2019 B _+—5 FTH K Vol. 21 No.2

Ldrg', ZRFC, B, B

Tk Ik
Z8

(1. bFigrpEZ R YR EGER: B 201203; 2. RIEERIR2 40 K& 116044)
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B AHUH]

SR M SRR AR SRR
Tz T s 2550 o B 5 SRS PR (Aristolochic
acids, AAs) 7 HIG ZHISFERERIVE T . K& HEL
MR AAs B b 24 B (0 TR) B e 4E Ak, 1R 2
PR /N TB) B 42, i O AT L, AR
BRMENS P B JE  Z —  AAs AR R T
Hi DB A TR AR . B A As G Y B 1] B
Joa A1 Bz A I e SE PR Sl 55 SR A4S R i (aristolochic
acid nephropathy, ANN) i 2 UL R iR oW 45 L) 1
¥JE AAN (B OB WEH 215 iR (B BT eF 416 5 Bz ot
R BT ; @ AAs BUREZY 7 il BT 28 5 s O AA-
DNA JA A7 A (B R p53 B R Y AT —T:A B 5
AR BEAN  BIFGE R B AAs W] AE TG B BT 1 R 5
SR A A, U BT AAs 1Y B A AU AR TR
Mo NE/INVE LR A0IE AAs TR AT R s Zebr (A )
B BT RSB, AAs AR R S5

WAS B :2018-12-13
%= B #:2019-01-15

B RRAE
P 5 %5 R284.1

SCHRARIR AL A

P INIEIN A B 7 HE S DNA BRIL IR AN ISR & 12
LN JAE , I A IR F e BE A As O ERES
FeIFARH—,

1 SRLRIFFLEHE

“IL YRS TR B (AAN) S B L 5 AT AT T 2
(), H A AAs T 5B B (DB B . AR K 24K
FE AR 1k 5 AAs B, {0 AAs 7 T 45 M ) A%
BRIPRYT PR . TR SRR 1
(Aristolochic acid T, AAT) ] ELFe 05 B /N b Fz il
Je G B/ NE R A, SR IR s s R T,
TEPEARCIT= W 2T 1 AAT-DNA SNG4 , 3 Fl 3t A8 A b
T2 5| 6 R A P P 0 ) SR TR 53 iy 2 AR,
CAAN FE PRI E R g T A Hh % 235 1 R g 0 4
1.1 & i TR e B34

AATX B /NG b B A 46347 , 2 2 S Ak EL 4
JL RIS, K ] A A LT Ak, B NV 2540, R AR

* RAHI P EH IR R E 5% R (2017YFC1702000): & T 25 F R HARM F 22 AR ZHFMIK R, R T A ik Lk TA S
AR 2 L4k 5 5 AR kAT (18XD1403600) A B39 P 25 R B RS T B3R M ATRER Z 9L, fior A BT o R WAt
A Kk T EHZH ERAT A H 4] LR B (2016RQ025) % 5 BB 1M X 7] &9 T L AL AMESF R A, AT A: B %k,

* ok BIRAER Bk, ARG E A I, AR, R @ RRGMATE P - M EE A ok, AR A LA SR HIR 2R

BRI AR S
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E R RS2 IR R AR . b B /NE T B2 4R
(Proximal tubule epithelial cells, PTEC) ShAAT Y E
FOAHR , (EAS [R5 AT B /NS | 38 ) o 2T 4
AERIBLTRITASHRTE] R i AALZE B /NS T R 20 i
Hon] DU S SRR B i e S R S /M
- B AR IRAE s A/ A A AATCR B )
i RN S N B AR o W (R A AR TR T B,
TGF-B)!" e ik /NE T Bz 40 e 1] AL ASCET 24 40 e 1 53
1o, FECE/ NEBATFE R R 4Efl . Ak, 2B IESE
A HL B B ¥ %% iz & 1 (Organic anion transporters,
OATs) X AATHE PTE HYBUR 2 5CH 2 78 AAN /UL
RPN & (— b 2 3k R IR HE 25 T LU OATSs)
25, TR AATIY R, 0 vk B /Mg SRAE,
1.2 BR AR IN-Fay BURTA2

AALAE S 0 56 R 2 P O BUB W, HAT 5 A2 0
DNA TG4 & Mg AR OC R R i 98 A8 FTE AL A G . B
FERILZE AATTE T B BUFL/ N BUPR AT Y DNA T #0147y
PLAA-AALR £, Ba5 R AT>TARHERIZEAE , X
FER A S R R A T2 AA TS T I K B 41 21
61 LS T A IR RIS JL A |, 2 MG A S Y AALEUR
AR OCHEE S o [ARE, ATHTA YR 58748 K A
T AAN 2 1Y i Jeg 410 1) 3£ K1 P53 (Tumor suppressor
gene p53,TP53) FITETCFRHEFE Hupki ( A2E TP53 R A )
BUEF A ™, 7E AAN I /INE L B 4 A
A LLIE o %E B AAT-DNA IR oK S B AAT 1) %% 5
o FIRDNASAI (1), JEHE dA-AATE S35 7E
L YR AT B R L 2R 5 M i R A PRI B2
ZURE I R 70, H AT AAT-DNA A 90 2 A K
AAN FIBRES 1E G555 S YA N B 1Y
Hu D, KB AA 1) R B B TR b R R R
FEIEAREM,

i 3 TR B RIF S e R, T PR b B A e
B TPS3 A1, J5U 3 R MY C 23 32 5] AAT 2855 Bt (1 5%
Wi, AT RE-S AANAHIC YA PR b B Mg ) A kSt e
FHSG . SR, IX BB AL Y i R 7E AAN Il RAEAS Hh &2 B
Vst — LR

2 DRLBINENKHELEE

AATHEA ARG B2 7 AR SNHE RN AL 7= B 7
FhA= A4 o R T A AATZER P A0 ELAAA R %
TLEEAR B AAN IR R B ZL A PE ™, B 3
PRI B 1 AAT-DNA TN A B 5 /8 il s 22—

A Sl A AT IR SR R R B T PRI, AAT 9 H
PO A AALS 351 1 OGS A0 3R . IRSIMIFE R B,
7 NI BRI 225 5 40 2 S0 A e 2 v, A LA
UG 22X AAT BT Ak B A, B e R R A A
J R 42 A2 S5 ( (NAD (P) H:quinone oxidoreductase
1,NQO1) , HKJ& oA Hh 48 i €4, 2% PASO il 1A1/2"
FVE SOk A b 19 CY P 3 TR G20 ifL 2 2% P450 S b id i
fiff (CytochromeP4500xidoreductase, POR)) ', It 7b, &
FEIR T W R AL 24 i 48 ( Cyclooxygenase , COX)
Xt AATEA AT ASCR

2.1 AR EEE EAL . B AALIE R B (NQOI)

JHF 5 B 44 3 v ) NQOT 23 i Ak AAT 77 A 38 Ji
A B T B AAT-DNA &8 . AAT 38 375
T NQOT B TG PRI [ B A, 32 1 385 I A i 1) 56 [
BEPE, XU G R, — B NQOT 1 1™, FE A S 52 56
H 2 fiff NQOT 4 Ak 28 1 i AAT-DNA Jiit Fn 49 s /b 3t
99% , UESZ T NQO1 XF AAI-DNA fill A1y I hi i i %
PEo A, R R BB S 50 i 58 NQO1 Y ZH 2153 Aii
KB, FERFATE Hh NQO1 Y A i 23 [ AATFIT AATL Y
P LS ARAERG I TS,

2.2 AR AAL 6 & My 4L

H T S 50 2 ) PRV ZEEHE 1 P h 446 2] 1
AAla, HJEZ R DNA AT h I8 AALa A77E, H
AATa 25 247N BUAR LS AS 31 B 1 0 11 (5 2l 21 22
16, DNA A %) A it IR T AAT 25 257N B P4
W, ML AATFEZ CYPIA12 5 H 3k i AATa /Y
IR AAT B aE e FE2,

[ SHRORE AT CYP1A 1/2 FIANIE (4 K P450 A fbid
J5L i (CytochromeP4500xidoreductase, POR) 7] i 1 fii] Ff.
(R I S TG A AT, R 2 2 5 AR OC 3 A
H R, a— B 2E R (POR SN | A 2 B AR sk
AR T AAT-DNA I A o A4 ™, #H5 , CYP1A1/2
FCYPTA2 411 55 o 2% 15 R FH WK 47 28 B 6T AAT-DNA
TENP A B 2k AR A S A R AR U AR R
ORI R, AAT F 2 3 CYP1A1/2 E4TI6 R, POR iZ
YEREN, FEAFIES, T CYP1AL SRk KA
XTHRAR, PR AAT B3 AUAE FHZE L CYP1A2 /. SR
i, N HE CYPIAL X AALRYTE AL B SR, —
J5 T T AE B e 2Rk, 50—, AALXY %L
R,

AN, NP CYP3AS Bt RE L 75 1k AAT, {H H:
TEALHE 1 BT CYPIAT AT 1A2P B I fok 4 v
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#1 NQOI1,CYP1A1/2,NADPH:CYP iZ [REFHN
COX-13%t AALEL T R A TRk

Bt I A AAI-DNA FnFa 2% 85 Koo/ uM
NQO1 17+0.8
CYPI1AL 65+3.1
CYP1A2 38+1.8
NADPH:CYP i& J7 B4 126+6.2
COX-1 153+4.1

7E:Kos 1 AAI-DNA JmAndly 7 8 5 & i AAL YR

TR 2R H A LS 20 0 4 (Cyclooxygenase, COX)
W HEAEIL AAI-DNA NG I, H COXIf 1k AA 1Y
BOR 5 COX-1F K. R gh 12507 058 NQO1
CYPIAV/1A2 X} AAL 3% AR J1 58 55 , K L NQO1 5
AALE BEIFIYZER T, 2 NQO1 AL A i AAT- DNA il
F4) 77 8 f ) B AAT B MR Kos 0 17 pM®, 5
CYP1A1/2,POR Fl COX-1 il #H Lt , AAT T AR GF- O 45 &
TFHITEPEDL 5, AL IR 1 AAT-DNA JI&4 By AATHk

ACTIVATION

[ Urothelial carcinoma ]

JE fe/0N s UEAL AAI-DNA Ji& 998 it NADPH
KIKEAE S %, T R NADPH 26 1Kk 7K L ok
I (D). R EZSETE, NQOT ZE IR ik
AALEGE P GG B
2.3 LR R IBE AR

TGP R AR R, AAT B B AR PE Mo Pk
AATFEVR Y 1 Je 9t T g 20 5 9 NQO 1 R/, CYPTA1/
2B FHEIA S5 R LIS 3 o IR K AR B
FEMY N EERE A S 7= ¥ (N—hydroxyaristolactam 1, N—-OH-
ALD IZY n] 255640 A S PR A B
v 1E B3 far (19 ALI IF & B T (aristolactam T ion)™, %4k
E YIRS AR AT AE C7 10 B 5 DNA & A4 e s &
A AAI-DNA INEY, 535120 dA-AATFT dG-AAT([&]
1) kM R IR ELA e B A S, DUE 4
LUz, ATFESI R AR N E T IR ZEMATA A A A
WP FREAFAE . XA DNA AIG) , AT L K] g el
(A) 55 i B s g (T ) 4 58 A8 e 48t , B AT—TA i Jiegeg 417

DETOXICATION

T 0 COOH <0 O COOH
<0 % NO, CYPIAlI2 © O NO, UGT AAla-glucuronide
T _
O O SULT AAla-sulfate
AT—»TA ) OCH, OH
transversion mutation aristolochic acid T a .
A aristolochic acid I (AAI) (AATa) %
10,1
P53-AAI adducts in NQO1 [ N-hydroxyaristolactam Ia ]
urothelial tissue CYP1A1/2
A
0 J Y

N-hydroxyaristolactam I
(N-OH-ALI)

Aristolactam T
nitrenium ion

dG-AAI adduct

0
0
0 0
OH < O NH < NH
% O‘, NQOl o ‘] Y O‘]
CYP1A1/2 0 O

Aristolactam I (ALI)

Aristolactam Ia
(ALIa)

ﬂ) 7-OH-ALI-glucuronide
7-OH-ALI-sulfate

7-hydroxyaristolactam I
(7-OH-ALI)

E1 DRABIAADNELSHSEE
72 :CYPIAL/2, 40 i &, 85 P4A501A1 A= 1A2;NQO1, NAD (P)H: AR RACIE R B ; UGT, H) £ 42 8L 84 4545 85 ; SULT, st L 445 B
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25 N P53 SRAR R IE T HIRE , T 40 344 00 o |
ISR R ER A KRS HITFEA AA R
G ALTE B DNA A A R I A S AA 75 T8
Py —J7 3, B TSI E A DNA 451452 5 3008 F i
SR ARAR S P 33t 2 i A, 14 A 5 3

[32-35]
(e}

TEMG 15 I PR RN ZE A b A IR 43 1 AATAR Y
Y22 DL (R MR T TR | T TR 46 RN B R I 2% % & e =X
FEAE o 76 B I K R AY vp & B, AATFE B 4 20
Ha] AR R AATa,AATa— B FR 5 45 &4, ALLa, ALI Al
ALla O-#iZBERER A 54 . Hoh AATa J2 48 CYPIA
T EAIE L J5 |, P8 PR T W T ) 2 W T TR S 5 A5
fits (UGT ) Bt/ FN 5 IR 5% #% i (SULT) {4k LA e B 345 &
Y9I W HE AR SL o T ALLa AT 3 3 P R AR 5 842
AR, — PR SE ALL K3, 5 —Fhig 202K AAT )
U A 2 AATa J5 I8 )50 ALLa, SESGUESE 28 ALL 45
241 Wistar K AR P, DNA IR 47 £ AR 50
W, UL IANME ALL A ™ ) ALLa TG 7, A B
TCRE

3 HEhEDRLBRESEPHER

B T ARBTBELE T, AAN f AALFEME SRR Y R L
TE 3T i B /NS B K2 41 i (proximal tubular epithelial
cells, PTEC) , $& 7R AF7E S MURR S8 1Y 7 T-HIL ], T 3 2
BERMPR TR LM, IR R A VLB iz
K ( Organic anion transporter, OATs)7E AAT S Ee o0 72
HORIE T BRI, OATs /i) 12 B LRk
PE, AT sk Z R AL 7. TEARBIET, OATI
OAT2 Rl OAT3 #10 F _- B A B iR M , 45 A
LS 2 o ) ) iz i o AP OATT T OAT3 22
FIR G BNE, M OAT2 EEERR SN, PERBEE .
IR B R OATA 73 A T8 I o B /N b B 40 i
(Proximal Tubular Epithelial, PTEC) fi%) 41 ffd fE H , /E N
— TR FR A LB B 7SS e , 72 B B 5~ it
kAR T, AT (] i R 22 b B B 1 2 R Ah AL
a9

1M AA [ B8 FPEBUIA 47 2 5% A 455, S
% B Hek293 4L N OAT1, 3 Fl 4 [ 3k , 218 il AAT
() SR, ZE AR AR A e (O ATs BRI 550 VR T T
AATHY R R 2SR, S RS : AA SR 25 B L, &
BARANINARYT )R, 2 W& WD AAI-DNA A 9%

BCIE B /NE IR AL, Ik LA R, SR ZE A RN 4T 4
fbo BEAM, AALZ AFI/NELOATI FTOAT3 (1) =i A1
JKY, 5 N OATA 45 G RE 13855 . #ED AATTE PTEC
Hid it OATT I OAT3 TR A il i OAT4 i th 2 2
WL R T1E PTEC A #E 1Y AALRL R . BAR, OATs
XF AAN AR ML 7 e 52 H ATk ATE R . (Hn] 2%
JERHME OATs VE g AAN BV TEZE AT IR 42

R T R A E -2 E A HAEH , Chang
PO RSO A A8 B0 R, ARG AR R A5 S el AR
AALE S S B0 . AN EEESCIRUER , 5 B A
AATF B 2B O R A, A B0 A ARG 1Y AAL
21 B IR A B AT . BRI AAT i
BRI B P 2 S B B AFIEACI AAT TS RS 1 2
R R A ROE AR . M H NQOT 41 il 71 XL
FHERA0 uM) IR MG , S PG H AALS S
(A I8 3 30 3997 (0K WU G K LR R I TR A4 E
WA X AAT A REPEIRTCIA W 5CR  45 1 NQO 1 7E B
H RS AA-T 77 B B U EAE L U B 20 i Y
NQO1 jifl 1 JE i N—-OH-ALL % AAL 1Y ' #E PR % &
LN

AL, B ER R 148 ALTAR T (N-0S0,~ALI)
XA IR0 A B, X —E I A H
AEARHIEAAR o Zinids i B e A e Y AR ) R G Hh b
SR AATL IR AR R 48 ALL /S (N-OH-A LD J&
ZFEE R 2 E A S . o, N-OH-ALL &
5P, 1 N-OH-ALI 28 SULTs JE 25 & PR3 72 ) N-
OH-ALL A AAL B BRI . AZESULT1AL FI
SULT1B1 X} F#47% AA-1 FI N-OH-ALI"" 5 S H 2
H N-OH-ALIL, &2 —HMAfae ik &9 , 7K A
KL 40 5522 1 AR 2 B DNA A . OATs
FIA) U0 1 751 2 2R 8 TR I T 0555 N—OSO3— ALT A9 & a5 1k,
JEHH N-0SOs-ALLA 7K 7 M AN BE T 4224 i 1 41
HRE, OB I S A W] 5 | R B R . BRI AR NS
PR A WL B T2 8 1 (OATs) 2 5 AALERE
PEPRTEMEAIE Bk . LAk, N-0SOs— ALL A] ty i 5 4%
iz % H MRP3 (Multidrug resistance proteins 3) Fl1 MRP4
(Multidrug resistance proteins 4) , M-I A9 -4 L 5% #5
PN . FETAVE N BRI AT LUAS S A 1 Tl
ISR 30T AATRBIEREYE . AFNQO1 FISULT
RFEACE AATE B B B 1 7 ) N-0SOs—-ALL, SR 5 38
it MPRs J% 3z (%3 I A M, J5 il OATs &
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E2 HEEAEAAIBSTREFNER
7E:CYPIAL/2, 40 je &, % B8 PASO1A1 A= 1A2;NQO1 , BLAALIE R B4 ; SULT, A% A 4545 B ; OATs , A AL B T 4512 & & ; MPR3/4, I 4 oLt 4512 & & MPR3
#= MPR4.,

MR WA A IR ol 505 (1 2)
4 DRERERES RIS

AAT B FEMEAN SR r s 28 {1 G 7 [ R, A 2
(IR 1 #7571 ' 9% (Balkan endemic nephropathy, BEN)
WEEHRHRZ —, HAH AT-T:A TP53 K 5k
PRI 9 A5 g By SPAR TR A RF IR B 2 AR, 35t A% 15 50 S MR
s AR FIDIR B0 TE AA B BV S SR AL I b B AR
FH o DRI T fifp SRS TR i i A L SRR, XoF T i
7 A AAN EA BB 3
4.1 AAl AR RBEE AE S M

PEOFSE, IS I —F LA A9 R RIE S (upper
urinary track carcinomas, UTUC)J% N '& K B 34 5
JEEL TR DNA NI RAEAE , i — 2D UE S ) S48 R DNA
TnFNP Al ARy B SRR TR B I AR ™, R, TPS3
J& UTUC & W Re S 5 8 28 A0, TR B AAL 23 5] k2
UTUC, {5 AATAHZE B UTUC %55 HR JAFAE RS 25% 19

TP53 22748 (A:-T—T:AT), It LUK TP53 /4 UTUC #5 i
WARA — 2 1R BRE. DFIEE & I : AATEL H-ras 5
PR 58 A FH 4 HE A 516 ' D IR 48 P ' vy oK BRL , T 42
Z AALBYIEH KRR KA o Ry 50 5 A
FEAE FROIR BUTE AAT ' 51 S AL b B HEAE .
FELL L AATAR G b, 4 4508 AN NQO1 A 3 R 2 4854
X} BEN % £ XLEE . NQO1#2(C609T) I NQO1 Af
{2 30F BEN B35 L R RS AT AN G v s & e . I HL
FE BEN 5 KU 8 25 4 P 23 & B CYP3AS*1 S5 4 3 K]
698911,

CYPIA2 A i it A% 281k, i L R A T4
1554k, B/ 7 MNEF R 6 &1, L SR
mRNA 5K 31210 bp, Z2/DFFE 4 NI RERAL R 2
A, FEARNEHFRIE KRR F A2 5 R T
401 . CYPLA2 PYAMA[H] 22 5 2.96-73 £ . X Fi ki
P22 5 51 TAMAXT AA B[Rt 52 FRBE . AAN Y
SHIBIERR T ML T 78 AAL PRI AL I A
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IR CYPIATFI TA2 A AE B B FpIE 22 53 . Hop
AZECYPIATHLA CYPIA2 X} AAT O-2 AL A 3L
42 MRELREAAZ(CYPIALR)

HF CYP1A1/2 [FRF 25 AAT BT AL 7= 2 AR g
fifEE T B, N AR SV B 255 ) AALFE I JE T AL
SR BE PO AR AR AR TP AR B LB, R 43X
2,8V AALZE PR B8R H IR 73+ CYPIAL
FICYPIA2 B3 PEA s R I, FEIR S5 T, CYP1AL
FICYPIA2 AT LA 42 AATVE M BCIA ; 76 & A LT,
AALR A CYPIALFICYPIA2 (UL S YY) , X B 75—
O3 F AR B AAT I B AR BE A 25 Y 3 A Bl AATa™,
VLR CYPIAL FI CYP1A2 (RN /A , eH P 1 48 7
SR CYP GG Z: 5 1 AALRY B S i A AN
SAALAR R A, A, /N AATAHXT CYPIAT F
CYPTA2 AT ST R SIS LRI 2o A AT
43 AR L AER

25 Z [ i R R 5 58 4500, S 25 250 A AR
FHt 252 AATI'E B o 259 8] mT i a5 AR il
F iz 8 380 B XTIk B 25 W sl 2 R A0 &)
IR AA T REZ R R 22—

5 I TFRARIHET D R BMABHIEEEEREE
&

T 5 MM A B R BUTE AAT B 25 5) J%
AL B A AR L A A 3 P 2 ELR R T AAL
TEAS VRN B 5 AL AR AN ERE SR & DRI X35 A b A
R P ) D00 2 0o SRR R A i P FH LA i S
B M IAEEINER AL B RPN, Ko+
EATEH LU AN ARIBATER R 7, 2
Wi AALTE MR BT M i 22 57 0 PR, FRATT 75 2 mT
ARSI 55 1 S e I PR O PP B . HAT
(8 BB A i R ST 2B HOR AN EFERTFEI , B

R B XS5 HAE I B A B A,
AP I AR M i AT ) A A A AR
WHE ) ELHEAR G

/N FERET R A ey RS AT HRAE
AT B AF DL A B T 6 UG B AR 92 35 Re 8 % 1 41
AR N R L I S S VWA e RINE EL 7 NG s e A =|
FRAIHAT L, AT AT 5 TG AR 2 U
DU KSR . BLE A CYPIA /N F o AR AT IR W)
NCMN“FIUGT1A1 % HE NCHN 45 2 g ik 52w il
FETRA R R T HEREERCEEME, B0 B a9A8
RGP FERENE o X eSO M TERS e =7 i iy
eSO AT Bl A B rh 2 B SRR TR Y R
iR I, RN, DIl e 0™ T 7 25 k|
i IRBNAITVE

6 MIREE

YRR B B SRR EUE R, TS
YRS TRA YA A A A 2 ABER IR AA
T ECAAN, ARk ] N Ah 2 3 I R 1) ke B
AAN BB Gy A B 22 5 . BE SC
ARFBEE G, ST Z 5 AALTE b5 QI i
NQO1 Il CYP1A Fll%% 12 1K OATs, (HAJ3 A K H: A 1 X
B, W T ARAR IS UGT % 76 AATIR AR Bk 2 5
ROCEE o A2 IR S PR DGR AT K Rk
M-SR B R R TCEE N AAs TR N R AR
FAMLH AR 7T R SRR B, iR ET R
LTt SN S AR = o A AS R 55, DS g AR T
(R A DR 5 25 B R I B K S B R AT 1T D 2
5o DL EFARFEBN AT 5502 mRBURHLE 5T
Fa 5 BH AT TR AR E SR TR A AR S Bk B A
R B YRR TR I T 25 2 B R AR B, O T AR TR
PR IR T iR 1%
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Research Progress on Metabolism and Toxicity of Aristolochic Acid in Vivo
Ma Hongying', Wu Jingjing’, Ge Guangbo', Yang Ling'
(1. Interdisciplinary Research Institute, Shanghai University of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Shanghai 201203, China;
2. College of Pharmacy, Dalian Medical University, Dalian 116044, China)

Abstract: Aristolochic acid is one kind of nitrophenanthrene organic acids. Long—term intake of foods or Chinese
medicine contains aristolochic acid can cause pathological changes in the urinary system and digestive system. These
changes will lead to a series of diseases, like fibrosis or ureteral transitional cell carcinoma, colon adenocarcinoma,
invasive ductal mammary gland cancer and so on. Aristolochic acid I (AAI) is the major toxic component of AAs. Not only
cause interstitial nephropathy or fibrosis directly. Its reactive intermediates binding to DNA forming AA-DNA adducts
will induce mutation of tumor suppressor gene p53 which could be the main reasons of cancer. This article reviews the
metabolic process of aristolochic acid and illustrate the individualized characteristics of patients in metabolic sensitivity.
And the clinical validation results of aristolochic acid nephropathy (AAN) and Balkan endemic nephropathy (BEN) was
Enumerated. This review could serve as a template for revealing causal relationship among the metabolic process in vivo,
the characteristics of susceptible population, the potential risk and the pathogenic factors of toxic components in
traditional Chinese medicine.

Keywords: Aristolochic acids, metabolic profile, toxic mechanisms, risk factors
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