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Abstract

AIM: To compare the morphology of lower esophageal
sphincter (LES) and esophageal body, and to explore the
response of contraction of the smooth muscle of LES to
acetylcholine (ACh).

METHODS: The morphology of LES and esophageal body
was examined under light microscope and electron
microscope. The pressures of LES and the esophageal
body were measured. The concentration of Ca?* was de-
termined with laser scanning confocal microscopy before
and after ACh was administrated.

RESULTS: The sarcoplasmic reticulum and myofilament
were significantly increased in smooth muscle cells of LES.
The pressures were 1.4+0.1 kPa and 0.6+0.1kPa for LES
and esophageal body, respectively, and there was signifi-
cant difference between them (P <0.01). The mean con-
centrations of Ca?* were 156.1+4.8 and 122.6+4.3 nmol/L
(P <0.05) in LES and esophageal body respectively before
the application of ACh, and they became 241.3+5.7 nmol/L

and 131.6+3.2 nmol/L after ACh was applied. The changed con-
centration of Ca?* in LES was significantly higher (P <0. 01).

CONCLUSION: Esophageal body and LES utilize Ca?*
from different sources to contract in response to Ach. In
esophageal body, Ach-induced contraction requires influx
of extracellular Ca?*, while in LES it might utilize intracel-
lularly released Ca?*.
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B b A E T4 M (lower esophageal sphincter,
LES) S5 28K B AT, BHITEF KR -FF A
LES 28 JELI 45 2 A8 A st T BRI ARG B .

ik AR A, EHEETIELES 5% KW
A ZLESE AR E A AR B £ R B B AE
PRIR-T-78 WA= LES 40 R 45 & TR L, AR TEufe
AR(ACh)VE ] # B

ZER: A LEST 7R Wlan i 8 B WL M R L 22 BF 5.3
He LES-F3EA A 1.4 + 0.1 kPay R RIR-F3 R A .
0.6 £ 0.1 kPa (P<0.01). &% LES -FHEM[Ca*'] -F3
A 156.1 + 4.8 nmol/L; AR E 438 -F- i WL am JL[Ca"]; -F
¥ 4 122.6 £ 4.3 nmol/L (P<0.05). /e N ACh J& F- & &
[Ca?"l;, LES-F#HM[Ca* - F#) 4 241.3 + 5.7 nmol/L 5
M ACh #T A RF £ F(P<0.01): 48N ACh & B4 1R 3R
FBALC?FH A 131.6 £ 32 nmol/L, 5w A ACh
AR F £ F(P>0.05).

L8 B ELES S RI-FIR LT L LA R F 4y A 22
B TOKSB AU, R IRIR AT Achis § 7 A0 F
A w5 X, % Ach xF LES #9054k R 2
eI R4S BT 09 T A6

KA R E THEYI B E R 2B AR Ca™
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BB BeRAS R wRig B AR, TR Ih s
KE. B EEIRVUR (GERD) SRk R H s e,
TEMREEF &k 2] 10%, 7EREBREA WS
TR, ERIRRAFE RE N G IRR . W
VR i ) BB 3 I S 5 2B A7 5 7 KM s AR
AL S EE M B R WA . BERE, 2
AT, TUE RN AR E AR B Rt
B 2 B, o — R BENESE, b &
B BT 9K D Be Bt oA HOR W R R EE R . I,
R DIGE, JLHZ WS EFIRMLE B K
EOEWSEAE. BB T RN LES FH WL B
We g AL aner,  H AT TC R 1. AR 2 A xt it it
1T T8

1 #RRSE

1.1 ##+ Hanks ¥ ( g/L ):NaCl 8.00, KC1 0. 40,
MgS0,~7H,0 0. 20, Nay,HPO,~12H,0 0. 12, KH;PO, 0. 06.
D-glucose 1.00, CaCl, 0. 14, NaHCO; 0. 35. D-Hanks
V& f4Hanks VAL, AAnCaCl, A1 MgSO,. Hanks &
MID-Hanks & Y32 FH [ 7= 23 v 2l 770 F0 A8 2l 7K i i)
Fluo-3/AM: 3£ [EBioRad 7= 8. BUHA 2 AR 10K, R
F1.5-2.5 kg. RATAE® 12 h, FIAREE @ R T
(846)0.2 mL/kg, im. FREFGR, HEHEATAY
20 wL, BERILT:. MHRMENEE TFARE B, F
H U DR IE R R B B R BT, R TS
TEMHELH 2T REZRBRREE, PT4ER
TN T B, 1275 BERILES. 35 WA, FRTE DI
A R LES A E B8 AL 7] F5 enff) B K
HEFIEMAZ K2 0.8 cm, 30 g/L [ R EHZ.
0] 5 Ji 1) 4% 28 2 R Tt 7K A s B3 20 2 45 AR bR AR
BN RS EEHLRVI 3-4 un /P, H 10 g/L
WREME 2 h, LFEENIK, Epon812 {44
. REETE0CALRNRERE TR, EM &
REVED) R, AR A BT A BRI AR AR, Al 8
SE (0 5 7E H-800 HLAE VL&,

1. 2% REEFBIARIE® 1% Cao et al™
HWER TTER IS, SI&FEENEREE THY
WL SR LA . K il Wi B, W
BE, BHESE, EREERIERINERERE
WHLZ. 2l R B8 THEANLES R e EHHN
BIREAL 2 X 2 mm /P, TREEEIME T 37°C, 10 nlL
2.5 g/LJEEABEA Hanks ¥4, N CO, 1546 h
WA 30 min, JFMEEE.05 min, FEWE, WA
Hanks ¥R PPEEE 0> 5 min, F LW, JOA Hanks
W2 wL, WRITIE, AN 500 pm [ 8 M5

Ui VRSP UL R, RO T AT 100%0, ke
A . U AEE RN SR eI EHEF R, %k
W40 B HI & 1 X 10°/L A0 fR IR, PRI 9 T
M BN NRE S, 1M 4 g/L & HIERRIER
), 7E3 min P IMER THEOH 23 3 oF B0rE 40 B AN 28 4
ML, 19 AT R R A AN S, A0 B T B R R
AL, FERA AN B, SO ER RS 40 i 7E 90%
L L.
1.2.1 84K, LES 69 Al R FR R
(846)0. 2 mL/kg, im. BREEA, (ERADENEE TF
RE BB ROEBAEE. A = BEBENZER
SEMITENEREESKWIES, KBE RS
Ab, AL LES A8 FRTE, WISE LES EJ7 5 om AL
BEEAET.
1.3 T ML IR N 3 B SR EmE Fluo-3 2
—HURIEFE R, BERERMEM S Ca¥ B E, JRE—E
WREEEEE R, B Cca™ 4i& FH %
eI R AR, HAORES Ca IR RIEL, H
Al T ca® HIshAZ gL, 15 Fluo-3 Atk
IR S, MECLEA AN, g S LR
LR LIS A FE VA PER Fluo-3/AM, 7E5 40 ik
B, R ZIE S AN ML, M P ) A e P R o
HHR AR 25 N2 A Bl B IIF Luo—3. Fluo—3/AMA 2
fiD-Hanks [pH(7.0+ 1)] ¥E¥ Ol & L7 (037 557 ¥
A4 2 ¥k, AN Fluo—3/AM(10 pmol/L) 7% 37°C i
H4 M FIRE 50 min, fD-Hanks[pH(7.4 % 1) 13k
3R, VAR R gk, (R DV 40 a4t D-Hanks
GEMPR, SPHT 10 min. 40N Ca®" R FIMIE Fluo-
3/AMAT Al ) R BN FE L LLES & 88 AER i
WLAH AL, Fluo—3/AM I 5 247 bR AR 7E L 28 48 WA B
T AR RN POGRE R, R K 506 nm,
R PA 526 nm. [Ca® ] I AR H [Ca¥]; =
kd ¢ [F-Fmin/(Fmax-F) ], kd & Fluo-3 5 Ca*" ;N[
fEE AL, kd = 400 nm, FORMIE FTS 21090005
FE(H, Fmax Al Fmin 43 B Ca™ WD f5 R 4B I (1K) 58
e R AR, LES RSEIE L4 [Ca®];
W5, mE—rAF A ACh (100 mmol/L) /E
251 min 5 F-RIE [Ca™' ],

Bl b8 BRI meantSD FoR, SLil KA
¢ RTB T, B A A R NOSA 4.

2 #£R

2.1 EBF R LES AR FRIBEFHE NHTK
- P4 (HE) et ihml WL, LES BAMUSAL. e
PR RIA LS P36 A4 B LES FRIL. HL5E &
FTIE LA A R & AR R A YN T, A



12 ISSN 1009-3079 CN 14-1260/R

HRENBVIE 200681813 £13%5 £15

gL, PRSI, LES B8 T IR &8 450
S USE IEUE (B 1, 2) . BB N, R
T S LES -7 LR P9 o AR My e 48, I R T, i
JRA S IR IR, E, MR A Rt R
LES ~F-75 LR i A FELULIR 190 B JUL 22 B S48 (&1 3, 4).

B1 EEAIBELENEFARE (HE 2 X200).

B2 RE LS TENGEEEER, HDENANBILEAMMHE RE X200).

B4 RE LS EBNBIRLNIFLED, MNLERERE X30K).

2.2 AR Ae LES ¥ R A2 REE LES PR
F3H4:1.44+0.1 kPa(10. 5+ 1. 2 mmHg) ; &% /43R
PIESHK.0.6+0.1 kPa (4.6 + 0.9 mmHg). &

% LES K B & T & EHIE T (P <0.01)

2.3 RAEIRE A LES 9 ALa AL A [Ca?'), SEH
I8 E IR LA MR A SRt F A& Ca® ) D-Hanks
V8. LESFE AL [Ca™ ] P14 156. 1 = 4. 8 nmol/L; TE&# %
BEAE AL Ca™ ] P34 122.6 £ 4. 3 nmol /L.
AT LES T ILICa™ ] B 55 25 T S £ 0 1A T v L4
fulca®]; (P <0.05, & 5)

0 secs 1 secs 2 secs
3 secs 4 secs 5 secs

B 5 AREEMBENEREWSNARAC] T=E.

2.4 ACh 3% TR MmN [CS W Hm TTEE
JRER. LES WISPHE LA [Ca™ ] ME S, 1 A—
BkRA A ACh (100 mmol/L)fEZ 1 min J5
WSE [Ca® 15 . A ACh J5 LES S L[ Ca® ] “FHH
241.3£5.7 nmol/LEIIANAChHTFIEAL[Ca* ], H &
& 27 (0. 01). s JIANACh G & & 1R 3P L [Ca™ ]
FEI A 131.6 £ 3.2 nmol/L. SHIA ACh TP AL
[Ca™ | LB FZE R (P >0.05).

3 1L

B D BE RIS RO i vRig Tt & B AR PR
MERNE. BB XU (GERD) S R F H i e,
P N R A A R o R AR ML ST, R
Rl PR £ B DR P B B BB 9T A B K
SCTIE R B AR, LES I P L4 Bt 5B 46 HL Y Ak
HWTFURIEERR. LES R FETE & B R i e — RAHEZAM
AR EIRX, K24 3-4 om, fEEIE LiZAR
EHRERNBANGEN, hEEELSE", #H
1995 4F Stein et al™* i@ 40SHOREHI KRB LES ¥t
WL R, BATTE Mg e 23 A, LA AN [ ) P A T
fiE, AATIHAZE T LES HIMFR 5. LES AR BA
K 77, R EE N miEL A (spontaneous
Transient lower esophageal relaxations,
TLESRs) " ' S MR PEAIFERE. H A& T BofAip
P LA T RERT U >, LES 5 &R ETTE £S5 M &
Dige b2 5, A E D RE RS B AT S04 i 2
SRR E A BT B R B pH
S, BN EIIGE UL B R 45 o 45 Ty
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M, WFRBCNER, RAEEA &L &S FIEILIRERL
T, AT A T LA e A A Tt
WHHT TR, WIS EEMNAZRW R, AER
KR 22 5. Y FH HBRSE K AR LESER LAk ErT LA
R ET oK R S R, X A A R &
NI LES EXREL 4 A —2 ", i s thiE T
W E HLRETE 3.

LES IR UL HAWL5E 4 B~ o LA F by .
AR EZ KA, HELIL. FREIREA
B HeFE S ESLES WA B B 2= 5. B2 LES
B IR &S AR UL E mEUE, W iE s
B8, FRATRILLES Vi3 WL40 B oy debifR e ok WL
W S L2235 2 A AT 4 B AR 23 . WL N 5 4
BT, W HEEEVINXRR, Br5EEK
HAHEL, LES mIREEA R FAAH ca® e
73 WLez (V49 41 BB B2 1) —350 ) 75 40 M ) Wi 4 i ok
Eah A EEAEA . LES T AN i Py X Se 41 %
() 4 T B e L R REER B 5K ) IR Al Th e B A

BB TR AR B i WP IR S 2 T Je B ) T s I 1 1
MR AR, LES R 52 A EL B BT &1, LES [-Fi
W4 i 5 &S AR %A 2RI IX A, R F A6
E AR I A 2 22 BE A A2 A0 R P A R] R 6 — e 4
BCHLHL. Ca® /& 40 f Py 5 il 1 T 22 M5 5 3 5 o
A0 P S Ca® B 4k 5 | R T M LI AL 4 R & k. 78
TR ZE 1S B, Ca¥ 545 iR B (calmodulin)
it WIENERE QR PES (myosin light chain
kinase, MLCK), SEAERE A4 (myosin light
chain, MLC20) % 19 . 2 R R EERR 1L, MRS A
ATP BEIE AL, 871 LS. Ca®t ¥R T B A L it i
16, ATP EERIE, T ALE K Bk, &%
S ULAR P Ca®" Xt 6% ThRE T AU & BN ME
. BATRIL, LES S0 40 M P45 & 1 IR B L
BEARTHE S, XATBERE T LES REFR&EH
FEK 7. T R A Ca® SRIE(E ST 4B Pa i
B EEMAA T M (ER) / 2R (SR) H, Ha =
F BT AN A M B 10 P R /BN R P R Ca™
R Ca® B U T T AR P LES P L [Ca™' )
TEAE A AChE R JEA B2 13 (P <0.01) . /B3
Bl B L 4E . FF IR AP 3 5 ACh AT LLBF B ) 1 5
B8 LES I ML 4s, FAT0 45 Bar s 7 Holkege
Ty RE 1) 3 52 55 40 T P9 e 5 4 1R B G b0 AH O Y
T SE 5 R B P W ULAH AT AR I S A AN
Ca” ff) D-Hanks ¥, 2R TABIMEZ S, 275 ACh
FRPT AR A P A TR IS 440 L PR 65 5 PR TS D = AR .
X5 LES P43 LAR M Py Ze i i K. WLZR MY 2 L2281
I DURARFF A 0. T € A LA [Ca™ ]S 74

FACh {EF 8 B M (P >0.05), REAER
BN RIE BT, Ach N BE S B A (A STV WL 4R
MalCa® 1 psE b, BE AR FIBMLAN XS ACh 53
T BB T AN A M B T AEAE . Kim et al™ @3
St B AT LR e S T s, B Ach 1
S A (RWT A5 E A R4S IS TF B WAL 5 T 25 I 4 P Ak
B5 )55 Ach 15 S IR IR PLfsi b, HAFsE 7 40 fa 445
TEE B AR IAR T B R AR A

B, PORIEE % LES 5T LT gE A
AN [F) PR A 3 2 BT B A () PR 0 i P X — W A R B AL
il B AT Ach 5 577 A I 46 75 24T 40 B A5
FSCRE, T LES X Ach B4R 1F A2 T8 3k 40 i Py 455 25
TR JBCE I P A Y BB I HE IR R IR
AFF 5 KA BH.
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