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Abstract 

 

The aryl hydrocarbon receptor (AHR) nuclear translocator (ARNT), as the AHR’s 

heterodimerization partner, and NADPH-cytochrome P450 oxidoreductase (POR), as the key 

electron donor for all microsomal P450s, are independent and indispensable components in the 

adaptive and toxic responses to polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons.  Expression of both ARNT 

and POR in rat liver is induced by dexamethasone (DEX), a synthetic glucocorticoid known to 

activate both the glucocorticoid receptor (GR) and the pregnane X receptor (PXR).  To better 

understand the role of GR and PXR in the in vivo DEX induction of rat hepatic ARNT and POR 

at the mRNA and protein levels, we studied:  (1) the effects of DEX doses that activate GR  

(≥ 0.1 mg/kg) or PXR (≥ 10 mg/kg); (2) responses produced by GR- and PXR-selective agonists; 

(3) the impact of GR antagonism on DEX’s inducing effects; and (4) whether biological 

responses to DEX are altered in PXR-knockout rats.  Our findings are consistent with a role for 

GR as a key mediator of the induction of rat hepatic ARNT expression by glucocorticoids; a role 

for PXR in the modulation of ARNT protein levels could not be excluded.  Although GR 

activation may contribute to POR mRNA induction, regulation of POR expression and function 

by DEX is primarily PXR-mediated.  This work suggests that the hepatic expression and 

function of ARNT and POR may be modulated by exposure to exogenous PXR activators and/or 

conditions that alter glucocorticoid levels such as stress, steroidal therapies, and diseases of 

excess or deficiency.   
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Introduction 

 

 The aryl hydrocarbon receptor (AHR) has important physiological functions and 

mediates both adaptive and toxic responses to halogenated and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons 

(PAH) (Tian et al., 2015).  The AHR nuclear translocator (ARNT) participates in most, if not all, 

of these responses as the AHR’s nuclear dimerization partner (Labrecque et al., 2013).  Adaptive 

homeostatic responses to AHR agonists like 3-methylcholanthrene (MC) involve induction of 

drug-metabolizing enzymes, including microsomal cytochromes P450 (P450) (Nebert et al., 

2004), which receive electrons from NADPH-cytochrome P450 oxidoreductase (POR) (Riddick 

et al., 2013).  Thus, ARNT and POR are independent and indispensable components of the AHR 

response pathway. 

 Understanding physiological factors (e.g. hormones) that regulate the expression and 

function of the AHR itself, as well as other components of the AHR response system, provides 

insight into conditions that modulate an organism’s responsiveness to endogenous and 

exogenous AHR ligands (Harper et al., 2006).  The level of hepatic AHR protein is decreased in 

hypophysectomized (Timsit et al., 2002) and adrenalectomized (ADX) (Mullen Grey and 

Riddick, 2009) male rats, and ADX rats have selectively impaired CYP1B1 induction by MC 

(Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009; Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2011).  Hence, our recent focus is 

adrenal glucocorticoids as regulators of the expression and function of AHR as well as AHR 

response pathway components like ARNT and POR. 

 Dexamethasone (DEX), a potent synthetic glucocorticoid, potentiates the AHR-mediated 

induction of hepatic CYP1A1 by aromatic hydrocarbons in rodents and cultured rodent cells 

(Mathis et al., 1986; Sherratt et al., 1989; Lai et al., 2004), a response possibly related to 
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increased AHR expression by DEX (Wiebel and Cikryt, 1990; Sonneveld et al., 2007; Bielefeld 

et al., 2008).  AHR expression is induced by DEX in Hepa-1 mouse hepatoma cells via a 

glucocorticoid receptor (GR)-dependent transcriptional mechanism and this augments AHR-

mediated transcriptional responses (Bielefeld et al., 2008).  Species-specificity is an issue as 

AHR levels are decreased by DEX in cultured human cells (Dvorak et al., 2008; Vrzal et al., 

2009) and this is reflected in diminished CYP1A1 induction by aromatic hydrocarbons 

(Monostory et al., 2005; Sonneveld et al., 2007; Vrzal et al., 2009; Wang et al., 2009).  

Treatment of rats with a single low GR-activating dose of DEX (~ 1 mg/kg) had no effect on 

hepatic AHR mRNA or protein levels (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009); however, the same 

study suggested that rat hepatic ARNT and POR are DEX-inducible genes of interest. 

 Regarding ARNT regulation by glucocorticoids, hepatic ARNT mRNA levels are 

increased in ADX rats treated with the GR agonist methylprednisolone (Almon et al., 2005).  Rat 

hepatic ARNT expression is not affected by ADX; however, treatment of intact, sham-operated, 

and ADX male rats with a single low GR-activating dose of DEX (~ 1 mg/kg) caused marked 

induction of hepatic ARNT mRNA levels, which peaked at 6 h post-treatment, with no 

accompanying change in ARNT protein levels (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009). 

 As for glucocorticoid control of POR, decreased hepatic POR activity in ADX rats is 

rescued by cortisone acetate (Castro et al., 1970).  In our acute ADX model, hepatic POR protein 

and activity were decreased at 4 days post-ADX, with no change in POR mRNA levels, and 

decreased POR activity was implicated in the compromised adaptive response of ADX rats to 

MC (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2011).  Most rodent studies of POR regulation by DEX use high 

doses (~ 10 to 80 mg/kg) expected to activate both GR and the pregnane X receptor (PXR).  

DEX (10 mg/kg) increased rat hepatic POR activity (Sherratt et al., 1989; Linder and Prough, 
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1993) and a 80 mg/kg dose increased rat hepatic POR mRNA levels via mRNA stabilization 

(Simmons et al., 1987).  Induction of hepatic POR protein levels by DEX (50 mg/kg) in wild-

type and Gr-null mice (Schuetz et al., 2000) and diminished induction of POR mRNA levels by 

pregnenolone-16α-carbonitrile (PCN), a rodent PXR activator, in Pxr-null mice (Maglich et al., 

2002) suggest PXR involvement. 

 The role of GR and PXR in the in vivo DEX induction of rat hepatic ARNT and POR at 

the mRNA and protein levels requires clarification.  The objectives of this study were to 

determine whether:  (1) rat hepatic ARNT and POR are induced by DEX doses that activate GR 

(≥ 0.1 mg/kg) or PXR (≥ 10 mg/kg); (2) selective GR or PXR agonists induce rat hepatic ARNT 

and POR expression; (3) rat hepatic ARNT and POR induction by DEX (0.5 and 50 mg/kg) is 

altered by GR antagonism; and (4) hepatic ARNT and POR induction by DEX (1 and 50 mg/kg) 

is altered in PXR-knockout rats.        

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

7 
 

Materials and Methods 

 

Animals and treatment.  Experimentation was guided by the principles of the Canadian Council 

on Animal Care and the University of Toronto Animal Care Committee approved all animal use 

protocols.  All rats were 7 weeks of age at the time of procurement and underwent a one-week 

period of acclimatization to housing conditions (two rats per cage, 12-h light/12-h dark cycle 

with lights on at 7 am, ad libitum access to chow and water) in the Division of Comparative 

Medicine, University of Toronto.  Male Fischer 344 rats were obtained from Charles River 

Laboratories Canada (St. Constant, QC).  Male PXR-knockout rats (SD-Nr1i2tm1sage, model 

TGRS4130) and their wild-type Sprague-Dawley controls were purchased from Horizon 

Discovery (Boyertown, PA).  The PXR-knockout rats are homozygous for a 20-bp deletion 

created by zinc finger nuclease technology within the DNA-binding domain (exon 2) of the PXR 

gene, leading to multiple premature stop codons and lack of hepatic CYP3A induction following 

PCN treatment (https://www.horizondiscovery.com/pxr-knockout-rat-tgrs4130).  

 Bilateral ADX and corresponding sham operations were performed on 8-week old male 

Fischer 344 rats by a Division of Comparative Medicine surgical technician.  In our subacute 

ADX model (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009), rats recovered for 13 days following surgery and 

ADX rats received 0.9% sodium chloride in drinking water for the remainder of the study.  ADX 

and sham-operated rats were treated with DEX (1 mg/kg) or corn oil vehicle by i.p. injection 

daily at 3 pm for 7 days.  At 10 am on the following day, rats were euthanized by decapitation. 

 For the DEX time-course study (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009), intact 8-week old male 

Fischer 344 rats received a single i.p. injection of DEX (1.5 mg/kg) or corn oil vehicle at 4 am, 
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followed by euthanasia by decapitation at 7 am, 10 am, 4 pm, or 7 am the following day, times 

corresponding to 3, 6, 12, or 27 h after dosing. 

 For the DEX dose-response study, intact 8-week old male Fischer 344 rats received a 

single i.p. injection of DEX (0.1, 1, 10, or 50 mg/kg) or corn oil vehicle at 10 am.  For the study 

of GR- and PXR-selective agonists, intact 8-week old male Fischer 344 rats received a single i.p. 

injection of triamcinolone acetonide (TA) (5 mg/kg), PCN (50 mg/kg), or corn oil vehicle at 10 

am.  For the study of GR antagonism, intact 8-week old male Fischer 344 rats received an i.p. 

injection of mifepristone (RU486) (50 mg/kg) or corn oil vehicle at 9:30 am followed by a 

second i.p. injection of DEX (0.5 or 50 mg/kg) or corn oil vehicle at 10 am.  Finally, 8-week old 

male PXR-knockout rats and wild-type Sprague-Dawley controls received a single i.p. injection 

of DEX (1 or 50 mg/kg) or corn oil vehicle at 10 am.  For these studies, rats were euthanized by 

decapitation at 4 pm (6 h post-dosing) or 10 am the following day (24 h post-dosing). 

 Immediately following euthanasia, each liver was perfused in situ with ice-cold HEGD 

buffer (25 mM HEPES / 1.5 mM EDTA / 10% glycerol / 1 mM dithiothreitol, pH 7.4).  The liver 

was excised and several individual pieces (each ~ 0.1 g) were frozen by immersion in liquid 

nitrogen and stored at -70°C for subsequent RNA isolation.  The remaining liver was 

homogenized in HEGD buffer and cytosolic and microsomal fractions were isolated by 

differential centrifugation.  Aliquots of liver homogenate, cytosol, and microsomes were frozen 

by immersion in liquid nitrogen and stored at -70°C until subsequent use.  Cytosolic and 

homogenate protein concentrations were determined by the method of Bradford (1976) and 

microsomal protein concentrations were determined by the method of Lowry et al. (1951). 
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Analysis of mRNA levels by real-time quantitative RT-PCR.  Hepatic mRNA levels for 

ARNT, POR, tyrosine aminotransferase (TAT) and CYP3A23, normalized to ß-actin as the 

internal reference standard, were determined according to previously described relative standard 

curve (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2011) or comparative threshold cycle (Lee and Riddick, 2012) 

methods.  Primers were detailed previously as follows:  ARNT, TAT, ß-actin (Mullen Grey and 

Riddick, 2009), and POR (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2011).  Newly designed CYP3A23 primers 

had the following sequences: forward, 5’-TGGGTCCTCCTGGCAGTCGT-3’ and reverse,  

5’-GTGTGCGGGTCCCAAATCCGT-3’.  The CYP3A23 product size was 55 bp. 

 

Immunoblot analysis.  Relative quantitation of hepatic protein levels for ARNT and POR, 

normalized to ß-actin as the internal reference standard, was performed according to previously 

described methods (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009; Lee et al., 2013b).  Polyacrylamide gels 

were loaded with liver homogenate (2 µg protein), cytosol (30 µg), or microsomes (6 µg) and the 

resulting blots were probed with the following primary antibodies:  goat polyclonal against a C-

terminal peptide of human ARNT (sc-8076; Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Santa Cruz, CA) used at 

a 1:200 dilution; rabbit polyclonal against amino acid 1-300 of human POR (sc-13984; Santa 

Cruz Biotechnology, Santa Cruz, CA) used at 1:1,000 or 1:5,000 dilutions; mouse monoclonal 

against amino acid 1-14 of ß-actin (ab6276; Abcam, Cambridge, UK) used at a 1:100,000 

dilution.  The following secondary antibodies were used:  rabbit anti-goat IgG-horseradish 

peroxidase conjugate (A5420; Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO) used at a 1:2,000 dilution for 

ARNT detection; donkey anti-rabbit IgG-horseradish peroxidase conjugate (NA934; GE 

Healthcare, Buckinghamshire, UK) used at a 1:5,000 dilution for POR detection; sheep anti-

mouse IgG-horseradish peroxidase conjugate (NB120-6808; Novus Biologicals, Littleton, CO) 
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used at 1:5,000 or 1:20,000 dilutions for ß-actin normalization of POR and ARNT blots, 

respectively. 

 

POR activity.  Hepatic microsomal POR catalytic activity was assessed as the rate of 

cytochrome c reduction according to previously described methods (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 

2011; Lee et al., 2013a).  

 

Statistical analysis.  Data are shown as the mean ± S.D. of determinations from the number of 

rats specified in the figure legends.  Statistical tests were performed on raw data rather than data 

derived as percent of controls. A result was considered statistically significant at P < 0.05. 

For the subacute ADX study, DEX time-course study, DEX dose-response study, and 

selective agonists study, data were analyzed initially using a randomized-design two-way 

analysis of variance (ANOVA) to identify effects of the two independent variables and their 

interaction (DEX treatment or DEX dose or agonist; surgery or time; two-factor interaction).  For 

the GR antagonism study and PXR-knockout rat study, data were analyzed initially using a 

randomized-design three-way ANOVA to identify effects of the three independent variables and 

their interactions (DEX dose; time; antagonist or genotype; all pair-wise two-factor interactions 

and three-factor interaction).  Post tests, Bonferroni corrected for multiple comparisons and 

based on the mean square residual and degrees of freedom from the ANOVA, were performed 

for the planned comparisons to discern the effects of specific independent variables on the 

measured experimental outcomes.  If Bartlett’s test showed significant heterogeneity of variance, 

specific comparisons of interest were based on the Welch-corrected unpaired t test.   
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Results 

 

Subacute ADX study.  We showed previously that ADX has no effect on rat hepatic ARNT 

mRNA or protein levels at 4 days (acute model) and 3 weeks (subacute model) after surgery 

(Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009).  In the acute model, ADX caused a 70% decrease in rat 

hepatic POR protein levels and a 50% decrease in POR catalytic activity, with no accompanying 

change in POR mRNA levels (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2011).  In the subacute model, ADX 

had no effect on hepatic POR mRNA levels (Fig. 1A), but caused a 62% decrease in POR 

protein levels (Fig. 1B) and a 34% decrease in POR activity (Fig. 1C).  Daily treatment of rats 

with a low GR-activating dose of DEX (1 mg/kg) for a week increased hepatic POR mRNA 

levels in both sham-operated and ADX rats (Fig. 1A), whereas this treatment selectively restored 

the depleted POR protein levels seen in ADX rats (Fig. 1B).  The trend for this treatment to also 

restore POR activity in ADX rats did not achieve statistical significance (Fig. 1C).  This DEX 

dosing regimen was previously shown to have no effect on hepatic ARNT mRNA or protein 

levels in sham-operated and ADX rats (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009). 

 

DEX time-course study.  Similar to what we found previously for ARNT regulation (Mullen 

Grey and Riddick, 2009), treatment of intact rats with a single low GR-activating dose of DEX 

(1.5 mg/kg) induced hepatic POR mRNA levels, with a maximum response at 6 h post-treatment 

(Fig. 2A), with no accompanying change in POR protein levels (Fig. 2B). 

 

DEX dose-response study.  To gain insight into the role of GR and PXR in the in vivo DEX 

induction of hepatic ARNT and POR expression, we first took advantage of the differential dose-
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dependent activation of GR vs. PXR by DEX (Pascussi et al., 2001).  All DEX doses used in this 

study (0.1, 1, 10, 50 mg/kg) were expected to cause GR activation, whereas only the highest 

DEX doses (10 and 50 mg/kg) were expected to activate the lower affinity xenosensor PXR. 

ARNT mRNA levels were induced at the 6-h time point by 7.5- to 10-fold at DEX doses 

of 1, 10, and 50 mg/kg, a response not seen at the 0.1 mg/kg DEX dose (Fig. 3A).  Induction of 

ARNT mRNA was no longer observed at 24 h.  Hepatic TAT mRNA levels were assessed as a 

positive control to confirm induction of a known GR target gene.  TAT mRNA levels were 

increased at the 6-h time point by approximately 2- to 3-fold at all DEX doses tested, with no 

induction seen at 24 h (Fig. 3B).  Hepatic CYP3A23 mRNA levels were assessed as a positive 

control to confirm induction of a known PXR target gene.  CYP3A23 mRNA levels were 

induced by approximately 5-fold at the 50 mg/kg dose at the 6-h time point, whereas the 10 and 

50 mg/kg doses caused approximately 5- and 30-fold induction, respectively, at the 24-h time 

point (Fig. 3C).  Finally, POR mRNA levels were induced at the 6-h time point by all DEX 

doses; the 0.1 and 1 mg/kg doses caused approximately 3-fold increases, whereas the magnitude 

of induction by the 10 and 50 mg/kg doses was approximately 4- and 5-fold, respectively (Fig. 

3D).  With only the 10 and 50 mg/kg doses, a lower magnitude induction persisted at 24 h. 

 There was a non-statistically significant trend for increased ARNT protein levels (~ 88 

kDa) at the 24-h time point, particularly at the highest DEX doses (Fig. 4A).  In rats administered 

50 mg/kg of DEX, ARNT protein levels were higher at 24 h compared to 6 h.  Surprisingly, an 

additional lower molecular mass band appeared on ARNT immunoblots under certain treatment 

conditions.  The level of this unidentified ARNT antibody-reactive protein (UAARP) was 

increased at the 6-h time point, most notably by the 1 and 10 mg/kg DEX doses (Fig. 4A).  POR 

protein levels (~ 78 kDa) were increased by 2-fold by the 50 mg/kg DEX dose at 24 h (Fig. 4B).  
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POR catalytic activity was increased at the 24-h time point by approximately 1.5-fold by the 10 

and 50 mg/kg doses of DEX (Fig. 4C). 

The effects described above occurred under conditions in which the liver to body weight 

ratio was increased by approximately 20 to 30% in rats treated with 10 and 50 mg/kg DEX at the 

24-h time point (Supplemental Fig. 1A).     

 

GR- and PXR-selective agonists study.  The next strategy was to determine whether ARNT or 

POR mRNA/protein levels were induced by TA, a selective GR agonist (Runge-Morris et al., 

1996), and PCN, a selective PXR agonist (Hartley et al., 2004). 

 TA caused a 7.5-fold induction of ARNT mRNA levels at the 6-h time point, whereas 

PCN treatment had no effect on ARNT mRNA levels (Fig. 5A).  TAT mRNA levels, assessed as 

a confirmation of GR activation, were induced by TA by approximately 3-fold at the 6-h time 

point, with no observed effect of PCN (Fig. 5B).  CYP3A23 mRNA levels, assessed as a 

confirmation of PXR activation, were induced by PCN by approximately 70-fold at the 24-h time 

point, with no observed effect of TA (Fig. 5C).  TA alone was unable to induce POR mRNA 

levels; however, there appears to be a trend at 6 h for increased POR mRNA corroborated by the 

fact that TA-treated rats showed higher POR mRNA levels at 6 h compared to 24 h (Fig. 5D).  

PCN induced POR mRNA levels by approximately 3-fold at the 6-h time point and this inductive 

effect was no longer apparent at 24 h. 

 There was a trend for increased ARNT protein levels at 24 h following TA treatment, 

corroborated by the fact that TA-treated rats showed higher ARNT protein levels at 24 h 

compared to 6 h (Fig. 6A).  PCN treatment did not alter ARNT protein levels.  UAARP levels 

were increased by TA treatment at the 6-h time point (Fig. 6A).  Neither TA nor PCN treatment 
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altered POR protein levels (Fig. 6B) or POR catalytic activity (Fig. 6C).  Trends for PCN 

inductive effects at 24 h did not achieve statistical significance. 

 TA treatment caused an approximately 30% increase in the liver to body weight ratio at 

the 24-h time point, whereas PCN treatment did not alter this parameter (Supplemental Fig. 1B).    

 

GR antagonism study.  Pharmacological antagonism of the GR with RU486 (Gagne et al., 

1985) was next used to further examine the role of GR in the in vivo regulation of ARNT and 

POR by DEX.  Two DEX doses were selected:  a low dose (0.5 mg/kg) that selectively activates 

GR and a high dose (50 mg/kg) that activates both GR and PXR.  Use of RU486 as a GR 

antagonist in this context is complicated by the ability of this compound to act as a PXR agonist 

at high concentrations (Kliewer et al., 2002); the RU486 dose (50 mg/kg) was chosen to achieve 

effective antagonism of GR activation by low-dose DEX while minimizing PXR activation by 

RU486 alone. 

 The induction of ARNT mRNA levels at 6 h by the 0.5 mg/kg dose of DEX was 

eliminated by RU486, whereas the induction at this time point by the 50 mg/kg dose of DEX was 

augmented by RU486 (Fig. 7A).  As a positive control for GR activation, the induction of TAT 

mRNA levels at 6 h by the 0.5 mg/kg dose of DEX was markedly attenuated by RU486, whereas 

the induction at this time point by the 50 mg/kg dose of DEX was not influenced by RU486 (Fig. 

7B).  As a positive control for PXR activation, the strong induction of CYP3A23 mRNA levels 

at 24 h by the 50 mg/kg dose of DEX was not affected by RU486 (Fig. 7C).  The induction of 

POR mRNA levels at 6 h by the 0.5 mg/kg dose of DEX was not altered by RU486, whereas the 

induction at this time point by the 50 mg/kg dose of DEX was augmented by RU486 (Fig. 7D). 
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 ARNT protein levels were increased at 24 h following treatment with 50 mg/kg DEX and 

this response was eliminated by RU486 (Fig. 8A).  UAARP levels were increased at the 6-h time 

point by 0.5 and 50 mg/kg doses of DEX and the effect of the low DEX dose was eliminated by 

RU486 (Fig. 8A).  The induction of POR protein levels at 24 h by the 50 mg/kg dose of DEX 

was augmented by RU486 (Fig. 8B).  POR catalytic activity was induced at 24 h by the 50 

mg/kg dose of DEX to a similar extent in the presence or absence of RU486 (Fig. 8C). 

 Treatment with the 50 mg/kg dose of DEX caused an approximately 30% increase in the 

liver to body weight ratio at the 24-h time point and this response was not altered by RU486 

(Supplemental Fig. 1C).   

 

PXR-knockout rat study.  Finally, we used rats engineered via zinc finger nuclease technology 

to be devoid of functional PXR to further examine the role of PXR in the in vivo regulation of 

ARNT and POR by DEX.  Two DEX doses were selected:  a low dose (1 mg/kg) that selectively 

activates GR and a high dose (50 mg/kg) that activates both GR and PXR. 

 ARNT mRNA levels were induced at 6 h by the 1 mg/kg DEX dose in wild-type rats and 

the apparent induction at this time point by the 50 mg/kg DEX dose did not achieve statistical 

significance.  Similarly, the apparent induction of ARNT mRNA levels at 6 h by either DEX 

dose in PXR-knockout rats did not achieve statistical significance (Fig. 9A).  However, the 

induced levels of ARNT mRNA at 6 h following treatment with either DEX dose did not differ 

between wild-type and PXR-knockout rats.  As a positive control for GR activation, the induction 

of TAT mRNA levels at 6 h by either DEX dose did not differ between wild-type and PXR-

knockout rats (Fig. 9B).  As a positive control for PXR activation, the strong induction of 

CYP3A23 mRNA levels at 24 h by the 50 mg/kg dose of DEX in wild-type rats was completely 
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absent in the PXR-knockout rats (Fig. 9C).  The induction of POR mRNA levels at 6 h by either 

DEX dose in wild-type rats was present but significantly attenuated in PXR-knockout rats; the 

induction by 50 mg/kg DEX at 24 h was seen in wild-type but not PXR-knockout rats (Fig. 9D). 

 ARNT protein levels were increased at 24 h by the 50 mg/kg DEX dose in wild-type rats 

and this response was not observed in PXR-knockout rats (Fig. 10A).  However, the induced 

levels of ARNT protein at 24 h following treatment with either DEX dose did not differ between 

wild-type and PXR-knockout rats.  The increase in UAARP levels at 6 h in response to either 

DEX dose in wild-type rats was maintained in PXR-knockout rats (Fig. 10A).  The induction of 

POR protein levels (Fig. 10B) and POR catalytic activity (Fig. 10C) at 24 h by the 50 mg/kg 

DEX dose in wild-type rats was completely absent in PXR-knockout rats. 

 The 20 to 30% increase in liver to body weight ratio at 24 h caused by either DEX dose 

did not differ between wild-type and PXR-knockout rats (Supplemental Fig. 1D). 
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Discussion 

 

 Adaptive responses to PAHs are influenced by adrenal status, which is commonly 

manipulated in rodent models via ADX and exogenous glucocorticoid administration.  ADX rats 

display decreased MC-induced hepatic aryl hydrocarbon hydroxylase activity (Nebert and 

Gelboin, 1969) and benzo[a]pyrene metabolism (Bogdanffy et al., 1982), and a selectively 

impaired MC induction of CYP1B1 (Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009; Mullen Grey and Riddick, 

2011).  We previously suggested a role for decreased hepatic POR protein levels and catalytic 

activity in the compromised adaptive response of ADX rats to MC exposure (Mullen Grey and 

Riddick, 2009; Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2011).  Conversely, DEX treatment potentiates the 

induction by PAHs of rodent liver CYP1A1 and select other enzymes in vitro and in vivo 

(Mathis et al., 1986; Sherratt et al., 1989; Lai et al., 2004).  Since ARNT and POR are established 

DEX-inducible genes (Simmons et al., 1987; Mullen Grey and Riddick, 2009) involved in 

adaptive responses to PAHs, this study aimed to clarify the role of GR and PXR in the in vivo 

DEX induction of rat hepatic ARNT and POR at the mRNA and protein levels. 

Glucocorticoid regulation of ARNT has multiple layers of importance.  First, ARNT is 

the shared dimerization partner for the AHR and hypoxia-inducible factor-1α, thus influencing 

responses to xenobiotics and low oxygen tension (Labrecque et al., 2013).  Second, Arnt-null 

mice die during embryonic development due to abnormal vascularization in the yolk sac or 

placenta (Kozak et al., 1997; Maltepe et al., 1997).  Finally, a decrease in ARNT levels mediates 

pancreatic islet dysfunction in human type 2 diabetes (Gunton et al., 2005). 

 Our data establish an important role for GR in the in vivo induction of rat hepatic ARNT 

expression by DEX, especially at the mRNA level.  First, ARNT mRNA levels were induced 
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markedly by a low DEX dose (1 mg/kg) shown to activate GR but not PXR (Fig. 3).  Second, 

ARNT mRNA levels were increased by TA, a GR-selective agonist, but not by PCN, a PXR- 

selective agonist (Fig. 5).  Third, the GR antagonist RU486 prevented the induction of ARNT 

mRNA levels by low-dose DEX (Fig. 7).  Finally, the induced levels of ARNT mRNA did not 

differ between wild-type and PXR-knockout rats, although the apparent DEX induction in PXR-

knockout rats was not statistically significant (Fig. 9).  The GR-mediated induction of ARNT 

mRNA levels may involve transcriptional or post-transcriptional mRNA stabilization 

mechanisms (Ishmael et al., 2011); differentiating these mechanisms will require additional in 

vivo investigations and primary rat hepatocyte studies.  As potential sites for recruitment of 

activated GR, we have identified, but not yet functionally characterized, eight putative 

glucocorticoid-responsive elements (GREs) within the proximal 10 kb of the 5’-flanking region 

of the rat ARNT gene. 

 As revealed by genome-wide studies for numerous proteins (Schwanhausser et al., 2011), 

ARNT mRNA levels may not predict protein levels.  There may be mechanisms limiting the 

magnitude of change in ARNT protein levels when mRNA levels are elevated markedly.  

Repression of ARNT protein levels by miRNAs such as miR-24 could be involved (Oda et al., 

2012).  Glucocorticoids can stimulate reactive oxygen species production (Sato et al., 2010), 

which is known to increase miR-24 levels (Yokoi and Nakajima, 2013) and decrease ARNT 

protein levels (Choi et al., 2008). 

 Although ARNT protein levels were not increased by a PXR-selective agonist (Fig. 6) 

and the induction of ARNT protein levels by high-dose DEX at 24 h was blocked by RU486 

(Fig. 8), it may not be possible to exclude a role for PXR in the DEX induction of ARNT protein 

levels.  Trends or statistically significant increases in ARNT protein levels were observed at the 
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highest PXR-activating DEX doses (Fig. 4, 8, 10).  Induction of ARNT protein levels by high-

dose DEX did not achieve statistical significance in PXR-knockout rats, although the induced 

levels of ARNT protein did not differ by genotype (Fig. 10).  Although a high DEX dose may 

imply PXR involvement, ARNT protein induction may require maximal and sustained GR 

activation, which is only achieved at high DEX doses.  The evidence for GR involvement in the 

induction of UAARP levels is clear.  UAARP levels are increased at 6 h in response to a low 

DEX dose (1 mg/kg) shown to selectively activate GR (Fig. 4).  UAARP levels were increased 

by TA, a GR-selective agonist, but not by PCN, a PXR-selective agonist (Fig. 6).  The GR 

antagonist RU486 prevented the induction of UAARP levels by low-dose DEX (Fig. 8).  The 

induction of UAARP levels by low- and high-dose DEX seen in wild-type rats was maintained in 

PXR-knockout rats (Fig. 10).  The identity of UAARP remains unknown.  Rather than a post-

translationally modified or degraded form of ARNT, we hypothesize that UAARP is a closely 

related ARNT isoform such as ARNT2.  Cross-reactivity with ARNT2 is a recognized possibility 

for the antibody used and our findings are consistent with ARNT2’s molecular mass (~ 79 kDa) 

and low basal expression in rodent liver (Hirose et al., 1996).        

As the obligate electron donor for all microsomal P450s and several other acceptors 

(Riddick et al., 2013), POR has diverse physiological functions.  Not surprisingly, Por-null mice 

experience multiple developmental defects and embryonic lethality (Shen et al., 2002; Otto et al., 

2003).  In humans, POR mutations are associated with disordered steroidogenesis and the 

Antley-Bixler skeletal malformation syndrome and isoform- and substrate-specific alterations in 

microsomal P450 activities (Pandey and Sproll, 2014). 

Our findings support a requirement for PXR in the in vivo induction of rat hepatic POR 

expression by DEX, especially at the protein and catalytic activity levels.  First, POR protein and 
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activity were induced only by the highest PXR-activating DEX doses (Fig. 4). Second, the GR 

antagonist RU486 did not inhibit the induction of POR protein and activity by DEX (Fig. 8).  

Finally, the increase in POR protein and activity by high-dose DEX was completely absent in 

PXR-knockout rats (Fig. 10).  PXR also plays an important role in the regulation of POR 

expression at the mRNA level, shown most clearly by the induction of POR mRNA levels by 

PCN, a PXR-selective agonist (Fig. 5), and the attenuated induction of POR mRNA levels by 

low- and high-dose DEX in PXR-knockout rats (Fig. 9).  However, GR also apparently 

contributes to the DEX induction of POR mRNA levels, as suggested by the modest increase in 

POR mRNA levels caused by low GR-activating DEX doses (Fig. 3) and the only partial 

attenuation of POR mRNA induction by DEX in PXR-knockout rats (Fig. 9).  The inability of 

RU486 to block the induction of POR mRNA levels by low-dose DEX may be confounded by 

this compound’s weak PXR agonist activity (Kliewer et al., 2002).   

Although both GR and PXR may contribute to the rat hepatic POR mRNA induction, our 

study with GR- and PXR-selective agonists suggests that activation of either receptor alone 

seems insufficient to elevate POR protein and activity (Fig. 6).  The unique ability of high-dose 

DEX to induce POR protein and activity may involve simultaneous or sequential activation of 

GR and PXR under these conditions.  A two-stage sequential GR-PXR cross-talk mechanism 

may be involved in POR regulation as has been established for the DEX induction of rat 

CYP3A23 and human CYP3A4; GR activation by low concentrations of DEX increases PXR 

expression via a transcriptional mechanism, making more PXR protein available for activation 

by high concentrations of DEX or other PXR agonists (Huss and Kasper, 2000; Pascussi et al., 

2001).  Under conditions of PXR activation, high DEX doses are reported to increase rat hepatic 

POR mRNA levels via transcript stabilization (Simmons et al., 1987); however, selective GR 
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activation at low DEX doses may induce POR expression at the level of transcription.  We 

identified five putative GREs within the proximal 10 kb of the 5’-flanking region of the rat POR 

gene, but preliminary chromatin immunoprecipitation assays did not detect enhanced GR 

recruitment to these regions in rat liver tissue at 3 h following i.p. administration of DEX at 1.5 

mg/kg (data not shown).  Like we observed for ARNT, relatively large changes in POR mRNA 

levels result in comparatively small changes in POR protein and activity levels; this raises the 

possible involvement of miRNAs, such as miR-214 (Dong et al., 2014), in POR regulation, with 

multiple candidate miRNAs under control of nuclear receptors such as PXR (Ramamoorthy et 

al., 2013).  We are exploring these mechanistic aspects of POR regulation in the H4IIE rat 

hepatoma cell line. 

ARNT and POR have essential physiological functions and are independent and 

indispensable components in the AHR-mediated adaptive and toxic responses to PAHs.  This 

work suggests that the hepatic expression and function of ARNT and POR may be modulated by 

exposure to exogenous PXR activators and/or conditions that alter glucocorticoid levels such as 

stress, steroidal therapies, and diseases of excess or deficiency.  Our findings are consistent with 

a role for GR as a key mediator of the induction of rat hepatic ARNT expression by 

glucocorticoids; a role for PXR in the modulation of ARNT protein levels could not be excluded.  

Although GR activation may contribute to POR mRNA induction, regulation of POR expression 

and function by DEX is primarily PXR-mediated.   

 

  

 

 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

22 
 

Acknowledgments 

 

We thank Chunja Lee for excellent technical assistance and Rainer De Guzman (Division of 

Comparative Medicine, University of Toronto) for performing the rat surgeries. 

 

 

 

 

 

Authorship Contributions 

 

Participated in research design:  Hunter, Vonk, Mullen Grey, and Riddick. 

Conducted experiments:  Hunter, Vonk, Mullen Grey, and Riddick. 

Performed data analysis:  Hunter, Vonk, Mullen Grey, and Riddick. 

Wrote or contributed to the writing of the manuscript: Hunter, Vonk, Mullen Grey, and Riddick. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

23 
 

References 

 

Almon RR, Dubois DC, Jin JY and Jusko WJ (2005) Pharmacogenomic responses of rat liver to 

methylprednisolone: an approach to mining a rich microarray time series. AAPS J 

7:E156-194. 

Bielefeld KA, Lee C and Riddick DS (2008) Regulation of aryl hydrocarbon receptor expression 

and function by glucocorticoids in mouse hepatoma cells. Drug Metab Dispos 36:543-

551. 

Bogdanffy MS, Krull IS and Brown DR (1982) Alteration of benzo[a]pyrene metabolism by 

acute ethanol or corticosterone. Res Commun Chem Pathol Pharmacol 37:375-384. 

Bradford MM (1976) A rapid and sensitive method for the quantitation of microgram quantities 

of protein utilizing the principle of protein-dye binding. Anal Biochem 72:248-254. 

Castro JA, Greene FE, Gigon P, Sasame H and Gillette JR (1970) Effect of adrenalectomy and 

cortisone administration on components of the liver microsomal mixed function 

oxygenase system of male rats which catalyzes ethylmorphine metabolism. Biochem 

Pharmacol 19:2461-2467. 

Choi H, Chun YS, Shin YJ, Ye SK, Kim MS and Park JW (2008) Curcumin attenuates 

cytochrome P450 induction in response to 2,3,7,8-tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin by ROS-

dependently degrading AhR and ARNT. Cancer Sci 99:2518-2524. 

Dong X, Liu H, Chen F, Li D and Zhao Y (2014) MiR-214 promotes the alcohol-induced 

oxidative stress via down-regulation of glutathione reductase and cytochrome P450 

oxidoreductase in liver cells. Alcohol Clin Exp Res 38:68-77. 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

24 
 

Dvorak Z, Vrzal R, Pavek P and Ulrichova J (2008) An evidence for regulatory cross-talk 

between aryl hydrocarbon receptor and glucocorticoid receptor in HepG2 cells. Physiol 

Res 57:427-435. 

Gagne D, Pons M and Philibert D (1985) RU 38486: a potent antiglucocorticoid in vitro and in 

vivo. J Steroid Biochem 23:247-251. 

Gunton JE, Kulkarni RN, Yim SH, Okada T, Hawthorne WJ, Tseng YH, Roberson RS, Ricordi C, 

O’Connell PJ, Gonzalez FJ and Kahn CR (2005) Loss of ARNT/HIF1ß mediates altered 

gene expression and pancreatic-islet dysfunction in human type 2 diabetes. Cell 122:337-

349. 

Harper PA, Riddick DS and Okey AB (2006) Regulating the regulator: factors that control levels 

and activity of the aryl hydrocarbon receptor. Biochem Pharmacol 72:267-279. 

Hartley DP, Dai XD, He YDD, Carlini EJ, Wang B, Huskey SEW, Ulrich RG, Rushmore TH, 

Evers R and Evans DC (2004) Activators of the rat pregnane X receptor differentially 

modulate hepatic and intestinal gene expression. Mol Pharmacol 65:1159-1171. 

Hirose K, Morita M, Ema M, Mimura J, Hamada H, Fujii H, Saijo Y, Gotoh O, Sogawa K and 

Fujii-Kuriyama Y (1996) cDNA cloning and tissue-specific expression of a novel basic 

helix-loop-helix/PAS factor (Arnt2) with close sequence similarity to the aryl 

hydrocarbon receptor nuclear translocator (Arnt). Mol Cell Biol 16:1706-1713. 

Huss JM and Kasper CB (2000) Two-stage glucocorticoid induction of CYP3A23 through both 

the glucocorticoid and pregnane X receptors. Mol Pharmacol 58:48-57. 

Ishmael FT, Fang X, Houser KR, Pearce K, Abdelmohsen K, Zhan M, Gorospe M and Stellato C 

(2011) The human glucocorticoid receptor as an RNA-binding protein: global analysis of 

glucocorticoid receptor-associated transcripts and identification of a target RNA motif.  

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

25 
 

J Immunol 186:1189-1198. 

Kliewer SA, Goodwin B and Willson TM (2002) The nuclear pregnane X receptor: a key 

regulator of xenobiotic metabolism. Endocrine Rev 23:687-702. 

Kozak KR, Abbott B and Hankinson O (1997) ARNT-deficient mice and placental 

differentiation. Dev Biol 191:297-305. 

Labrecque MP, Prefontaine GG and Beischlag TV (2013) The aryl hydrocarbon receptor nuclear 

translocator (ARNT) family of proteins: transcriptional modifiers with multi-functional 

protein interfaces. Curr Mol Med 13:1047-1065. 

Lai KP, Wong MH and Wong CKC (2004) Modulation of AhR-mediated CYP1A1 mRNA and 

EROD activities by 17ß-estradiol and dexamethasone in TCDD-induced H4IIE cells. 

Toxicol Sci 78:41-49. 

Lee C, Ding X and Riddick DS (2013a) The role of cytochrome P450-dependent metabolism in 

the regulation of mouse hepatic growth hormone signaling components and target genes 

by 3-methylcholanthrene. Drug Metab Dispos 41:457-465. 

Lee C, Mullen Grey AK and Riddick DS (2013b) Loss of hepatic aryl hydrocarbon receptor 

protein in adrenalectomized rats does not involve altered levels of the receptor's 

cytoplasmic chaperones. Can J Physiol Pharmacol 91:1154-1157. 

Lee C and Riddick DS (2012) Aryl hydrocarbon receptor-dependence of dioxin's effects on 

constitutive mouse hepatic cytochromes P450 and growth hormone signaling 

components. Can J Physiol Pharmacol 90:1354-1363. 

Linder MW and Prough RA (1993) Developmental aspects of glucocorticoid regulation of 

polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon-inducible enzymes in rat liver. Arch Biochem Biophys 

302:92-102. 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

26 
 

Lowry OH, Rosebrough NJ, Farr AL and Randall RJ (1951) Protein measurement with the Folin 

phenol reagent. J Biol Chem 193:265-275. 

Maglich JM, Stoltz CM, Goodwin B, Hawkins-Brown D, Moore JT and Kliewer SA (2002) 

Nuclear pregnane X receptor and constitutive androstane receptor regulate overlapping 

but distinct sets of genes involved in xenobiotic detoxification. Mol Pharmacol 62:638-

646. 

Maltepe E, Schmidt JV, Baunoch D, Bradfield CA and Simon MC (1997) Abnormal 

angiogenesis and responses to glucose and oxygen deprivation in mice lacking the protein 

ARNT. Nature 386:403-407. 

Mathis JM, Prough RA, Hines RN, Bresnick E and Simpson ER (1986) Regulation of 

cytochrome P-450c by glucocorticoids and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in cultured 

fetal rat hepatocytes. Arch Biochem Biophys 246:439-448. 

Monostory K, Kohalmy K, Prough RA, Kobori L and Vereczkey L (2005) The effect of 

synthetic glucocorticoid, dexamethasone on CYP1A1 inducibility in adult rat and human 

hepatocytes. FEBS Lett 579:229-235. 

Mullen Grey AK and Riddick DS (2009) Glucocorticoid and adrenalectomy effects on the rat 

aryl hydrocarbon receptor pathway depend on the dosing regimen and post-surgical time. 

Chem Biol Interact 182:148-158. 

Mullen Grey AK and Riddick DS (2011) The aryl hydrocarbon receptor pathway and the 

response to 3-methylcholanthrene are altered in the liver of adrenalectomized rats. Drug 

Metab Dispos 39:83-91. 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

27 
 

Nebert DW, Dalton TP, Okey AB and Gonzalez FJ (2004) Role of aryl hydrocarbon receptor-

mediated induction of the CYP1 enzymes in environmental toxicity and cancer. J Biol 

Chem 279:23847-23850. 

Nebert DW and Gelboin HV (1969) The in vivo and in vitro induction of aryl hydrocarbon 

hydroxylase in mammalian cells of different species, tissues, strains and developmental 

and hormonal states. Arch Biochem Biophys 134:76-89. 

Oda Y, Nakajima M, Mohri T, Takamiya M, Aoki Y, Fukami T and Yokoi T (2012) Aryl 

hydrocarbon receptor nuclear translocator in human liver is regulated by miR-24. Toxicol 

Appl Pharmacol 260:222-231. 

Otto DME, Henderson CJ, Carrie D, Davey M, Gundersen TE, Blomhoff R, Adams RH, Tickle C 

and Wolf CR (2003) Identification of novel roles of the cytochrome P450 system in early 

embryogenesis: effects on vasculogenesis and retinoic acid homeostasis. Mol Cell Biol 

23:6103-6116. 

Pandey AV and Sproll P (2014) Pharmacogenomics of human P450 oxidoreductase. Front 

Pharmacol 5:103. 

Pascussi JM, Drocourt L, Gerbal-Chaloin S, Fabre JM, Maurel P and Vilarem MJ (2001) Dual 

effect of dexamethasone on CYP3A4 gene expression in human hepatocytes: sequential 

role of glucocorticoid receptor and pregnane X receptor. Eur J Biochem 268:6346-6357. 

Ramamoorthy A, Liu Y, Philips S, Desta Z, Lin H, Goswami C, Gaedigk A, Li L, Flockhart DA 

and Skaar TC (2013) Regulation of microRNA expression by rifampin in human 

hepatocytes. Drug Metab Dispos 41:1763-1768. 

Riddick DS, Ding X, Wolf CR, Porter TD, Pandey AV, Zhang QY, Gu J, Finn RD, Ronseaux S, 

McLaughlin LA, Henderson CJ, Zou L and Flück CE (2013) NADPH-Cytochrome P450 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

28 
 

oxidoreductase: roles in physiology, pharmacology, and toxicology. Drug Metab Dispos 

41:12-23. 

Runge-Morris M, Rose K and Kocarek TA (1996) Regulation of rat hepatic sulfotransferase gene 

expression by glucocorticoid hormones. Drug Metab Dispos 24:1095-1101. 

Sato H, Takahashi T, Sumitani K, Takatsu H and Urano S (2010) Glucocorticoid generates ROS 

to induce oxidative injury in the hippocampus, leading to impairment of cognitive 

function of rats. J Clin Biochem Nutr 47:224-232. 

Schuetz EG, Schmid W, Schutz G, Brimer C, Yasuda K, Kamataki T, Bornheim L, Myles K and 

Cole TJ (2000) The glucocorticoid receptor is essential for induction of cytochrome P-

4502B by steroids but not for drug or steroid induction of CYP3A or P-450 reductase in 

mouse liver. Drug Metab Dispos 28:268-278. 

Schwanhausser B, Busse D, Li N, Dittmar G, Schuchhardt J, Wolf J, Chen W and Selbach M 

(2011) Global quantification of mammalian gene expression control. Nature 473:337-

342. 

Shen AL, O’Leary KA and Kasper CB (2002) Association of multiple developmental defects and 

embryonic lethality with loss of microsomal NADPH-cytochrome P450 oxidoreductase.  

J Biol Chem 277:6536-6541. 

Sherratt AJ, Banet DE, Linder MW and Prough RA (1989) Potentiation of 3-methylcholanthrene 

induction of rat hepatic cytochrome P450IA1 by dexamethesone in vivo. J Pharmacol 

Exp Ther 249:667-672. 

Simmons DL, McQuiddy P and Kasper CB (1987) Induction of the hepatic mixed-function 

oxidase system by synthetic glucocorticoids: transcriptional and post-transcriptional 

regulation. J Biol Chem 262:326-332. 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

29 
 

Sonneveld E, Jonas A, Meijer OC, Brouwer A and van der Burg B (2007) Glucocorticoid-

enhanced expression of dioxin target genes through regulation of the rat aryl hydrocarbon 

receptor. Toxicol Sci 99:455-469. 

Tian J, Feng Y, Fu H, Xie HQ, Jiang JX and Zhao B (2015) The aryl hydrocarbon receptor: a 

key bridging molecule of external and internal chemical signals. Environ Sci Technol 

49:9518-9531. 

Timsit YE, Chia FSC, Bhathena A and Riddick DS (2002) Aromatic hydrocarbon receptor 

expression and function in liver of hypophysectomized male rats. Toxicol Appl 

Pharmacol 185:136-145. 

Vrzal R, Stejskalova L, Monostory K, Maurel P, Bachleda P, Pavek P and Dvorak Z (2009) 

Dexamethasone controls aryl hydrocarbon receptor (AhR)-mediated CYP1A1 and 

CYP1A2 expression and activity in primary cultures of human hepatocytes. Chem Biol 

Interact 179:288-296. 

Wang SH, Liang CT, Liu YW, Huang MC, Huang SC, Hong WF and Su JG (2009) Crosstalk 

between activated forms of the aryl hydrocarbon receptor and glucocorticoid receptor. 

Toxicology 262:87-97. 

Wiebel FJ and Cikryt P (1990) Dexamethasone-mediated potentiation of P450IA1 induction in 

H4IIEC3/T hepatoma cells is dependent on a time-consuming process and associated 

with induction of the Ah receptor. Chem Biol Interact 76:307-320. 

Yokoi T and Nakajima M (2013) MicroRNAs as mediators of drug toxicity. Annu Rev 

Pharmacol Toxicol 53:377-400. 

 

 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

30 
 

Footnotes 

 

This work was supported by the Canadian Institutes of Health Research [Grant MOP-142442 to 

D.S.R.]. 

 

S.R.H. and A.V. contributed equally to this work. 

 

Address correspondence to: Dr. David S. Riddick, Department of Pharmacology and 

Toxicology, Medical Sciences Building, University of Toronto, Toronto, ON, Canada M5S 1A8. 

E-mail: david.riddick@utoronto.ca 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This article has not been copyedited and formatted. The final version may differ from this version.
DMD Fast Forward. Published on November 16, 2016 as DOI: 10.1124/dmd.116.073833

 at A
SPE

T
 Journals on A

pril 8, 2024
dm

d.aspetjournals.org
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dmd.aspetjournals.org/


  DMD # 73833 

31 
 

Figure Legends 

 

Fig. 1.  Effects of subacute DEX treatment in sham-operated (SHAM) and ADX male rats on 

hepatic POR mRNA levels (A), POR protein levels (B), and POR catalytic activity (C).  

(B) Immunoblot of homogenate protein (2 µg) using polyclonal antibody against human POR, 

showing results for two vehicle (V)- or DEX (D)- treated rats per surgical category.  Data 

represent the mean ± S.D. of determinations from six rats per group, expressed as a percentage of 

the mean for the SHAM vehicle group.  Data were analyzed initially by two-way ANOVA and 

the P values for the ANOVA main effects are shown in Supplementary Table 1.  Outcomes from 

Bonferroni-corrected post tests or Welch-corrected unpaired t tests were as follows: 

*significantly different (P < 0.05) from surgery-matched vehicle control; †significantly different 

(P < 0.05) from treatment-matched SHAM group. 

 

Fig. 2.  Time-course of the effects of DEX administration to intact male rats on hepatic POR 

mRNA (A) and protein (B) levels.  (B) Immunoblot of homogenate protein (2 µg) using 

polyclonal antibody against human POR, showing results for one vehicle (V)- or DEX (D)- 

treated rat per time point.  Data represent the mean ± S.D. of determinations from two to five 

DEX-treated rats per group, expressed as a percentage of the mean for the vehicle-treated 

controls at each time point.  Data were analyzed initially by two-way ANOVA and the P values 

for the ANOVA main effects are shown in Supplementary Table 2.  Outcomes from Bonferroni-

corrected post tests were as follows:  *significantly different (P < 0.05) from time-matched 

vehicle control; †significantly different (P < 0.05) from all other treatment-matched time points.    
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Fig. 3.  Dose dependence of the effects of DEX administration to intact male rats on hepatic 

ARNT (A), TAT (B), CYP3A23 (C), and POR (D) mRNA levels.  Data represent the mean ± 

S.D. of determinations from four rats per group, expressed as a percentage of the mean for the 6-

h vehicle group.  Data were analyzed initially by two-way ANOVA and the P values for the 

ANOVA main effects are shown in Supplementary Table 3.  Outcomes from Bonferroni-

corrected post tests were as follows:  *significantly different (P < 0.05) from time-matched 

vehicle control; †significantly different (P < 0.05) from DEX dose-matched 6-h time point.    

 

Fig. 4.  Dose dependence of the effects of DEX administration to intact male rats on hepatic 

ARNT protein levels (A), POR protein levels (B), and POR catalytic activity (C).  (A) Immuno-

blot of cytosolic protein (30 µg) using polyclonal antibody against human ARNT and mono-

clonal antibody against ß-actin, showing results for one rat per treatment group.  H = positive 

control, cytosol from the Hepa-1 mouse hepatoma cell line with abundant levels of ARNT 

protein; C = internal control, cytosol from an untreated rat loaded on all gels; UAARP = 

unidentified ARNT antibody-reactive protein.  (B) Immunoblot of microsomal protein (6 µg) 

using polyclonal antibody against human POR and monoclonal antibody against ß-actin, 

showing results for one rat per treatment group.  Data represent the mean ± S.D. of 

determinations from four rats per group, expressed as a percentage of the mean for the 6-h 

vehicle group.  Data were analyzed initially by two-way ANOVA and the P values for the 

ANOVA main effects are shown in Supplementary Table 3.  Outcomes from Bonferroni-

corrected post tests were as follows:  *significantly different (P < 0.05) from time-matched 

vehicle control; †significantly different (P < 0.05) from DEX dose-matched 6-h time point.  
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Fig. 5.  Effects of administration of TA, a selective GR agonist, and PCN, a selective PXR 

agonist, to intact male rats on hepatic ARNT (A), TAT (B), CYP3A23 (C), and POR (D) mRNA 

levels.  Data represent the mean ± S.D. of determinations from four rats per group, expressed as 

a percentage of the mean for the 6-h vehicle group.  Data were analyzed initially by two-way 

ANOVA and the P values for the ANOVA main effects are shown in Supplementary Table 4.  

Outcomes from Bonferroni-corrected post tests were as follows:  *significantly different (P < 

0.05) from time-matched vehicle control; †significantly different (P < 0.05) from agonist-

matched 6-h time point. 

 

Fig. 6.  Effects of administration of TA, a selective GR agonist, and PCN, a selective PXR 

agonist, to intact male rats on hepatic ARNT protein levels (A), POR protein levels (B), and 

POR catalytic activity (C).  (A) Immunoblot of cytosolic protein (30 µg) using polyclonal 

antibody against human ARNT and monoclonal antibody against ß-actin, showing results for two 

vehicle (V)-, TA-, or PCN-treated rats per time point.  H = positive control, cytosol from the 

Hepa-1 mouse hepatoma cell line with abundant levels of ARNT protein; C = internal control, 

cytosol from an untreated rat loaded on all gels; UAARP = unidentified ARNT antibody-reactive 

protein.  (B) Immunoblot of microsomal protein (6 µg) using polyclonal antibody against human 

POR and monoclonal antibody against ß-actin, showing results for one vehicle (V)-, TA-, or 

PCN-treated rat per time point.  Data represent the mean ± S.D. of determinations from four rats 

per group, expressed as a percentage of the mean for the 6-h vehicle group.  Data were analyzed 

initially by two-way ANOVA and the P values for the ANOVA main effects are shown in 

Supplementary Table 4.  Outcomes from Bonferroni-corrected post tests were as follows: 

†significantly different (P < 0.05) from agonist-matched 6-h time point. 
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Fig. 7.  Effects of low- and high-dose DEX in the absence and presence of the GR antagonist 

RU486 in intact male rats on hepatic ARNT (A), TAT (B), CYP3A23 (C), and POR (D) mRNA 

levels.  Data represent the mean ± S.D. of determinations from four rats per group, expressed as 

a percentage of the mean for the 6-h vehicle/vehicle group.  Data were analyzed initially by 

three-way ANOVA and the P values for the ANOVA main effects are shown in Supplementary 

Table 5.  Outcomes from Bonferroni-corrected post tests were as follows:  *significantly different 

(P < 0.05) from time-matched, antagonist-matched vehicle (no DEX) control; †significantly 

different (P < 0.05) from DEX dose-matched, antagonist-matched 6-h time point; ‡significantly 

different (P < 0.05) from DEX dose-matched, time-matched vehicle (no RU486) control.   

 

Fig. 8.  Effects of low- and high-dose DEX in the absence and presence of the GR antagonist 

RU486 in intact male rats on hepatic ARNT protein levels (A), POR protein levels (B), and POR 

catalytic activity (C).  (A) Immunoblot of cytosolic protein (30 µg) using polyclonal antibody 

against human ARNT and monoclonal antibody against ß-actin, showing results for one rat per 

treatment group.  H = positive control, cytosol from the Hepa-1 mouse hepatoma cell line with 

abundant levels of ARNT protein; C = internal control, cytosol from an untreated rat loaded on 

all gels; UAARP = unidentified ARNT antibody-reactive protein.  (B) Immunoblot of 

microsomal protein (6 µg) using polyclonal antibody against human POR and monoclonal 

antibody against ß-actin, showing results for one rat per treatment group. Data represent the 

mean ± S.D. of determinations from four rats per group, expressed as a percentage of the mean 

for the 6-h vehicle/vehicle group.  Data were analyzed initially by three-way ANOVA and the P 

values for the ANOVA main effects are shown in Supplementary Table 5.  Outcomes from 

Bonferroni-corrected post tests were as follows:  *significantly different (P < 0.05) from time-
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matched, antagonist-matched vehicle (no DEX) control; †significantly different (P < 0.05) from 

DEX dose-matched, antagonist-matched 6-h time point; ‡significantly different (P < 0.05) from 

DEX dose-matched, time-matched vehicle (no RU486) control. 

 

Fig. 9.  Effects of low- and high-dose DEX in intact wild-type and PXR-knockout (PXR-KO) 

male rats on hepatic ARNT (A), TAT (B), CYP3A23 (C), and POR (D) mRNA levels.  Data 

represent the mean ± S.D. of determinations from three rats per group, expressed as a percentage 

of the mean for the 6-h vehicle/wild-type group.  Data were analyzed initially by three-way 

ANOVA and the P values for the ANOVA main effects are shown in Supplementary Table 6.  

Outcomes from Bonferroni-corrected post tests were as follows:  *significantly different (P < 

0.05) from time-matched, genotype-matched vehicle control; †significantly different (P < 0.05) 

from DEX dose-matched, genotype-matched 6-h time point; ‡significantly different (P < 0.05) 

from DEX dose-matched, time-matched wild-type group.   

 

Fig. 10.  Effects of low- and high-dose DEX in intact wild-type and PXR-knockout (PXR-KO) 

male rats on hepatic ARNT protein levels (A), POR protein levels (B), and POR catalytic 

activity (C).  (A) Immunoblot of cytosolic protein (30 µg) using polyclonal antibody against 

human ARNT and monoclonal antibody against ß-actin, showing results for one rat per treatment 

group.  H = positive control, cytosol from the Hepa-1 mouse hepatoma cell line with abundant 

levels of ARNT protein; UAARP = unidentified ARNT antibody-reactive protein.  (B) Immuno-

blot of microsomal protein (6 µg) using polyclonal antibody against human POR and monoclonal 

antibody against ß-actin, showing results for one rat per treatment group.  Data represent the 

mean ± S.D. of determinations from three rats per group, expressed as a percentage of the mean 
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for the 6-h vehicle/wild-type group.  Data were analyzed initially by three-way ANOVA and the 

P values for the ANOVA main effects are shown in Supplementary Table 6.  Outcomes from 

Bonferroni-corrected post tests were as follows:  *significantly different (P < 0.05) from time-

matched, genotype-matched vehicle control; †significantly different (P < 0.05) from DEX dose-

matched, genotype-matched 6-h time point; ‡significantly different (P < 0.05) from DEX dose-

matched, time-matched wild-type group.  
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