Schizandrin A suppressed pancreatic cancer proliferation and cancer associated
fibroblast activation via inhibiting the COX-2/ALOX5 shunting
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Abstract

Background

Schizandrin A is major components extracted from Schisandra chinenzis-Turcz. Baill
and Schisandra sphenanthear Rend. etWils. Schizandrin A exhibits remarkable
hepatoprotective, antiviral and anti-inflammatory effects. However, the anti-tumor
effects and its molecular mechanism were still known limited.

Methods

The affinity between Schizandrin A and COX-2/ALOX5 protein was analyzed using
network pharmacology, computer molecular docking, and surface plasmon resonance
experiments. Bioinformatic analysis and review of clinical characteristics were
conducted to assess the necessity of simultaneous blocking of COX-2 and ALOX5 in
pancreatic cancer (PC). LC/MS metabolomics and RNA-sequencing were utilized to
investigate the effects of schizandrin A on the activation and expression of
COX-2/ALOX5 in PC cells. Biological function experiments were conducted to
investigate the inhibitory effects of Schizandrin A on PC cell proliferation and
cancer-associated fibroblast activation in vitro and in vivo.

Results

Schizandrin A demonstrated a high affinity for binding directly with COX-2 and
ALOXS, with kinetic association constants of 14.8 uM and 21.8 uM, respectively. PC
exhibited a significant COX-2/ALOXS5 signature, while PC cases with a high
COX-2/ALOX5 signature showed lower overall survival and disease-free survival
rates. Treatment of PC cells with schizandrin A resulted in decreased COX-2/ALOX5
activity and expression, leading to inhibition of leukotriene and prostaglandin
production, as well as suppression of the downstream pathway NF-kappaB signaling.
Schizandrin A demonstrated significant inhibitory effects on the proliferation and
sphericity of PC cells in vitro, as well as on cell proliferation in vivo, while exhibiting
low toxicity to normal tissues. Treatment of conditioned medium from PC cells with
schizandrin A resulted in reduced induction of normal fibroblasts into
cancer-associated fibroblasts. Furthermore, mutations in the binding sites of ALXO05

(Arg246) and COX-2 proteins (Ile124 and Ser126) resulted in a significant decrease



in affinity to Schizandrin A, and blocking the inhibitory effects of schizandrin A.
Conclusions

Taken together, schizandrin A directly bound with COX-2 and ALOXS5, reduced their
activation and leukotrienes and prostaglandins production, thus exhibiting
distinguished effects on suppressing PC proliferation and inhibiting the ability of PC
cell to induce normal fibroblasts to transform into tumor-associated fibroblasts.
Therefore, schizandrin A represents a potentially novel therapeutic approach for PC.
Keywords: Pancreatic cancer; COX-2; ALOX5; Schizandrin A; Cancer associated
fibroblast

1. Introduction

Pancreatic cancer (PC) is a highly aggressive malignancy of the digestive tract
characterized by delayed diagnosis, frequent metastasis, poor prognosis, and
resistance to chemotherapy [1]. The five-year survival rate for patients with PC is less
than 5%. Despite advancements in surgical techniques and chemotherapy regimens,
the overall prognosis for PC patients remains bleak [2,3]. The microenvironment of
PC is characterized by an abundance of growth factors and cytokines that promote
tumor growth and induce immunosuppression. Research has demonstrated that
up-regulation of cytokine pathways plays a crucial role in regulating the progression
of PC and evading immune responses [4,5]. Consequently, targeting cytokine
production may offer potential therapeutic advantages in the treatment of PC.
Prostaglandins (PGs) and leukotrienes (LTs) are important cytokines involved in
promoting tumor progression, which can be produced by tumor cells or stromal cells
through the precursor arachidonic acid (AA) [6'. Cyclooxygenase, lipoxygenase, and
cytochrome P450 are the rate-limiting enzymes involved in AA metabolism [7].
Cyclooxyganese-2 (COX-2), a key member of the cyclooxygenase family, catalyzes
the conversion of AA into PGs and TXA2 [8]. In tumor tissues, COX-2 continuously
induces the production of cytokines and promotes the activation of NF-kappaB
signaling, thus leading to tumor progression [9,10]. To date, several COX-2 inhibitors,

such as celecoxib and rofecoxib, have been identified. These COX-2 selective



inhibitors suppress the activation of various pathways by reducing the production of
cytokines in tumor tissues, thereby inhibiting tumor progression [11]. In addition,
COX-2 selective inhibitors have synergistic effects with a variety of chemotherapeutic
drugs, including gemcitabine, cisplatin, and 5-FU [12]. However, some clinical trials
have shown that the inhibitory effect of COX-2 selective inhibitors on suppressing
cytokine production in tumor tissues is gradually weakened after prolonged use,
requiring a gradual increase in dose. However, severe cardiac, gastrointestinal, and
renal toxicity in patients with cancer limits the application of high-dose COX-2
inhibitors [13]. AA is a common mediator of COX-and LOX-induced cytokine
production; a signaling shunt from COX-2 to LOX is observed in COX2
inhibitor-resistant cancer. COX-2 deficiency promotes feedback for the activation and
expression of ALOX-5, which still induces cytokine production by utilizing AA and
rescues the inhibitory effect of the COX-2 inhibitor [14,15]. Therefore, drugs
targeting COX-2/ALOX5 shunting may contribute to cancer therapy.

Natural products refer to the components or metabolites of animals, plant extracts, and
insects. Various active components of natural products have structural diversity and
biological activity, which play a pharmacological role by targeting multiple targets
and can be used as a molecular library for multi-target drug screening [16].
Schizandrin A is a major component extracted from Schisandra chinenzis-Turcz. Baill
and Schisandra sphenanthear end. EtWils [17]. Previous studies have indicated that
Schizandrin A exhibits remarkable hepatoprotective, antiviral, and anti-inflammatory
effects [18]. In our previous study, we found that schizandrin A exhibits
hepatoprotective effects and predicted to inhibit AA metabolism [19]. However, the
precise target of Schizandrin A remains to be elucidated.

In the current study, we demonstrated that schizandrin A directly bound with COX-2
and ALOX5, reduced their activation and the production of leukotrienes and
prostaglandins, thus exhibiting distinguished effects on suppressing PC cell
proliferation and inhibiting the ability of PC cell to induce normal fibroblasts to
transform into tumor-associated fibroblasts. Therefore, schizandrin A represents a

potentially novel therapeutic approach for PC.



2. Materials and methods

2.1.  Cell lines, cell culture, and chemicals

Normal human pancreatic epithelial cells (HPEC), normal fibroblast (NF), 293T and
pancreatic cancer cells (PA-TU-8988T, Panc0327, SW1990, CFPAC-1, Mia-PaCaz2,
Panc1005, BXPC-3 and HPAC) were all obtained from Procell (Wuhan, China). All
PC cells were cultured in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (DMEM; Gibco, USA)
containing 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS; Bioind, Israel). HPEC, NFs and 293T were
cultured in Roswell Park Memorial Institute-1640 (RPMI-1640; Gibco, USA)
medium containing 10% FBS. All the cells were cultured at 37 °C with 5% CO2.
Schizandrin A (Cat. No. HY-N0693) was obtained from MedChemExpress (Wuhan,
China). Schizandrin A were dissolved in DMSO, adjusted to a concentration of 10
mM, and stored at -20 °C prior to use.

2.2. Plasmids and transfection

The full-length sequences coding for ALOX5 and COX-2 were cloned into the
pReceiver-Lv105 expression vector to construct wild-type (WT) ALOX5 and COX-2
overexpression plasmids. The mutant (MUT) COX-2 plasmids were constructed using
alanine (Ala) to replace 124 isoleucine (124 lle) and 126 serine (126 Ser), respectively,
while the ALOX5 MUT plasmid was constructed using alanine (Ala) to replace 246
arginine (246 Arg). All plasmids were constructed by Beijing Viewsolid Biotech Co.,
Ltd. Lipofectamine 2000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) was used to transfect
plasmids into cells according to the manufacturer’s instructions.

2.3. Network pharmacology and computer molecular docking

First, the potential targets of schizandrin A were predicted using online tools
Swissprediction (http://www.swisstargetprediction.ch/) and TargetNet
(http://targetnet.scbdd.com/calcnet/index/). The structure of schizandrin A was
obtained from PubMed Compound (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pccompound). The
crystal structures of PTGS2 (ID: 5fla), ALOX5 (ID: 6n2w), PTGS1 (ID: 6y3c),
CHRML1 (ID: 6wjc), OPRK1 (ID: 6vi4), CYP3A4 (ID: 4d7d), PDE10A (ID: 4bbx),
HSD11B1 (ID: 2bel), CDK2 (ID: 1b38 ), PDE4D (ID: 7chq), CYP2C19 (ID: 4ggs),



DYRKU1A (ID: 6alf), KCNH2 (ID: 6syg), TYK2 (ID: 7k70), and PDE7A (ID: 4y2b)
were obtained from the Protein Data Bank (https://www.rcsb.org/). Then, schizandrin
A and target structures were imported to the SYBYL-X (version 2.1) to perform
flexible docking according to the standard procedure. The binding sites of the targets
and Schizandrin A were visualized using Pymol software (version 1.1).

2.4. Surface plasmon resonance (SPR)

Purified ALOX5 and COX-2 protein were desalinated using the AKTA protein
purification system (GE Healthcare, USA). Then, the proteins were dissolved in buffer
solution (200 mM HEPES, 2 mM NaCl and 0.5% DMSO) and combined with sodium
acetate solution (pH 4.0) and CM5 chip in Biacore T200 (GE Healthcare, USA).
Following conjugation with hMOF in the CM5 chip, ethanolamine solution was used to
block the uncoupled proteins. The chip was then added to the buffer solution for 10 h.
Schizandrin A was dissolved in the buffer solution and set as the mobile phase. A
multi-cycle model was used to detect the binding constants between the proteins and
Schizandrin A. The flow rate of the mobile phase was set as 30 pL/s, the binding time
was set to 240 s, and the dissociation time was set to 300 s.

2.5. Tissue ethical statement and immunohistochemistry (IHC)

The PC tissues and their corresponding adjacent tissues utilized in this study were
procured from the Department of Hepatobiliary Surgery at Guizhou Medical
University in accordance with the principles outlined in the Declaration of Helsinki.
Informed consent was obtained from all patients who contributed samples, and the
collection and utilization of these tissue specimens were sanctioned by the Human
Research Ethics Review Committee at Guizhou Medical University. For IHC, after
permeabilizing, dehydration, and antigen retrieval, 0.3% H202 and 5% BSA were
used to block the sections. Then, the sections were stained with antibodies against
COX-2 (1:100, Cat no. 27308-1-AP, Proteintech, Wuhan, China), ALOX5 (1:100, Cat
no. A2877, Abconal, Wuhan, China), Ki67 (1:200, Cat no. 27309-1-AP, Proteintech,
Wuhan, China), PCNA (1:200, Cat no. 10205-2-AP, Proteintech, Wuhan, China),
a-SMA (1:100, Cat no. 55135-1-AP, Proteintech, Wuhan, China), and FAP (1:160, Cat
no. #52818, CST, USA) for 12 h at 4 °C. After washing with PBS three times,



horseradish peroxidase-conjugated secondary antibodies were used to stain sections,
and 3,3-diaminobenzidine was stained to detect the immunologic signals. After using
hematoxylin to stain the nucleus, the tumor sections were imaged using a light
orthophoto microscope (magnification x200, Olympus, Japan).

2.6. Liquid chromatography/mass spectroscopy (LC/MS) metabonomics

All samples were thawed at 4°C and transferred into 2 mL centrifuge tubes. A total of
100 ul 2-chlorobenzalanine (4 ppm) methanol solution was added, and samples were
vortexed for 5 min. After centrifuging at 4 °C for 10 min at 12000 rpm, the samples
were filtered through a 0.22 um membrane to obtain samples for LC-MS. LC/MS was
performed using a Thermo Vanquish (ThermoFisher, USA) equipped with an
ACQUITY UPLC® HSS T3 (150 x 2.1 mm, 1.8 um, Waters) column maintained at
40 °C. The temperature of the autosampler was maintained at 8 °C. The ESI-MSn
experiments were performed on a Thermo Q Exactive Focus mass spectrometer
(ThermoFisher, USA) with a spray voltage of 3.8 kV and -2.5 kV in positive and
negative modes, respectively. Dynamic exclusion was performed to remove
unnecessary information from MS/MS spectra. The differential metabolites were
analyzed using MetaboAnalyst 5.0, while metabolites with |[FC > 2| and P-value < 0.05,
were differentially expressed metabolites.

2.7. RNA sequencing

Total RNA was extracted from the samples using TRIzol reagent (ThermoFisher, USA)
following the manufacturer's instructions. RNA quantity and purity were analyzed
using a Bioanalyzer 2100 and RNA 6000 Nano LabChip Kit (Agilent, CA, USA), and
high-quality RNA samples with an RIN number of > 7.0, were used to construct the
sequencing library. Following purification, the mRNA was fragmented into short
fragments and reverse-transcribed to generate cDNA using SuperScript™ II Reverse
Transcriptase (Invitrogen, USA). The average insert size of the final cDNA library was
300 + 50 base pairs (bp). Finally, the cDNA was sequenced on an Illumina Novaseq
6000 (LC-Bio Technology Co., Ltd., Hangzhou, China) following the manufacturer’s
protocol. After obtaining high-quality clean reads and batch normalization, the count

data were analyzed using the EdgeR package. Genes with LogFC > 1 and P-value <



0.05 were set as differentially expressed genes.

2.8. ELISA experiments

The levels of prostaglandin A2 (PGA2) and leukotriene F4 in PC cells were detected
by ELISA experiments. PC cells after indicated treatment were lysated by RIPA buff,
and the levels of PGA2 and leukotriene F4 in each group cells were determined using
Prostaglandin A2 ELISA Kit (Biorbyt, England) and LT-F4 GENLISA™ ELISA
(KRISHGEN, India) according to the manufacturer's specification, respectively. The
levels of PGA2 and leukotriene F4 were normalized to protein concentration.

2.9. Quantitative real-time PCR (qRT-PCR)

Total RNA was isolated from PC cell lines utilizing TRIzol® reagent (Invitrogen,
USA), followed by cDNA synthesis using the 1st Strand cDNA Synthesis Kit
(Invitrogen, USA) according to the manufacturer's protocol. gqRT-PCR was performed
using SYBR green (Invitrogen, USA)under the following conditions: initial
denaturation at 95°C for 5 min, followed by 40 cycles of denaturation at 95°C for 30 s,
annealing at 60°C for 30s, and elongation at 72°C for 30s. B-actin served as the
internal control for normalization. Primers used in the current study were showed as
followed: CSNK2B forward primer 5-TGAGCAGGTCCCTCACTACC-3' and
CSNK2B reverse primer 5-GTAGCGGGCGTGGATCAAT-3'; TLR4 forward primer
5-  AGACCTGTCCCTGAACCCTAT-3' and TLR4 reverse primer 5'-
CGATGGACTTCTAAACCAGCCA-3; TNFAIP3 forward primer 5'-
TCCTCAGGCTTTGTATTTGAGC-3' and TNFAIP3 reverse primer 5'-
TGTGTATCGGTGCATGGTTTTA-3 TRAF5 forward primer 5'-
CCACTCGGTGCTTCACAAC-3' and TRAF5 reverse primer 5'-
GTACCGGCCCAGAATAACCT-3 ZAPT0 forward primer 5'-
CGAGCGTGTATGAGAGCCC-3 and ZAPT70 reverse primer 5'-
ATGAGGAGGTTATCGCGCTTC-3; B-actin forward primer
5-CATGTACGTTGCTATCCAGGC-3' and  p-actin  reverse  primer 5'-
CATGTACGTTGCTATCCAGGC-3'. The expression of target genes were normalized
to B-actin.

2.10.  Western blotting



All cells were homogenized in high-efficiency RIPA lysis reagent (Boster Biological
Technology Co. Ltd., Wuhan, China) containing 1% proteasome inhibitor PMSF
(Boster Biological Technology Co. Ltd., Wuhan, China). Total protein in cells was
collected via a high-speed centrifugation method, and the concentration was
determined using the bicinchoninic acid method (Beyotime, Jiangsu, China). Followed
by adding the loading buffer, the protein samples (40 pg/sample) were electrophoresed
and then transferred to the PVDF membranes (Thermo Fisher, USA). After blocking
with the skimed milk powder, the primary antibodies including anti-COX-2 (dilution
1:500; Cat no. 27308-1-AP, Proteintech, Wuhan, China), anti-ALOX5 (Dilution 1:500;
Cat no. 10021-1-lg, Proteintech, Wuhan, China) and anti-p-actin (ACTB: dilution
1:5000; Cat no. AC026, Abconal, Wuhan, China) were added to the membranes at 4 °C
overnight. After washing three times with TBST and incubating with secondary
antibodies for 2 h at room temperature, an enhanced ECL reagent (Boster, Wuhan,
China) was used to visualize the bands. The relative expression of COX-2, and ALOX5
was normalized to ACTB.

2.11. Cell count kit-8

Cells were seeded onto a 96-well plate at a density of 3000 cells/well and cultured at
37 °C for 48 h. Then, the medium was removed and 100 pL of fresh DMEM medium
containing 10 uL of CCK-8 reagent (Boster, Wuhan, China) was added. After culturing
at 37 °C for 2 h, the absorbance of each well was detected in a multiscan spectrum
(Bio-Rad, USA) at 450 nm.

2.12.  5-Ethynyl-2'-deoxyuridine (EdU)

A total of 2 x 10° cells were seeded on confocal dishes and cultured at 37°C until cell
adherence. Then, the cells were incubated with the EdU reagent (Beyotime, Suzhou,
USA) and treated with Schizandrin A or DMSO for 4 h. Then, the cells were fixed with
4% paraformaldehyde and permeabilized with 0.3% Triton-X (Servicebio, Wuhan,
China). After washing with PBS three times, a click reagent was added to enhance the
fluorescence of the EdU reagent. After staining with DAPI to visualize the cell nuclei,
the cells were imaged using a fluorescence microscope (ZEISS, Germany).

2.13.  Colony formation assay



PC cells were seeded in six-well plates at a concentration of 1 x 10° cells per well and
subsequently cultured with indicated conditions. Following incubation period for 14
days, the cell colonies were fixed using PFA and stained with 0.5% crystal violet
(Boster, Wuhan, China). Subsequently, the colony formation plates were imaged and
quantified.

2.14.  Sphere-forming experiment

Cells were collected and resuspended in DMEM containing 10% FBS. Then, the cells
were seeded onto a 96-well ultra-low adsorption microporous plate (Corning, USA) at a
density of 1000 cells/well. After spheroid formation, the change in the diameter of the
spheroids was detected every two days.

2.15.  Invivo experiment

The animal experiments were approved by the Animal Ethics Committee of the
Guizhou Medical University. Female BALB/c nude mice (4-6 weeks old) were
obtained from the Experimental Animal Center of Guizhou Medical University. The
mice were fed in the specified pathogen-free environment with a 12 h light/12 h dark
cycle. SW1990 cells were resuspended at a density of 1 x 10” cells/mL, and 200 ul PC
cell suspension which mixed with or without 1 x10° NFs was injected subcutaneously
into the right flank of mice. On day 9, tumor size was determined, and mice with a
tumor size of 40-60 mm® were selected for further experiments. Mice were
intraperitoneally injected with DMSO or Schizandrin A (40 mg/kg) every three day,
while tumor size was calculated every three days using the following equation: (length
x width?)/2. Once the diameter of the tumor reached 12 mm, mice were sacrificed, and
the kidneys, liver, heart, intestine, and tumor tissues in mice were collected for further
experiments.

2.16.  Immunofluorescence

Following the specified treatment, PC cells were subjected to a series of steps
including washing with PBS, fixation with 4% paraformaldehyde for 20 min, and
permeabilization using 0.1% Triton X-100 for 10 min. Subsequent procedures
involved additional washing with PBS, incubation with the suitable primary antibody

including a-SMA (1:50, Cat no. 55135-1-AP, Proteintech, Wuhan, China), and FAP



(1:100, Cat no. #66562, CST, USA) in a humidified chamber at 4°C, followed by
overnight incubation, washing, and incubation with the appropriate secondary
antibody for 2 hours at room temperature. Following thorough washing, the cells were
counterstained with DAPI for 8 minutes. After washing by PBS, the immune signal
was visualized.

2.17.  Statistical analysis

The results of the current study were analyzed using SPSS (version 19.0). Differences
between two groups were analyzed using Student’s t-test, while differences between
multiple groups were analyzed using one-way ANOVA combined with Bonferroni

post-test. Statistical significance was set at P < 0.05.

3. Results

3.1. Schizandrin A had a high affinity to COX-2 and ALOXS5 protein

In order to accurately analyze the role of schisandrin A, network pharmacology was
performed using Swissprediction and TargetNet online tool to explore the potential
targets of schizandrin A (Fig. 1A). Atotal of 15 potential protein targets of schizandrin
A were identified (Fig. 1B-C). We then used schizandrin A for computer molecular
docking. Particularly, the docking scores between schizandrin A and COX-2/ALOX5
were the highest among these targets (Fig. 1D). In detail, the methoxy group of
Schizandrin A acted as a hydrogen bond acceptor to form two hydrogen bonds with
Ile124 and Ser126 of the COX-2 B chain at distances of 1.7 A and 2.1 A, respectively
(Fig. 1E). As for the binding between Schizandrin A and ALOXS5, the methoxy group
of Schizandrin A acted as a hydrogen bond acceptor to form a hydrogen bond with
Arg246 of the ALOX5 B chain at a distance of 2.0 A. Moreover, the benzene ring of
Schizandrin A and Arg370 of ALOX5 formed a cation-m bond (Fig. 1F). Similarly,
SPR results exhibited that the kinetic association constant (KD) of Schizandrin A for
COX-2 and ALOXS was 14.8 and 21.8 uM (Fig. 1G). Taken together, these evidences
indicated that schizandrin A had a high affinity to COX-2 and ALOXS5.

3.2. PC was necessary to concurrently block COX-2 and ALOX5

As schizandrin A had a high affinity to COX-2 and ALOX5, we then analyzed which



cancer exhibited up-regulated these targets. COX-2/ALOX5 combined signature was
analyzed in pan-cancer in TCGA database, and high level COX-2/ALOX5 combined
signature was exhibited in esophageal carcinoma (ESCA), acute myeloid leukemia
(LAML) and pancreatic cancer (PAAD) tissues in comparison to their corresponding
non-tumor tissues (Fig. 2A). In the PAAD cohort of TCGA database, patients with
high COX-2/ALOX5 combined signature exhibited lower overall survival days (Fig.
2B) and disease free survival days (Fig. 2C). These evidences indicated that
schizandrin A may be suitable for PC therapy.

Moreover, we used IHC to detect the expression of COX-2 and ALOXS5 in 80 pair PC
tissues and corresponding adjacent tissues. Based on the findings, it was determined
that 27.5% of PC patients exhibited higher levels of ALOXS5, while 35% exhibited
higher levels of COX-2 (Fig. 2D). Additionally, 17.5% of PC patients showed
up-regulation of both ALOX5 and COX-2 (Fig. 2D). Subgroup analysis revealed no
significant difference between patients with up-regulation of both ALOX5 and COX-2
compared to those with up-regulation of only ALOX5 or COX-2 (Fig. 2E). However,
patients with low expression of both ALOXS5 and COX-2 had significantly longer
survival times compared to PC patients in other groups (Fig. 2E). The prognostic
significance of COX-2 protein in predicting survival at 1, 3, and 5 years was found to
be 0.63, 0.69, and 0.80, respectively (Fig. 2F). Similarly, the prognostic values of
ALOXS5 protein for predicting survival at 1, 3, and 5 years were determined to be 0.65,
0.74, and 0.81 (Fig. 2G). Furthermore, the combined prognostic values of COX-2 and
ALOXS5 proteins for predicting survival at 1, 3, and 5 years were calculated to be 0.72,
0.83, and 0.92, respectively (Fig. 2H). Moreover, the expression of COX-2 and
ALOXS5 proteins was identified in HPEC and PC cell lines, with a notable
up-regulation of ALOX5 or/fand COX-2 proteins observed in most PC cell lines
compared to HPEC cells (Fig. 2I-J). These findings underscore the significance of
simultaneous inhibition of COX-2 and ALOXS5 in the treatment of PC.

3.3. Schizandrin A inhibited the biological functions of ALOX5/COX-2 in
PC cells.

Based on the aforementioned evidences, we conducted an analysis to investigate the



potential inhibitory effects of schizandrin A on the biological functions of
ALOX5/COX-2 in PC cells. Subsequently, LC/MS metabonomics was utilized to
assess metabolic changes in PC cells following treatment with schizandrin A. The
results revealed distinct metabolic patterns in schizandrin A treated PC cells compared
to DMSO (Fig. 3A). Specifically, PC cells treated with schizandrin A exhibited 70
down-regulated metabolites and 169 up-regulated metabolites compared to those
treated with DMSO (Fig. 3B). Enrichment analysis revealed that out of the 70
down-regulated metabolites, 8 metabolites, including 8(S)-HETE, leukotriene F4,
prostaglandin A2 (PGA2), prostaglandin F2a, leukotriene E4, 20-Carboxy-leukotriene
B4, 5-KETE, and N-Acetyl-leukotriene E4, were significantly enriched in arachidonic
acid (AA) metabolism (Fig. 3C). Among these metabolites, prostaglandin A2 and
prostaglandin F2a were found to be catalyzed by COX-2, while the remaining
metabolites were catalyzed by ALOXS5. Consistent with the findings of LC/MS
metabonomics, ELISA experiments revealed that treatment of PC cells with
schizandrin A resulted in decreased levels of PGA2 and leukotriene F4. Additionally,
a reduction in the protein levels of both COX-2 and ALOX5 was observed in PC cells
following schizandrin A treatment (Fig. 3F-G). These results suggest that schizandrin
A may effectively and concurrently inhibit the activity of COX-2 and ALOX5 and
induce a decrease in their expression levels.

Prior studies have demonstrated that prostaglandins and leukotrienes, enzymatically
produced by COX-2 and ALOX5, can initiate various signaling pathways, including
NF-kB, in cancer cells, thereby facilitating cell proliferation [20,21]. Consequently,
we conducted an investigation into the impact of schizandrin A on the downstream
pathway of COX-2 and ALOXS5. Utilizing RNA-sequencing, our findings revealed
that treatment of SW1990 cells with schizandrin A resulted in the up-regulation of 192
genes and the down-regulation of 219 genes (Fig. 3H). GO analysis was performed
for the 219 down-regulated genes, and the results indicated that these genes were
significantly enriched in "regulation of phosphorus metabolic process”, "regulation of
protein phosphorylation”, "I-kappB kinase NF-kappB signaling”, "Cell matrix
adhesion” and "GMP metabolic process” (Fig. 3l). Subsequently, through the



implementation of KEGG enrichment analysis, it was determined that the
down-regulated genes influenced by schizandrin A exhibited significant enrichment in
various pathways, including "pathway in cancer”, "NF-kappaB signaling pathway",
"complement cascades"”, "neurotrophin signaling pathway", and "NK cell mediated
cytotoxicity” (Fig. 3J). Specifically, five down-regulated genes, namely CSNK2B,
TLR4, TNFAIP3, TRAF5, and ZAP70, were found to be enriched in the NF-xB
pathway (Fig. 3K). In accordance with the findings of RNA-sequencing, gRT-PCR
results demonstrated that the expression levels of CSNK2B, TLR4, TNFAIP3, TRAF5,
and ZAP70 were diminished to differing extents in PC cells following treatment with
schizandrin A (Fig. 3L). These observations suggested that schizandrin A may
modulate the NF-xB pathway, a downstream pathway of ALOXS5 and COX-2.

3.4. Schizandrin A inhibited the proliferation of PC cells in vitro and in vivo
Given that COX-2 and ALOX5 were identified as oncogenes in PC cells, our study
sought to investigate the impact of schizandrin A on the proliferation of these cells.
Utilizing the CCK-8 assay to assess cell viability in 48 h, we determined the median
inhibitory concentration (IC50) of schizandrin A for HPEC, SW1990, BxPc-3,
Panc0327, and CFPAC-1 cells to be 276.00 uM, 4.13 uM, 9.12 uM, 10.03 uM, and
16.12 uM, respectively (Fig. 4A). Furthermore, our findings indicated that treatment
with schizandrin A (5 uM) resulted in decreased EDU incorporation rates (Fig. 4B)
and reduced colony formation ability in SW1990 and Panc0327 cells (Fig. 4C).

In the 3D culture model, it was observed that schizandrin A significantly impeded the
spherogenesis of SW1990 cells (Fig. 4D). Additionally, a subcutaneous graft tumor
model was utilized (Fig. 4E), revealing that tissues from the schizandrin A treatment
group displayed reduced proliferation rates (Fig. 4F) and tumor weight (Fig. 4G).
Furthermore, IHC analysis of tumor tissues indicated that the schizandrin A treatment
group exhibited decreased expression of K167, PCNA, COX-2, and ALOXS5 (Fig. 4H).
Furthermore, through hematoxylin and eosin (HE) staining, we found that nude mice
treated with schizandrin A had no heart, liver, intestine, or kidney injury (Fig. 4l).
These evidences indicated that schizandrin A exhibited prominent anti-tumor effects

for PC with limited toxicity and side effects.



3.5.  Schizandrin A suppressed the transform of normal fibroblasts (NFs) to
cancer associated fibroblasts (CAFs)

Prior research has demonstrated the significance of prostaglandins and leukotrienes,
which are catalyzed by COX-2 and ALOX-5, as crucial cytokines in the tumor
microenvironment. These molecules play a key role in recruiting and activating
various immune-related cells and stromal cells, ultimately leading to the development
of an immunosuppressive microenvironment [22,23]. Given schizandrin A's potential
to inhibit the production of prostaglandins and leukotrienes, we further investigated
the effects of schizandrin A on the tumor microenvironment of PC tissues. Utilizing
the EPIC algorithm on PC tissues in the TCGA cohort (Fig. 5A), our analysis revealed
a positive correlation between the expression of COX-2 and ALOX5 with the
presence of CAFs in PC tissues (Fig. 5B). Furthermore, examination of FAP
expression, a known biomarker of CAFs, in PC tissues demonstrated increased levels
in tissues with high expression of COX-2 and ALOX5 (Fig. 5C-D). These findings
suggest a potential association between COX-2/ALOXS5 expression and the activation
of CAFs in PC.

Thus, we subsequently investigated the potential of schizandrin A to inhibit the
activation of PC cells. Conditioned medium (CM) derived from PC cells treated with
both DMSO or schizandrin A was collected and utilized to treat normal fibroblasts
(NFs) with a 90% vimentin positive rate (Fig. SE). The results revealed that NFs
exposed to CM from PC cells treated with schizandrin A exhibited reduced levels of
a-SMA and FAP expression (Fig. 5F). These findings suggest that schizandrin A has
the ability to suppress the transformation of NFs into CAFs induced by PC cells in
vitro.

Subsequently, NFs and SW1990 cells were combined and subcutaneously injected
into mice (Fig. 5G). The resulting tumors derived from NFs and SW1990 cells after
schizandrin A demonstrated reduced tumor volume and weight (Fig. 5H).
Immunohistochemical analysis of tumor tissues revealed a lower expression rate of
a-SMA and FAP in tumors derived from NFs and SW1990 cells treated with
schizandrin A compared to those treated with DMSO (Fig. 51). These findings



suggested that schizandrin A has the potential to inhibit the transformation of NFs into
CAFs induced by PC cells in vivo.

3.6.  Mutation of the binding sites in ALXO5 (Arg246) and COX-2 (lle124 and
Ser126) inhibited the binding between schizandrin A and ALOX5/COX-2

To assess the impacts of schizandrin A on PC cells in relation to ALOX5/COX-2,
mutant plasmids were generated to alter specific amino acids in ALOX5 (Arg 246)
and COX-2 (llel24 and Serl26) as Ala (Fig. 6A-B). We then transfected these
wildtype (WT) and MUT plasmids into 293T cells, and we found that mutation of
binding sites in COX-2 and ALOX5 did not significantly affect the catalytic activity
of COX-2 and ALOXS5 in 293T cells (Fig. 6C). Similarly, we found that mutation of
binding sites in COX-2 and ALOX5 did not significantly affect the
proliferation-promoting functions of COX-2 and ALOX5 (Fig. 6D-F).

However, through performing SPR, we found that, titration with 40 uM of schizandrin
A did not reach equilibrium dissociation with the mutant protein, suggesting that
mutations in the binding sites of COX-2 greatly diminish its affinity for schizandrin A
(Fig. 6G). Furthermore, the inhibitory effects of schizandrin A on COX-2 catalytic
activity were found to be substantially reversed by mutations in the binding sites,
consistent with the SPR findings (Fig. 6H). Similarly, we revealed that mutation of the
binding site (Arg 246) in ALOXS5 resulted in a significant decrease in affinity for
schizandrin A (Fig. 61), as well as a reduction in the inhibitory effects of schizandrin A
on ALOX5 catalytic activity (Fig. 6J). Additionally, transfection of WT and MUT
plasmids of COX-2 and ALOX5 in SW1990 and Panc0327 cells demonstrated that
schizandrin A effectively reduced the expression of WT COX-2 (Fig. 6K-L) and
ALOX5 (Fig. 6M-N) in PC cells, but not in cells expressing MUT proteins.
Collectively, these findings suggested that mutations in the binding sites of ALXO05
(Arg246) and COX-2 (1le124 and Ser126) impede the interaction between schizandrin
A and ALOX5/COX-2, thereby diminishing the suppressive impacts of schizandrin A
on the catalytic activity and expression of ALOX5/COX-2.

3.7.  Mutation of the binding sites in ALXO5 (Arg246) and COX-2 (lle124 and
Ser126) suppressed the inhibitory effects of schizandrin A on PC cell



proliferation and CAF activation

We further determine the effects of binding site mutation on the biological functions
of schizandrin A on PC and NF cells. Utilizing the CCK-8 assay, our results indicated
that schizandrin A displayed a higher 1C50 value in cells expressing MUT-COX2 or
MUT-ALOX5 compared to those expressing WT-COX-2 or WT-ALOX5 (Fig. 7A-B).
Consistent with the findings of the CCK-8 assay, the results of the EDU assay (Fig.
7C-D) and 3D sphere formation experiments (Fig. 7E-F) suggested that PC cells
expressing mutant forms of COX-2 and ALOXS5 protein exhibited a higher rate of
EDU positivity and larger sphere volume following treatment with schizandrin A
compared to cells expressing wild-type forms of these proteins. Additionally, our
study demonstrated that CM from PC cells expressing mutant forms of COX-2 and
ALOXS5 proteins treated with schizandrin A have a greater ability to induce the
transformation of NFs into CAFs, as opposed to CM from cells expressing wild-type
forms of these proteins treated with schizandrin A (Fig. 7G-H). Taken together, these
findings suggested that the mutation of the binding sites in ALXO5 (Arg246) and
COX-2 (1le124 and Ser126) attenuated the suppressive effects of schizandrin A on the

proliferation of PC cells and activation of CAFs.

4. Discussion

Currently, natural products and their derivatives account for no less than 8% of all
FDA-approved drugs annually. Compared with chemosynthetic drugs, the active
substances obtained from natural products have novel structures and less toxic side
effects [24,25]. To date, various active substances provided by natural products have
been used as dual-targets in clinical tumor therapy [26,27]. For example, curcumin, a
natural phenolic compound, has been used in the clinical treatment of tumors by
directly targeting p300/CREB [28]. Dihydroartemisinin, a sesquiterpene lactone
compound containing peroxide bridges, targets RelA/p65 and exhibits favorable
anti-tumor effects in the clinical setting [29]. Schizandrin A, a ligand compound,
exhibited significant hepatic protection effects and was predicted to inhibit AA

metabolism as we previously reported [19]. Herein, through network pharmacology,



computer molecular docking and SPR experiment, schizandrin A was found to bind to
COX-2 and ALOXS5 with high affinity. Therefore, schizandrin A was considered as a
COX-2/ALOXS5 inhibitor.

COX-2 is a key enzyme involved in AA metabolism by catalyzing AA conversion to a
PG, thus activating a series of cytokine-cytokine receptor pathways, including
JAK-STAT [30], TNF-o/NF-kappa B [31], and TLR [32]; therefore, high COX-2
expression generates a series of diseases, including autoimmune diseases and cancers
[33,34]. Therefore, targeted COX-2 therapy has long been considered as a strategy for
these diseases, and a series of COX-2 inhibitors, such as celecoxib and rofecoxib,
have been developed [35,36]. However, the existence of COX-2/ALOX5 shunting has,
unfortunately, limited the clinical efficacy of COX-2 inhibitors in tumor therapies [37].
Notably, not all tumors exhibit elevated COX-2/ALOXS signatures, thus necessitating
a thorough analysis of the application of schizandrin A prior to investigating its
biological role.

Our current study indicated that PC tissues exhibited higher COX-2/ALOX5 signature,
while high COX-2/ALOX5 signature associated poor prognosis. Furthermore, we
found that no significant difference between patients with up-regulation of both
ALOXS5 and COX-2 compared to those with up-regulation of only ALOX5 or COX-2.
However, patients with low expression of both ALOX5 and COX-2 had significantly
longer survival times compared to PC patients in other groups. These results indicated
that the significance of simultaneous inhibition of COX-2 and ALOXS5 in the
treatment of PC, and schizandrin A may be suitable for PC therapy. Consistent with
the consideration, schizandrin A significantly inhibited the activity and expression of
COX-2/ALOX5 in PC, as well as reducing PC cell proliferation in vitro and in vivo.
Prior research has indicated that different elements within the tumor
microenvironment (TME), including hypoxia, acidosis, cytokines, and immune status,
interact synergistically and contribute to the proliferation of PC cells, as well as
impacting treatment outcomes [38,39]. Prostaglandins and leukotrienes, which are
catalyzed by COX-2 and ALOX-5, as crucial cytokines in the tumor

microenvironment [22,23]. For example, prostaglandins were showed to prevent



dendritic cell accumulation and activation in tumor tissues [40]. ALOX5 was
up-regulated in cholangiocarcinoma tissues, while leukotrienes catalyzed by ALOX5
promoted the recruitment of tumor associated macrophages [41]. In the current study,
we found that COX-2 and ALOXS5 was both associated with the levels of CAFs in PC
tissues.

Fibroblasts play a crucial role in the microenvironment of solid tumors by providing
structural support to the tumor tissue. As tumors progress, tumor cells release
cytokines such as prostaglandins and leukotrienes, which stimulate the transformation
of fibroblasts into CAFs. Subsequently, CAFs facilitate the proliferation of tumor
cells through a complex network of intercellular communication [42,43]. Elevated
levels of CAFs in PC tissues have been associated with a negative prognosis [44,45].
Consequently, targeting the inhibition of CAF activation may represent a promising
strategy for PC therapy. Our current investigation revealed that schizandrin A
effectively suppressed the transformation of normal fibroblasts into tumor-associated
fibroblasts by PC cells, suggesting its potential regulatory effects within the tumor

microenvironment of PC.

Conclusion

In conclusion, we demonstrated that schizandrin A directly bound with COX-2 and
ALOXS5, reduced their activation and the production of leukotrienes and
prostaglandins, thus exhibiting distinguished effects on suppressing PC cell
proliferation and inhibiting the ability of PC cell to induce normal fibroblasts to

transform into tumor-associated fibroblasts (Fig. 8).
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Figure legends

Figure 1. Schizandrin A had a high affinity to COX-2 and ALOXS5 protein. (A)
Chemical construction of schizandrin A. (B-C) Online tools TargetNet and
Swissprediction were used to predict potential targets of Schisandrin A. (D) The
docking score of Schisandrin A and potential targets. (E) 3D mode patterns
demonstrating the binding sites and binding model of Schizandrin A and COX-2
protein. (F) 3D mode patterns demonstrating the binding sites and binding model of
Schizandrin A and ALOX5 protein. (G) Surface plasmon resonance exhibiting the
association constant of Schizandrin A, COX-2, and ALOX5.

Figure 2. PC was necessary to concurrently block COX-2 and ALOX5. (A)
COX-2/ALOX5 signature in pan-cancer tissues in TCGA cohort was calculated, as
well as corresponding non-tumor tissues. (B) High COX-2/ALOX5 signature was
predicted lower overall survival rate in PC patients of TCGA cohort. (C) High
COX-2/ALOXS5 signature was predicted lower disease free survival rate in PC
patients of TCGA cohort. (D) IHC assays were used to detect the protein expression
of COX-2 and ALOXS5 in 80 pair PC tissues and adjacent tissues. (E) Subgroup

analysis revealed no significant difference between patients with up-regulation of both



ALOXS5 and COX-2 compared to those with up-regulation of only ALOX5 or COX-2.
(F) Diagnostic value of COX-2 for predicting PC patient survival. (G) Diagnostic
value of ALOX5 for predicting PC patient survival. (H) Diagnostic value of
combination of COX-2 and ALOXS5 for predicting PC patient survival. (I-J) The
expression of COX-2 and ALOX5 in PC cells and HPEC cells. *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01.
Figure 3. Schizandrin A inhibited the biological functions of ALOX5/COX-2 in
PC cells. (A) OPLS-DA analysis of the SW1990 cells upon DMSO and Schisandrin A
treatment. (B) Volcano plots demonstrate the metabolite level change in SW1990 cells
after treatment with DMSO and Schisandrin A. (C) KEGG analysis for the
down-regulated metabolites induced by schizandrin A. (D) ELISA experiments were
performed to detect the levels of PGA2 in PC cells after treatment with schizandrin A.
(E) ELISA experiments were performed to detect the levels of leukotriene F4 in PC
cells after treatment with schizandrin A. (F-G) Expression of COX-2 and ALOX5 was
detected in PC cells after treatment with schizandrin A. (H) Volcano plot demonstrates
the differentially expressed genes in SW1990 cells after treatment with Schizandrin A.
(I) GO analysis (BP terms) for down-regulated genes induced by schizandrin A. (J)
KEGG analysis for down-regulated genes induced by schizandrin A. (K) Heatmap
indicated the down-regulated genes induced by schizandrin A enriched in NF-xB
pathway. (L) qRT-PCR was performed to detect the mRNA level change of genes
enriched in NF-xB pathway after schizandrin A treatment. **, P<0.01.

Figure 4. Schizandrin A inhibited the proliferation of PC cells in vitro and in vivo.
(A) CCK-8 was used to detect the 1Cso of schizandrin A for HPEC, SW1990,
Panc0327, BxPc-3 and CFPAC-1 cells. (B) EDU assays were used to detect the
positive rate in PC cells after schizandrin A treatment. (C) The colony formation
ability was detected after schizandrin A treatment. (D) Spheroiding ability of SW1990
was detected after schizandrin A treatment. (E-G) A subcutaneous graft tumor model
was utilized, revealing that tissues from the schizandrin A treatment group displayed
reduced proliferation rates and tumor weight. (H) The expression of K167, PCNA,
COX-2, and ALOX5 in tumor tissues derived from cells treated with DMSO and

Schizandrin A determined using IHC. (1) HE staining was performed to determine the



injury of the heart, intestine, liver, and kidneys in mice treated with DMSO and
Schizandrin A. **, P<0.01.

Figure 5. Schizandrin A suppressed the transform of normal fibroblasts (NFs) to
cancer associated fibroblasts (CAFs). (A) EPIC algorithm was used to analyze
immune cells in PC tissues from the TCGA cohort. (B) The positive association
between COX-2/ALOXS5 expression and CAF levels in PC tissues from TCGA cohort.
(C) PC tissues with high COX-2 expression exhibited up-regulated FAP expression.
(D) PC tissues with high ALOX5 expression exhibited up-regulated FAP expression.
(E) Conditioned medium (CM) derived from PC cells treated with both DMSO or
schizandrin A was collected and utilized to treat normal fibroblasts (NFs) with a 90%
vimentin positive rate. (F) Immunofluorescence analysis indicated that NFs cells
cultured with CM from schizandrin A treatment-PC cells exhibited lower FAP and
a-SMA. (G) Mode pattern of the subcutaneous tumor formation test. (H) Tumors
derived from NFs and SW1990 cells after schizandrin A demonstrated reduced tumor
volume and weight. (I) Immunohistochemical analysis of tumor tissues revealed a
lower expression rate of a-SMA and FAP in tumors derived from NFs and SW1990
cells treated with schizandrin A compared to those treated with DMSO. **, P<0.01.
Figure 6. Mutation of the binding sites in ALXO5 (Arg246) and COX-2 (lle124
and Ser126) inhibited the binding between schizandrin A and ALOX5/COX-2.
(A-B) Schematic construction of COX-2- and ALOXS5-expression plasmids with
binding site mutations. (C) Mutation of binding sites in COX-2 and ALOX5 did not
significantly affect the catalytic activity of COX-2 and ALOX5 in 293T cells. (D-F)
CCK-8 and EDU assays indicated that mutation of binding sites in COX-2 and
ALOXS5 did not significantly affect the proliferation-promoting functions of COX-2
and ALOX5. (G) SPR experiments indicated that titration with 40 uM of schizandrin
A did not reach equilibrium dissociation with the mutant COX-2 protein. (H) ELISA
experiments indicated that inhibitory effects of schizandrin A on COX-2 catalytic
activity were found to be substantially reversed by mutations in the binding sites. (1)
SPR experiments indicated that titration with 40 uM of schizandrin A did not reach

equilibrium dissociation with the mutant ALOX5 protein. (J) ELISA experiments



indicated that inhibitory effects of schizandrin A on ALOXS5 catalytic activity were
found to be substantially reversed by mutations in the binding sites. (K-L)
Schizandrin A effectively reduced the expression of WT COX-2 in PC cells, but not in
cells expressing MUT proteins. (M-N) Schizandrin A effectively reduced the
expression of WT ALOXS5 in PC cells, but not in cells expressing MUT proteins. **,
P<0.01.

Figure 7. Mutation of the binding sites in ALXO5 (Arg246) and COX-2 (lle124
and Serl126) suppressed the inhibitory effects of schizandrin A on PC cell
proliferation and CAF activation. (A) PC cells expressing mutation of COX-2
protein exhibited higher ICs for schizandrin A. (B) PC cells expressing mutation of
ALOXS5 protein exhibited higher 1Cs for schizandrin A. (C-D) EDU assay suggested
that PC cells expressing mutant forms of COX-2 and ALOX5 protein exhibited a
higher rate of EDU positivity following treatment with schizandrin A compared to
cells expressing wild-type forms of these proteins. (E-F) 3D sphere formation
experiments suggested that PC cells expressing mutant forms of COX-2 and ALOX5
protein exhibited a larger sphere volume following treatment with schizandrin A
compared to cells expressing wild-type forms of these proteins. (G-H) CM from PC
cells expressing mutant forms of COX-2 and ALOX5 proteins treated with
schizandrin A have a greater ability to induce the transformation of NFs into CAFs, as
opposed to CM from cells expressing wild-type forms of these proteins treated with
schizandrin A.**, P<0.01.

Figure 8. Pattern diagram demonstrated that schizandrin A directly bound with
COX-2 and ALOX5, reduced their activation and the production of leukotrienes
and prostaglandins, thus exhibiting distinguished effects on suppressing PC cell
proliferation and inhibiting the ability of PC cell to induce normal fibroblasts to

transform into tumor-associated fibroblasts.
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