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B E:B0. ek ABRE KN YR (HUVECS BA R BB SR 750,025 11 B K 5 o 1 B
B Rk AL 15 min JR7 4AME, IS ) B 3% SR MBS 37 24 b J5 XL 25 200 RO U BB 00, 400 PR T 005 75 3 s B A i i f s N B 4
MR EEEA vWEFSTaRE €. FAERE A MTT B A FEFBEYN HUVECs G H 2 m. &2 A&
ECGS.20% FBS #) ECM H#47RAEFR, T RBWEZERRHERR LN HUVEC, H5 AN AR EEZR A&
30 ng » mL™' VEGF165,10% FBS 4§ M199 #4755, HUVECs & 18 ECM A X 8 £ F. %16 . HUVECs
AR AR 320 Bk R AL 5 WO B 3R BRRE B4R HUVECs SR B MER . WA H 7 A KK 60.8%.
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1ML M B2 40 i (Endothelial Cells, ECs) 38 13 8 37 Ifil & 8 I 5 5T 5 » M T A 5 1 55 10 38 W I VR B9 16 %
TEBh. M P9 R 4 M T RE A ZR AL WT 51 — R B I AE O B 0, A0 - B Bk S AR AR AL | o A 2. BRI T I P9 R 4
Ha © B K F 7T 1 B A K i B AR SR R R B AR AME AT L M B Y B 4T Ak A0 ECV-304 . HUVEC-12 % #§
T A A A 40 B, 33X 4 200 B 55 A P B 40 B AE G LB ) B B R AR AR ELX S A M AR TR AR SR B BRI S
EMMENRARFERRER. FREEH TREAREE, HBEYRMRORARE, ARAREY. B
I B T — ol 2 S L IR P B A R AR B R O ke B

N # K P B2 48 B8 (Human Umbilical Vein Endothelial Cells, HUVECs) E BT 45 5 , 4F BS B 1E (5 24,
B R AR SNIT S M SR SE I8 19 B4 HUVECs 4r B HoR B 8157 LASk , 258 7% 2 Wit , KA i
ARE HEEE ERERES HUVECs 3 R4 5. HUVECs X REFLHERE, B R RN EER R E
FRMHLEEE.

HEl HUVECs B EREREE L ECM 3%, B8 B4 f11E (Fetal Bovine Serum,FBS) |, N &
20 M A K B 7 (Endothelial Cell Growth Supplement, ECGS) ) ECM 55 37 ¥ &2 £1 % 1E % A S 8 8 i i,
ENEAREIERME - ELERBE ST AXOERBOEANKARAK. H ECM ERRE
500 mL B Hr£92% 1500 Ju, HH FBS #EEAUA 5%, WSLE A B 5 %W FBS JEARGew B F A HUVECs 4K
FE,HEATHINEM FBS. MM iEM ECM ¥ 5#W ff HUVECs M FBA —~HERA T, X™ERH T
HUVECs M35 3R, i jE LK i . B mfExt HUVECs £ 38 Rt A7 R AL  BEAREE 57 4%,

ARSI AR S A2 # T EAR A RIS F HUVECs R b B R B ECM 8538 W (0 KRl
BEFEWF ECGS, R &4k HUVECs [ 3E 35 iiAs , B T AR MR, Oy i — 25 0F 53 I8 P9 B2 40 P 9 3 e
Ve B A SR 97 194 A 3R 7 B AL AR SR 8t T AR AT B R
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1 #ME57EZ%

1.1 XBRHH

TRAFEILRFRAF S EXRE-MBER, EX R TR FIFFEERLEEZ A SHME, ™ AR
XEHEEANFEERES.
1.2 FERHA

ECM 835 W B4 38 9 B2 41 e A= K3 ), 9 F Sciencell; L-DMEM 35 57 ¥ . M199 35 3%, W T
Hyclone; Ifl % P B 41 i 2 K N T 165, 9 F & Wi A R A 7 /LA S WHF vWF ik, 8 T Solarbio;
W% IgG-FITC HE TR FEEMAR:HF-HEE . FR.IOXEREEAR . ZRFE.0. 2500 K
FEARER. T RKRER, W55 E 8 SAa Y AR A 8 HAR 1 0 B > o dr 4.

1.3 ZBRHE '
1.3.1 HUVECs 455

T & T BUB R B IEH 2 155 B F B #5 29 10 cm(4 h ), BY 25 I 45 0 3 19 1k 1l 48 e 9, FF Ak 38
MBS s fE IR B K — S A EHH AT LU EF-HEENABL KR E ik FERER BB E
T 5 W S Rk 55— it P L L DA B B 4T B BRAKIEA 0. 0200 11 B R EE E# K E B 2 A K
WERELHETS 1L OUF-HEEMNEIE KD 37 C KB 15 min; BRI SR 5 min - FR&E K
YIS AL, 15 min J5URE R BB IY ALK, 3F B & 10 % FBS # L-DMEM 3% 3% ¥ i 6 J5F & Bk » 4 1 4L 7070 o %
BT 5.

1.3.2 HUVECs W BER B 5 R4r4H

IR ST R T AL A R eE TR 5 4 3 9 AN B0 R AT B0 (1000 X g, 5 min) , 3 EIE ;2 H A& ECGS,
10% .20%FBS ) ECM, L-DMEM #1 M199 35 3% ¥ 4 4 mL, 355 W4T 68 40 M3 53 43 15 5 45 40 a8 08 4 71
BT KRR R(ERBEROSEO P, 37 C5%CO, HFEMTEFR;24 h EELREFRRUERBERL
M AR NGB, RS 3 d Bl 1 K. IR E R 4 K.

1.3.3 JE{t HUVECs WA B S R AR EE

A PBSBUE 3 IR 4N ZEHEEE 15 min, PBS B ¥ 3 1K;0.2% TritonX— 100 i 10 min,
PBS &%k 3 W ; 10 %1 2 M 2 B & A 30 min; vVWF —$ BB (1 ¢ 100),4 CHE LR, PBS T R¥EH 1 3
W HEZH,37 CHEE 1 h,PBS-T Bk 3 K & DAPI Wb KA H b, 58 B T M (E L.
1.3.4 HUVECs W85 R 44

¥ Fl ECGS+20 % FBS+ECM ¥ 37 W 35 3247 19 X HUVECs 408, F % A7 i AT 42 U4 2 (U8
% A ECGS+10%FBS-+ECM,ECGS+20% FBS+ECM,ECGS+10%FBS+M199, ECGS+20%FBS+
M199 5 3% W » 3 I <& A ] L 3 ¥R 9 ECM, M 199 %t HUVECs f£4%3% 3% i i (& 5). /£ RIFFREM 107
FBS+M199 5 &Rl 32 W, 43 I E i ECGS F110.20,30,50,100 ng « mL ™ VEGF165 3 il & A A ¥ B 19
VEGF165 %t HUVECs f6{{ 3 89801 (& 6). Fi 3 /¢ HUVECs B K% 3 %K.

1.3.5 MTT &g H

W 2 LB R B R B 96 FLAR , B FL 200 L, 29 1 X10* ANIML, G R IR E 24 b EF LR G m &AL
20 uL MTT BB SRS REPIRE 4 h:; ZFWH 96 FLAR T EER . REEILIMA 150 pL DMSO, #i
¥ 10 min; £ BEAR Y L 4 FLFE 490 nm ALK I {H.

1.3.6 AHXT40MRE iR

XA TS = (ERA-F a4/ T RA-m 74D,
1.3.7 St

% A GraphPad Prism 5, ¥ TirlEE (L) FRELRLER. SHBBZ AW LB RTRARR T £
A3 ¥7 ( Analysis of Variance, ANOVA). P<{0.05 HERHEGEITFEX.
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2 ZRE5SH

2.1 AREEFRIEFFSMEE 24 h EMEBABNEE

rag gk R R, A HUVECGs 1538 24 h 5. B 7 10%FBS gy ECM.M199 F1 20 % FBS iy ECM,M199
B SR R0 BE A0 0 5 22 A0 (I 1) o At 2 L F- WA 440 L A A . o OO R 4 i 4 20 01 IRl 0 Ak 3 0 & B 500 pl
% 35 VR R A L AT A M AR, 20 YO FBS ) ECM 85 352 2145 51 (%) W B 40 i dee 22, HL 45 H Al A i 0L e 3 25
(A 2).

5% FBS L-DMEM 10% FBS L-DMEM 20% FBS L-DMEM

5% FBS M199 10% FBS M199 20% FBS M199

5% FBS ECM 10% FBS ECM 20% FBS ECM

Y IR AT
1 ASEE FER % 5 CHUVEC s 24 i WM 410 S0 B8 IR 1

2.2 ERAMMEEER vVWF RERXEE

s R 241 AR T L 2 A AR HE S (&L 30 SR R A b AR PE B 1 vWF JE 77 400 M 5 L Bk
ARG 45 S R - A AT KR A AR (0 0 G ORI 4) o B RS VIR 7 A DG Bt it 5t BHME B iy & W 4 B 1Y
4 e j&2 HUVEC.
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Bl *fU&P<0.05; ***{L & P<0.001
B2 ARG 55 97 IS/ CHUVECs 24 i WAE 41 fifo 54

PA3 I QA R T s
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DAPI TETC Mlck(n‘;

ir—’—

50 um % a8 ¥y um 50 pm

B4 Py Bz 40 ik i 1 2 v WF SR 58O 45 5 1

2.3 HREFHRAEEFEI HUVECs EANEM

St —RAUH, 4 B 10% A1 20 % FBS 1 M199 . ECM 58 &85 T4 5. L4 R B R &
10 % FBS iy M 199 58 2 55 A AL UG ¢ HUVECs i HAUR 5 H & 102,200 FBS (5 ECM 58 42 5 57 W
BEFRI IR IO B 25 5 (P>>0. 05).
2.4 EREFHARARREN VEGF165 3t HUVECs i& B0

TEAE AR B 35 Fh AT IR R ¥k 8 19 VEGF165 /U8 ECGS sk 4E 8 HUVECs B3 i K I F. S gn 25
77,30 ng » mL~' VEGF165 415 ECGS 41 W i 22 5% (P>0. 05).
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= 2
=50 = 501 I l
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N A X J)v‘ <5 B 4 5% ~
K K N & & g 3 ;»\Q &N N
& & % B G ) S
S &7 S K N\ LV S N\ IV
N S Q & N N NN 0
s & 27 B SRS NN
& & &K & S R R
S S
(€5 ALALCRE S P AS AL E JE3M HUVEC s E 7 (1) 56 (816 fEACHT 5 AN A HE VEGF 165 4 HUVEC s 3 77 1) 5211

3 i it

FH G AL 215 309 X HUVECs 32468 K, H 40 2E A7 30 88 & A oo i A5 AR S 92 19 HUVECGs & %
05 H © 2038 B AR AR IR L T R HUVECs FiiL AR 5532 /9 HUVECs X8 38 1 75 K I A M [F]. 3%
TS AL 8 HUVECs #8555 X 43 I, AIAS [l 1 8% 32 WOk #6477 HUVECs 59 5 & A8 5% L 7l it ) B il
A IR HUVECs B 8E 32, DL K 2 3 9% 18 HUVECs $57 .

G4 S fE4 B s e b b B — MR EE MM A, S ASMMRED 2K W KL GY . A KH
F BRI TE B4y X ) a1 A0 A R S ) A R T T o 20 B A E B A BT o T
1o 7 A AT A 2 00 6 A 0 M ) 43 2 e KL 2R BRI L 5 R IR A HUVECs i I 15 W R 20 0 Bl A5
. ¥ F A HUVECs B, i 3 W B R 10/1‘&}1.41_

5 7% B I A A0 e B AR A R R B A AR AR A B T SC B B0 UE L JRA HUVECs H] ECM $5 7 5 AT {f 4 g
N B 840 1 I R K & e R HUVECSs 85 37 i (8], 1 76 4% 185 98 HUVECs i #2 v ] M199 15 5% ZL B AJ
W /2 HUVECs 1Y 1E % 78 75 2, MR IR 57 mUA.
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%t HUVECs B FER A K E FRUHAT A EE, ECM 835 2 o BT i ECGS 2 A B4 4 IR K 1K
BEEMRENRARERKNEFRBESY . BP FEEEHAMNE FGF XK, 08 —LEBHB/ERHNEEM
H 4= KB F. W% W 4K FH F (vascular endothelial growth faétor, VEGEER FRIME AR ES
HF e e ERIEA F B N 41/, 15 5 008 7 B2 40 M3 7 L 1 B8 il % BT R, 16 T S BORT AR 1
MRS, VEGF165 2 VEGF ZEM EE M A, AL RE L4 TR HF ¥ HUVECs £ [ % &
VEGF165, k3l VEGF165 R {2 HUVECs 78, HE—EWRERE N, HEARRERN BKE . L8
LR mMEEWESN 30 ng/mL By VEGF165 B a] #{X ECGS.

M4 HUVECs MR AM S, % & 30 ng » mL™! VEGF165+10/FBS B M199 %W, &
500 mLALAH 800 Ju (7 & 1k i M199 3 57 W & #r 294 50 Ju, i I FBS, Sciencell, 500 ml., 3600 JT;
VEGF165, 4z 17 & £ #1 B+, 50 pg, 1300 J6), 8 20% FBS § ECM £ 3% ¥ (4 500 mL, 2040 J5) FE{& T
60. 8Y6. 3 (18 — M MBI AT 4K HUVECS 1y 55 F2 BB

g bR, K% Rs HUVECs JBAR A& A58, BRREMRIE X HUVEGs MR B MR, XRE LA
IR B 3 PR
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Selection of Human Umbilical Vein Endothelial Cell Culture Medium

GUO Menglong, BAO Xiaodan, LIU Qiacli, QUAN Keling, JING Changqin, WANG Wenfeng

(College of Life Science and Technology, Xinxiang Medical University, Xinxiang 453003, China)

Abstract: Objective: Screen the optimum mediam in primary culture and subculture of HUVECs. Methods: Cells were
obtained by 0. 02% type II collagenase perfusion of umbilical vein to digest 15 min and cultured in different medium. Observe
cell adherence status after 24 h and the number of cells was calculated by cell counting method; Identify endothelial cell by
marker protein vWF, After subculture, the effect of different culture solution on the activity of HUVECs was compared via the
MTT method. Results: The largest number of HUVECs were harvested using ECM medium with ECGS, 20 %FBS in primary
culture, which exhibited significant differences with the other groups; HUVECs were subcultured by M199 medium containing
30 ng + mL™"'VEGF165 and 10 % FBS, but the difference of HUVECs viability was not obvious compared with the ECM group.
Conclusion: Use optimized medium for primary culture and subculture of HUVECs to ensure the quality and quantity of the o-

riginal HUVECSs and reduce the cost of passage culture by 60. 8%.

Keywords: HUVECs; primary culture; subculture; cytology; optimization of culture medium



