. [CrossRef]

26. Feng, Y.S.; Sun, C.Y.; Yuan, Y.Y.; Zhu, Y.; Wan, J.Y.; Firempong, C.K.; Omari-Siaw, E.; Xu, Y.; Pu, Z.Q.; Yu, J.N.; et al. Enhanced
Oral Bioavailability and in Vivo Antioxidant Activity of Chlorogenic Acid Via Liposomal Formulation. Int. J. Pharm. 2016, 501,
342–349. [CrossRef]

27. He, C.L.; Tang, Y.; Wu, J.M.; Long, T.; Yu, L.; Teng, J.F.; Qiu, W.Q.; Pan, R.; Yu, C.L.; Qin, D.L.; et al. Chlorogenic Acid Delays the
Progression of Parkinson’s Disease Via Autophagy Induction in Caenorhabditis elegans. Nutr. Neurosci. 2021, 19, 1–14. [CrossRef]

28. Liu, W.J.; Li, W.; Zhang, P.J.; Gong, X.C.; Tu, P.F.; Tang, L.; Li, J.; Song, Y.L. Quality Structural Annotation for the Metabolites of
Chlorogenic Acid in Rat. Food Chem. 2022, 379, 132134. [CrossRef]

29. Pinta, M.N.; Montoliu, I.; Aura, A.M.; Seppänen-Laakso, T.; Barron, D.; Moco, S. In Vitro Gut Metabolism of [U-13 C]-Quinic Acid,
the Other Hydrolysis Product of Chlorogenic Acid. Mol. Nutr. Food Res. 2018, 62, e1800396. [CrossRef]

30. Mude, H.; Maroju, P.A.; Balapure, A.; Ganesan, R.; Dutta, J.R. Water-Soluble Caffeic Acid-Dopamine Acid-Base Complex Exhibits
Enhanced Bactericidal, Antioxidant, and Anticancer Properties. Food Chem. 2022, 374, 131830. [CrossRef]

31. Baeza, G.; Sarriá, B.; Mateos, R.; Bravo, L. Dihydrocaffeic Acid, a Major Microbial Metabolite of Chlorogenic Acids, Shows Similar
Protective Effect than a Yerba Mate Phenolic Extract Against Oxidative Stress in Hepg2 Cells. Food Res. Int. 2016, 87, 25–33.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Ito, H.; Sun, X.L.; Watanabe, M.; Okamoto, M.; Hatano, T. Chlorogenic Acid and its Metabolite M-Coumaric Acid Evoke Neurite
Outgrowth in Hippocampal Neuronal Cells. Biosci. Biotechnol. Biochem. 2008, 72, 885–888. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Miao, M.S.; Xiang, L.L. Pharmacological Action and Potential Targets of Chlorogenic Acid. Adv. Pharmacol. 2020, 87, 71–88.
[PubMed]

34. Gonthier, M.P.; Verny, M.A.; Besson, C.; Rémésy, C.; Scalbert, A. Chlorogenic Acid Bioavailability Largely Depends On its
Metabolism by the Gut Microflora in Rats. J. Nutr. 2003, 133, 1853–1859. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Chen, L.; Liu, C.S.; Chen, Q.Z.; Wang, S.; Xiong, Y.A.; Jing, J.; Lv, J.J. Characterization, Pharmacokinetics and Tissue Distribution
of Chlorogenic Acid-Loaded Self-Microemulsifying Drug Delivery System. Eur. J. Pharm. Sci. 2017, 100, 102–108. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

36. Zhai, Y.; Gao, Y.; Zhao, B.N. Research Progress On Pharmacokinetics of Chlorogenic Acid. Chin. J. Tradit. Chin. Med. 2020, 35,
5095–5099.

37. Li, Y.H.; Bai, H.; Huang, H.; Zhu, M.; Zhang, D.H.; Huang, X.W. Forward Genetic Screening of a Novel Gene Hmgs-1 Involved in
Alzheimer Disease Pathogenesis in a Transgenic Caenorhabditis elegans Model. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 2020, 525, 141–147.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Tangrodchanapong, T.; Sornkaew, N.; Yurasakpong, L.; Niamnont, N.; Nantasenamat, C.; Sobhon, P.; Meemon, K. Beneficial
Effects of Cyclic Ether 2-Butoxytetrahydrofuran From Sea Cucumber Holothuria Scabra Against Aβ Aggregate Toxicity in
Transgenic Caenorhabditis elegans and Potential Chemical Interaction. Molecules 2021, 26, 2195. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.1039/D2RA00966H
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35548387
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpba.2012.05.016
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpba.2011.01.013
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2016.01.081
http://doi.org/10.1080/1028415X.2021.2009993
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2022.132134
http://doi.org/10.1002/mnfr.201800396
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2021.131830
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2016.06.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29606245
http://doi.org/10.1271/bbb.70670
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18323641
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32089239
http://doi.org/10.1093/jn/133.6.1853
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12771329
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2017.01.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28089660
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2020.02.076
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32081429
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules26082195
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33920352

	Introduction 
	Results 
	LC–MS/MS Analysis 
	Method Validation 
	Pharmacokinetics Study 
	Brain Nuclei Distribution and Neuroprotective Effect 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Chemicals and Reagents 
	Instrumentation and Analytical Conditions 
	Animals 
	Samples Preparation 
	Method Validation 
	Pharmacokinetics Study 
	Brain Nuclei Distribution 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Conclusions 
	References

