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Abstract ; Peroxisome proliferators-activated receptors (PPARs) are the primary targets of perflurooctane sulfonate
(PFOS). However, three subtypes of PPARs may exert diverse effects on the toxic response induced by PFOS,
whereas related mechanism remains unclear. In the present study, an in vitro differentiation model of human bone

marrow-derived mesenchymal stem cells (hHBMSCs) was employed to evaluate the interference of PFOS exposure
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on PPARs subtypes and the association with abnormal cell differentiation. The results showed that PFOS induced
upregulation of mMRNA expression of PPAR«, PPARB, and PPARy at concentrations of 0.1, 1 and 10 wmol-L™", up
to 6.31 folds, 6.44 folds, and 154 folds in the treatment group of 1 wmol-L™" of PFOS compared to vehicle con-
trol. Being consistent with PPARy activation, PFOS promoted adipogenic differentiation and increased lipid forma-
tion in hBMSCs. Meanwhile, PFOS exposure inhibited osteogenic differentiation, decreased calcium nodule forma-
tion, and reduced the expression of runt-related transcription factor 2 (Runx2) and alkaline phosphatase (ALP),
which are the marker genes of early osteogenic differentiation. In addition, the enrichment analysis of differentially
expressed genes affected by PFOS in the gene profile of hBMSCs revealed that the disturbed pathways were mainly
related to cell differentiation, bone metabolism and lipid metabolism. In contrast, PFOS exposure increased the mR-
NA expression of osteoprotectin, consistent with the upregulation of PPARB. The results demonstrate that the acti-
vation of PPARs subtypes by PFOS may exert different effects on stem cell differentiation. Further research is nec-
essary to gain an insight to understand the toxicity mechanism of per- and polyfluoroalkyl compounds.

Keywords: PFOS; stem cells; peroxisome proliferator-activated receptors; multidirectional differentiation potential

4907 B it B2 (perfluorooctane sulfonate, PFOS)
BT R A B3 E M | B 7K ORI B T S5 R 1 BRAR 1
BT, 88 Bz Tl R R R AR
PFOS HAMEERFAME iR R G By i /%
PER Z AR Y AR K YR FUR 2B 45 22 Fh
PRBEA 5 LA B AR B4 21 PROS , X AR 25 30 853
FN A i ™ FE B . IR, 2009 4F 5 1 i
BREE ALY 0K PFOS 5 ARF AR LG e 4
P F PR 8 5% B 2 PFOS 1Y T R 5 K R,
PFOS BYFEHEALIRMEFE XS T HoAth 42 9 f2 22 3 bt He Ak
A ¥)(per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances, PFASs)A%iff
HREAAHEELSEME,

H1 T PFOS 5 iob 4 Ak Wy it 14 344 581 40 J8500s 32 1A
(peroxisome proliferators-activated receptors, PPARs)
RN AT TR A 45 K AR AL, 45 PPARs J8h H:
TEEAE T 008 25 T #EA5", PPARs 4% PPAR«,
PPARB Hl PPARy iX 3 Fp i, 34 52 50 &
PPARa 7% PFASs Xf i 2R s £ 2HEAR , 2155
JHF Fifvgg i) SRR {H A PPARoc YRS B i ATG
T U5 28 3 ', DO AR G B W S I A5 AL Al
PFASs 114 ft J5E XU sy 2L A 40 0 09 AS o 7 1k 16 4h,
PPARSs #% V. B £ 4% 24 )i 73 mb ke 2 AS [ B 22 A0 S
MIMEH] . PPARy N RIVITE LAY T2 200 9 0], HR Gk
AR 200 /AL A0 A BB A O A ) R o
A, NI 40 AR 5T K- 5 ™ it
PPARy JCHE PIAE JER B AT, R PPARy TE 7Y
HaAE GRS EEAEN . 5 PPARy HI,
PPARB Eh B e 46 0% S FRE A 1 DR, A g 41
i gt s S R T = it R ol A S | A 7

PFOS 5 PPARs JAH EAE T, X T 1 W] H 1 75 B
AL AR PO HA

e BELA PP AN Sl WA LA A A2 B 2 BR ) Ao
J 25 S FIASCRR AT A J B Mo 33 400 L A A A D00 3K
VR 2R 32 S M SRV S R S R 3 e . AT 2R R
A AT Z 0] 53 AL RE 1, A1 L S 1A 9 S
S W) AL 5 A FRAR DG PE T 5P 2 i
ST & B PFOS £ A B i (8] 78 51 1 4i g (human
bone marrow-derived mesenchymal stem cells, hBM-
SCs)7E [0 AL 24T 4 4 e oA, SN
Ak, ST A A & B PFOS 515 %% i K LU
Lo BB AAREAH DGR 45 R — L, $27% PFOS X} hBM-
SCs ZH b S ma i 7 AT T AT RO % 275 L i
TEPENL A5 R H hBMSCs J8U /i X
[ o (AR 5T PFOS 2% % PPARs 4537 7Y 14+
o, SO T 40 0B G o AP 1 TR, ST
SER AT 46 7R PFASs HYREPEDLBEFN 43 7 $E AR S H:
i FE XU AN 32 B PSR

1 ##l57% (Materials and methods)
1.1 G E

PFOS(C4F;KO,S), - H &AM (dimethyl sulfox-
ide, DMSO)  Hi ZE K #3571 -1 3 3% 122 04y (3-
isobutyl-1-methylxanthine, IBMX) MW 3¢ PR L
S JHZL O 175 %5t FE AL ML B F1 27 4% 51) i (rosiglita-
zone, ROSII [ Sigma-Aldrich, B NHESKE
#H [ (recombinant human bone morphogenetic protein
2, BMP2)Ily [ PeproTech,, S PN i i) [ K LA} 4 MK
eeEikR . CCR-8 XM &l A = KA., B
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RNA S 2 BUAR &0 A B REEAEH AR R
N, REEFHRF A SYBR #EGYL R qPCR 5
At X e EYHARERAH
1.2 X3

CO, 41l 55 #% %6 (NU-4750E , NUAIRE, 3£ [#);
% i 5 (Y S100 , Nikon , H 4%) ; 4 [ 2 i 7 4% (In-
finite 200 PRO, Tecan , B 1 F]) ; 5 B2 VR B Lo HL(Mi-
crofuge 20R , Beckman Coulter, 3€ [€); 2¢ ;. & & PCR
% (Stepone Plus, Applied Biosystems, 3 [H),
1.3 Yifds st

hBMSCs | B&fili i 37 56 Fl AR 15175 5 43 K 97 3
W H R AE R A BR A ] HMLAE 37 °C F1 5%
CO, FMFAnMAE 85 3% FE LI S A SR 25 6
A TFAS , ARG 2= A h— A HEAIER
VR 58 AT LI PFOS ¥ 3 15 5 4 0 52 36 57 57 Uk
FEJG R, i, 3 299 44 2 A A I A IS
o PFOS (155 5 W JE 0 0.12 wmol - L7, 25 [ 773
AR N LT o PFOS 1Y 33 K0 35 4 B ol 0.36
pmol - L™ M1 7R T db 4 1Y v [ 45 K ) PFOS A
KPR T 22—, 36 A~ T LG REAS Hh G ) 2]
PFOS MU PR 2.58 wmol - L™ AL, A%
5T 54 PFOS Z#5 MM 0.1 .1 F110 pwmol-L™" | B
A RPN A N, KoL 402 PFOS %
£ 7 d )5, IS A A P R DG P 2 TR K
1.4 203 PR

¥ hBMSCs L1 4 000 4~ - L' i %5 BE 40 T 96
fLbRH  BAHRE 3 AT, 7E CO, diss IR
K92 24 h )5 B HSARBIEL A 0.1% DMSO 9 7
X IAREFRIL L) & PFOS BB FE 4L, 843 d
W G2, i CCK-8 a7 Gl 4 i 7 v, AR 95
ST AN M A TR T = (R ER O -5
FA %o BRI Y B )+ (PR 0T BB ZH W Y i — 25 13 % AR T
M),
1.5 BUB/ B S5 550k

A A S 440 R S 440 i ) f #EL 40 P, hBM-
SCs 114 B F1 SR Ak =22 1) AH B i 249 P 7, 38 3
A2 % 25 25, hBMSCs MLJA] 175 S 404k & —
Tl B A2 B 2 AR 3 B TS A IR AL 2
Wk 240 B A3 Ak S e O AR R SR B/ IR
X7 SR 2, WF 5T PFOS X it B g 23 1k -
sz, R A BCE 75 5 BMP2 AR 75 5
F ROSI 1E b FH 7 %+ B8, hBMSCs [ & Ji ik
100% LA I J5 43 34 F 47 0.1% DMSO 200 ng-mL"™’

BMP2 500 nmol-L~" ROSI 5% PFOS ¥ % &/ I *
s SR IRA R SR 111 A
BRI FO) A G 5 5 1 R (IO il s
FRHE 10% A4 LT 1% 558 K 0.5 mmol - L'
IBMX 0.5 pumol- L™ Hb ZE K HA F 50 pumol - L™ 15| W
R, B3 d IR, LR 14 d, TR
AR5 14 K, 43 538 1 5 45 5 T R B P CERAE B
HHERBR 736K o TIPS R 2L gL ) 7 A R AE
PREETIIE N, W B VR, P W R R 2% vl X (phos-
phate buffered saline, PBS)PEi4¢, i HKRFIEL N 70%
B E A 1 h J5, BRI A PBS PRk, H 40
mmol-L™" 75 2 21 Y 7 42 L 40 B 20 min, F PBS
e, A 10% S AL 7S BE LML BE AL B 20 min, Hf 4
WA 96 fLAR H, HIE AR {XAE 584 nm A6 1
JEHE,

FHIMEL O P RAEAGFOY i, W25 Z 88 W, H]
PBS V¥, i FH 4% I G 240 30 min J5 , FRIK
I PBS Pk, FIVHAL O YLy 4% & 41 it 30 min, H
PBS k. fASENEEASH 20 min, K 28 BOZ WO
A 96 Lk, I AR{XAE 584 nm A OGRE
1.6 SEHFZESGE 5 PCR(RT-qPCR)

# hBMSCs LA 8x10*4~-FL7 A% R0 T 6 fL
M B BCE 3 A PAT, 45 48 h JE R ER Al R
FP N E A 0.1% DMSO [T IR 55 55 He 5l
& PFOS M ZRHg 97 0L 15 3 d IR IR, #5E 7
d J& , i HLE RNA ZUESEHBUAF & 1T RNA il
PLEN RNA A, fiff T B i Siaa ) itk A7 S e it
F RS 142 C TS 15 min, 85 CHIHAS s, 514
i iR T8 A, P cDNA Mk k4T PCR KL,
US40 :94 °C,30 5,94 °C,5 5360 C,15 s;72
C,10 s, BNFAFREA 3 4~ FLiEFT RT-gPCR 43
Br. UL GAPDH 5:[K NS 5E A X H i JE B k17
PRl , FH StepOne #XFF#EAT Cp {43 #7, I 2744
BT RS F IR EL
1.7 RIS R8T

YiMfE% 0.1 wmol-L™" PFOS 1{ 0.1% DMSO %
5% 7 d J5 , 8 TRIzol 2 HU4H i 5 RNA , 3% I8
Affymetrix FR 0T PR HET R B LI SEEY)
ONEI AT " ik 22 gk SR A v
H P<0.05 H log2(Kik 2 #A5%80>03, AR
HE /1M1 (Gene Set Enrichment Analysis, GSEA)X} 25 5%
FORFERBEAT AT, TR 5 PFOS 520 Y AR ) 2738
I BHE T 15 % GEO 04 4 (GSE115836),
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PLINN O P16 &

1.8 Hitsrth

B 25 R FE Y8 AR iR 22 2R R A SPSS
Gt o3 B A T LK 3 7 22 43 A1 (One-Way ANO-
VA), FH GSEA i ¥t 25 5 3 35 5 [ Fl 3 % & 4
ok RRT ROR WL Z A M 25 S (P<0.05 ., P<
0.01),

2 455 (Results)
2.1 PFOS X} hBMSCs #4r 1t % f F PPARs 45 .
Al mRNA Ik KF- (5 0

F£0.1 ~10 wmol - L™ ¥ B {5 [l 1, PFOS % &% 7
d 0T 24 A 1 B A 77 A I S e A A R >
90% (Kl 1), HIt,%#E 0.1 ~10 wmol - L™ 1E N J5 22
ST PFOS 2 5% Wk B2, AT 3k 4 4t Af 25 M 0 AL 3L A0
FEMTHE . FEXT 20 MG B A 7™ A Jnb 2P R el ) v
N ,PFOS % #1555 hBMSCs 41l fifi 1 PPAR« . PPARB
M1 PPARy Fik (& 2), #£ 1 pmol-L™" PFOS fE
IR, PPAR 4 W/ 78 mRNA ik b 818 B o, 20 51
XY 6.31 £5.6.44 £5F0 154 fiF, Hr,
PPARy .3 b, i T PPARa Ml PPARB iR 5K,
5%} HR 4 25 5 AN B (P>0.05),
2.2 PFOS X hBMSCs 7 ft. OGS 4 45 5 [ mRNA
ey, QA

ALP T Runx2 Y0 BH o AR 30 0 b o Pk 5
, 4 PFOS #8155 7 d Ja , 4l ALP 1 Runx2 () mR-
NA F£ik/K¥EFFE(E 3), PFOS 7E 1 pmol - L™ ik J&F
A IR B, ALP Al Runx2 ) mRNA 3

120F

100k " .\\\\\\f""/j

AR/ %
Cell viability/%
B [ o]
e

N3
(=
T

0 0.1 i 10
PFOSH¢E /(umol- L)
PFOS concentration/(pumol-L)
1 K%L hBMSCs R T £ FIRHEEL (PFOS)
7 d BHARTFRE
Fig. 1 Cell viability of un-induced hBMSCs after 7 d

of perfluorooctane sulfonate (PFOS) exposure

IRIKFA3 50 R 98 2 %5 BRZE 1Y 50.2% Fil 67.4% , {H 2%
SR E(P>0.05),

5 ALP Ml Runx2 #H %, PFOS % & i OPG 1y
mRNA FiA/KFEFHE . 7E 0.1 wmol-L™" PFOS /EH
T, OPG kK F-Thin =X YL 2.62 5, HE R
5L (P<0.05),

2.3 PFOS X} hBMSCs 8/ Jg 531k 2 B AR &
PG|
HE— 5% PFOS %755 hBMSCs Jili i /I8 43

PPAR« PPAR PPARy
201 20 20 T
g
=% 16 16} 16
®o o 12t 12
= 2
Se st 8 8
~
g 4f o4 4
o1 H 0 =
00l 110 001

PFOSH#E/(umol-L™)
PFOS concentration/(umol-L")
B2 PFOS &5 7 d XK 5L hBMSCs 1 PPARa,
PPARB #1 PPARy mRNA Fi% 7k F B 820
TE X B L, * P<0.05
Fig.2 Effects of PFOS on mRNA expressions of PPAR«,
PPARB, and PPARy after 7 d of exposure in un-induced hBMSCs
Note: Compared with the control, * P<0.05.

300 ALP 50 RUNX2 4o oPG

g 25f 2.5+ 25
I 2 I I
K & 2.0f 2.0F 2.0
= O
=2 15k 1.5F 15
S T
< ] 3
£z 10 1.0l 1.
EZ I

g€ 05 0.5

0.0 0.0 4 (), 0LE

0 01 I 10
PFOSH B /(pmol - L)
PFOS concentration/(pmol- L")
El3 PFOS £ 7 d 3K 5 hBMSCs §1 ALP,
RUNX2 1 OPG mRNA Ri&7KF RN
TE: X BRAIAR L, * * P<0.01,
Fig. 3  Effects of PFOS on mRNA expressions of ALP, RUNX2,
and OPG after 7 d of exposure in un-induced hBMSCs
Note: Compared with the control, * * P<0.01.
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FRRGSZI , PHAEXT B8 B 75 5 F BMP2 X 45 URL
FEAELEIER M2 RN E . IR S T ROSI
XoF B U T TR )™ A= ik 25 ) DR R AR T () 4 R 5),
PFOS #4145 {2, 0.1 pmol - L™ 1 1 pmol - L™ fY
PFOS FKRILE W Z A HIVE (B 5), [AlAf, PFOS &

4 ME/BEREIUE 14 RABRLEE
MESS IR FML O &l ERERA S
T (a) ~ () M ESAE T Y (0 KU T 7% IR 10 wmol -L™" PFOS
AR FHLLE AN B X R BMP2 AR ; (d) ~ () AR iR g
MU EEFIRT IR 10 wmol-L™" PFOS F1FHHEX) I8 ROSI 4bBH4H

Fig. 4 Calcium deposition measured by Alizarin Red S staining

and fat droplets measured by Oil Red O staining on
day 14th of osteogenic/adipogenic bidirectional differentiation
Note: (a) ~ (c) show nodule staining of solvent control, 10 wmol-L™!
PFOS treatment group and positive control BMP2 treatment group;
(d) ~ (f) show fat drop staining of solvent control,

10 wmol-L™" PFOS and positive control ROSI treatment group.

> %
T 1
(3] W W
o
%

o
g
=)

W

o
0

=)

o
N
LT OYL AR A A5 Kl

Relative fold change of Oil Red O staining

o
W

o
=)
o
=)

10 BMP2 0 0.1 10 ROSI
PFOSHJ¥/(umol-L") PFOSYJ¥/(umol-L")
PFOS concentration/(umol-L-") PFOS concentration/(umol-L")
5 BFSSUEHT PFOS £ 14 d X hBMSCs
Fh §5 2595 72 B B R i 2 B 22 i
T SXHRAA L, * P<0.05,

Fig. 5 Effects of 14 d of exposure to PFOS on

calcium nodule formation or droplet formation in

PERZLY AT
Relative fold change of Alizarin Red S staining

hBMSCs cultured in induction medium
Note: Compared with the control, * P<0.05.

FR) i A0 1 2 E i O B, E 1 umol < L7 AT 10
pwmol - L™ W& B T, 41 A B I3 A I 3 T 5, 43l T
B RATIRLE 2.0 A5 2.7 15,
2.4 PFOS %} hBMSCs & [K 2 ki (1) 5 1
TERDSEME T2 0.1 wmol - L™ PFOS 255 7
d 5 ,hBMSCs % JE R k35 th i 1k i 597 25 5%
FIRILH(P<0.05 H. log2 (R iK% F5%50>0.3), i
it GSEA W22 S BE D A7 38 B AR v b, 7E R 1
G T RS P USZ 5 ) i 3 Y 10 A3 B
Horp A T-(P=0.028) 5 B i B AM IE =22 8] B &R
2R AN A A MO T T RE S B B
AN BTRER (P=0.106 )3 H A G 3L ] 5 0 2 78
AT 3 E/A SYEE SRR 2 B, R BEiE A R
() K9 1 £ A LERC

3 118 ( Discussion)

J4 PPARs J2: PFOS 1Y B 24> T #U 45 , PPARs
FHOCHY PFOS FEMEAE R BRI 28 . £ L et
58T PFOS %} PPARs 45 V.50 () T4 & H 5 40 g 431k
Z IR CHE XF R A HL i PFOS 1Y 75 M 1E FHALEE B
HH R X, PFOS % #5 5 5 hBMSCs 41 fig
PPAR«  PPARB Fl PPARy Fih¥ I, 5 LIAEE5E
i — 3, oh W B P BE 5K K B, PFOS %S
PPARa {5 53l T AT 7 /N BRURIR U862 . Li
AP0 9 PFOS #4005 3T3-LI 4 ffith PPARs 15514
SARHERE DT IR B, Hith PPARy 2 F % /EH], PPARa
H1 PPARB A FH AR X 855 , 3 2k 43 F 4 A 400 8 7w
PFOS Ei#%'5 PPARa . PPARB H| PPARy %4y, %%
HIIAF7E % B, hBMSCs £ g5 S &4 T, 4
0.2 ~100 nmol - L' PFOS # %% 7 d J5, PPARy Iy
mRNA ik K Th i =X 1.05 £ ~ 1.53
RN EVRRREAR T A S, 2 JE A AT RE AR
ISR, JEH A AR A S TS R /E A, PFOS
%} hBMSCs 11 PPARy A S i

[KI>h PPARSs 7E 4 il 53 Ak 8 42 v e S B4R
UEiE—2 0 52 T PFOS %k 5 X 41 g 40 Ak O B I
mRNA LB T4, Runx2 &L T 5 PPARy ¥
1%—%(, PPARy Fll Runx2 ¥JJ& %77 hBMSCs 4f fif
A G SR R AR AR A Al R v 3 SR
PR 1 I8 45 B ) % U0 G B (R AR B AH i, p38
MAPK f\ 3 22 2 TR W% TR b 5 3L PPARy K% Al
RUNX2 ¥ 1% , i 28 (W5 R fL B 5 3 52 PPARy Fil
Runx2 £ [ 201k, #0% PPARy Wi RUNX2
M OPG M5 PPARB V1% —3, FE K Al HE>
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S ¢ #16 &

PPARB W S S di e WNT-B-catenin 4\
f) OPG mRNA Fik¥IM® . OPG Ay ¥  EHE A
T E AT OPG 5 RANK 454 I8 il 5 4%
1) OPG/RANKL/RANK i %45 25410 il Ak B &40 S f
KEIFIE R K, PPARs 4% VR A4 376 T
REEREE A b = A AR R VR

YA AR AU bR A 2 B 45 SR W 7E X )
SHASEAE T, PFOS % 5% 41 i i 73 4k B AR i3 g
Ak, 5 ALP il RUNX2 JER KA R —%, 3%
JRH AT RE R PPARy ¥ . PPARy J& UG /01 i) 56
SHEIE ) R R R R A3 S A Y O A
T, TEERET , PPARy BTG H] Runx2 A\ 51 & 45
FAERUE A rp i e S EH LRI K B,
TE53 % hBMSCs #1472 [a] B 346 175 5 A g
A5 S i, PFOS #14il 1B 43 4k, £ 32F 1 AR 43
BT AT ST R I, AE UG/ B A0 5 S 4 A R 7R
H1 PFOS T4t B T 20 M B/ IR 43 A -, 32F—

AAEW] hBMSCs £ [1] 43k J& PFOS % 5% 1 5 sk
b, % R R E AL A EEAM A, PFOS
YEHI hBMSCs % ik ik v 22 57 Rk FE 1 &
SN IR | 3250 38 [ 32 B 05 K A oAk AR
FRE A AR S % , i —25AESC T PFOS X% hBM-
SCs 4LV e A B 405, I 45 7 5 A A AR AQ i AH O
Y 2 3 T, PFOS B4i% PPARB 7 fiE 2
OPG FRik LR s BEALHS , FoAE PFOS T4 41 2
s VR e — DY, R OPG Rk I
A (O A0 R R A AR AT 2 204 T, AT e S K D PFOS
X} PPARy WG VE T PPARB, ILAl, PFOS %
8 791 e R 2 2 o ], 2 2 i 200 - Ak 557 ) o P
£, MRS RN A BE Y — L5 PFOS DK H:
filL PFASs 2542415 % PPARs 4 5 4 400% 5 hBM-
SCs 434 24 2 Ml 22 8] 1 JC 16, 45 1) T 9 B PFASs
W0 T A A A B TR EDLEE , I i S Al 2 e
A58 P TN AR 2 B AL B AR 4R AN

&1 PFOSiHFS hBMSCs R RIZEFEENEYFIEE

Table 1 Biological pathways enriched by the differentially expressed genes affected by PFOS in hBMSCs
2 SRR "
18 I 44 ik ) , PAH Qff P
Number of differentially
Pathway name P value Q vale Class
expressed genes
PR E SRR {5 58 % Neurotrophin signaling pathway 37 0.012 0.590 P12 2R 58 Nervous system
gt MK HHET:
. 23 0.028 0378
Apoptosis Cell growth and death
BT EIA Spliceosome 25 0.106 0.755 % 5% Transcription
TOLL F¢3Z {45 % #% TOLL like receptor signaling pathway 19 0.105 0.642 HPEFR S Immune system
25 H M9 Colorectal cancer 17 0.184 0.813 JEEAE Cancer
W VIR P e b R A A S i -
o o (o
Cell signaling transduction in epithelial 19 0.173 0.69 . .
) ) ) Infectious disease
cell infected by Helicobacter pylori
T 42 (5 538 T cell receptor signaling pathway 19 0.193 0.598 % R4 Immune system
JAK STAT {551 #% JAK STAT signaling pathway 28 0292 0.869 {55 %% Signal transduction
PR M R BB Z (5 5 % GNRH signaling pathway 15 0330 0.847 N1 2 48 Endocrine system

BIRAEE B .0 2 (1980—), &, W4+ 4% W4 505 £
LR T QAF ARG W EBRZ I AR T
Jo I PR R A B
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