A2 Y -ARE £l B2 E pobalHA
G B J

ARt oo e ofe) A B B Ta

Bp&t

El

N B

YA BFol dlg A7t B HEA AP s of
UATE A7) e et J1HE XA ghon o}
Aw e fio] sl YA e deiolrt. &
Ao A2U highenergy U4t #F2 FaHn
B A+e- Z 713819, action potential 7]7to] @51
B o] drA) ¥l TH(Wissner, 1974; Thandroyen et
al, 1983). &} A2 sl 23 AT A&
AARA ZFe] olate] vfgt B e AslEty 7ML
o}2 g3 & UA] ¥r}H(Susanni et al, 1989). 4 =&
HA] Aol B adrenergic &8 F7} FrH 1
cyclic AMP o] 5713t} = B 3 (Mukherjee et
al, 1979) ¢}, # adrenoceptor A EHEA = A =2&4
o o3 e doyA Attt ke BRivt
SITHFu et al, 1992). A2 EA] A&NEA 4
adrenoceptor 2] Z}&90.2 cyclic AMP7} 45 o
AT FH9 ol F FAWS TN 3
(Corr et al, 1978), ATEAE A ARF T4l
A A free radical# lipased] 2l&) AT oo T3
7} ¥35ksly) w0 gAE T 3 (Ferrari et al,
1991). =3k A3 8 Al energysl AE AEiol A
FNA o8 FA oF T WoE AEe=
429 #89 catecholamine-e =732 3) FALEH
A NE &35 sty J44Eds defign
% 3} (Wheatley et al, 1985; Richardt et al,
1990). Adriamycin2 A& 5A0] e A=A, A
ZA X myofibrils ¢} ¥4, mitochondria®] 3 2
Z-band9] o}s) T Hef A NS E doy|un A7
g g e x#H3dH (Lampidis et al, 1980) =3k
actin ko] Zax ejsted olAlo] £571% o)
3} o] vtn 43R THLewis and Gonzalez,

.0|ME . 2

A
2%

1986), adriamycin®] 4 542 A Eake] X2 4t
Blo} M ELEAS YOI E oxygen free radicalol] 2]
) dojus Rog 4d#A vH(Doroshow, 1983;
Ogura et al, 1991). ¥ adriamycina wl-$- 7+ gt
FAA o] shtol AT sl Sl 1 J4H
£ Ad 7Aastn ok aev Aol = super-
oxide dismutase(SOD), glutathione peroxidase,
catalase 59} free radical scavengerol] 2|3}l oxy-
gen free radical®l 23 AA&AE4do] RIHTHDo-
roshow et al, 1980; Jolly et al, 1984). o] 3304
£ adriamycin®)] Z7]17F =25 o] free radicaldl] 2]
3 &AL B2 A A g adrenoceptor HH FE-S
AR s o] FE9 HY-ATAF &4 vH=
4 8-g Go}rw 1Lz}, lactate dehydrogenase(LDH)
SAEE A S 3P o3 AoAE &3F
=2 @93t (Murphy et al, 1982) X2 #HAirg g
Q3 AELEAFS doln 7] 918 malondialdehyde
(MDA) ##E &Asigor HFAEE a98 &
o}r 312} SOD & €4=E & st

ME 3 ey

LABEE Y NET

HAFTES Y FhdAM 357 o U AR
2 ARSE AlE 300g Wele] Sprague-DawleyE 9]
A FFNE AT Adriamycin(lmg /kg/
day, i.p.) HAXe 47 Arsgon AP
metoprolol, acebutolol 2 atenolol( 742} 1 x 107°M ¢
3 x107°M) ARRTeE YTk Saline(0.85%)
HA g HFRToR sgen 4 A48T 9 69
£ 9] 837} AHEE Ak

2 ug 97 Y3 heparin(500U/100g, i
p) & FAEIL 308 Fo gFeo AN F, F
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Al A B &sbod 21748 Krebs-Henseleit £+ 8-
o] @73 Langendorff HFHol 213 #F{AA]d] F
We AZAste] 5% CO,9 %% 0, EWtas w3
H 379 Krebs-Henseleit €389 (120mM NaCl,
20mM NaHCO;, 4.63mM KCI, 1.2mM MgSO,,
1.17mM KH,PO,, 2.5mM CaCl,, 8mM Glucose)
£ 80cm Eo]9 #tslelA 10ml/min] Y &%
2 ARHEEE Ik HEF A4S 08T O
Azl & A4 9—1‘% metoprolol, acebutolol ¥ ate-
nolol 1ml& 318 HAA #AF A2 g 377 HA
A&t Y= BFAE 6087 s @
4 7t22 %349 gluicose’} g1 Krebs-Henseleit
SEF Lol Fpo] FrFoH, 1 o)F A A
#HE AAsle 0, 3,5, 10, 15 2 2084 AL &
3 el Y2 #ARAE 44 ARk

2. Lactate dehydrogenase(LDH) &AM Eo| &

AFdd =] 3l LDH $AHEE &8k
Naael AEa A%kon LDHS) #45= Eiken
Chemical Companyd] LDH kitE AF&3}9ow
spectrophotometer 2 ¥4 570nmolA F3z e =
A sle] AA st

3. Malondialdehyde(MDA) B2fe| =&

Thiobarbituric acid 'Y (Buege and Aust, 1978)
& o]&3ld #FA Yo MDAY Fx& 43l
A2zAWY A g A AT TR
o} 2.4mlE thiobarbituric acid-glacial acetic acid
(1:1) reagent 0.6ml9} £43] 1 $=o)X 608
7t 7}48le] WZHA]7] & spectrophotometer 2 1}
Z 535nmol A FREE &4

4. Superoxide dismutase(SOD) &AM To| &5

AAZZ2AE 016M KClo] ¥3d 0.2M tris
(hydroxy-methyl) aminomethane(Tris)-HCl &=
9 (pH 74) S8 FA3 AAAM 05mlE 22 3t
Sun®](1988) ] W6l 23t 0.3mM xanthine, 0.6
mM EDTA, 150 uM nitroblue tetrazolium, 400
mM Na,CO; 2 albumin(lg/1)e] ZAS 717
SOD assay reagent 2.4ml®} 2 411 &} 7]o) xan-
thine oxidase(167U/1) 100 yl& 2L & 25¢C &2
2o A 2083 wt-EAl A} 0.8mM el CuCl; 1mlE
go] ¥-8-8 2uA|7] & gpectrophotometer & 3}
% 560nmol A FHZEE =33t FTFEX) S vws}

o #Y=E A4S

5

o

kO

il

5. Protein &

AHN 7 A2 22 protein F#H-E bovine se-
rum albuming ¥F£2 2 3l Lowry W (Lowry
et al, 1951) 2.2 =g slic}.

6. SH|5E £

EAEE EML Student’s t-testE o]RsHL
gko] 0.05 PRkl A5 FAEH 297 e A
2 F4rh

23T ARE dd tEFLAE HHIlgon
p
°

2

1. Adriamycin| ¥&k

Adriamycin 4557 A X FollA LDH 4=+ A
2)3kA] & ol vl ARk o g Frle AYgS
Bglon AR 3 10, 15 % 208 Folg Fr1E
HHHTable 1). Adriamycin 453t A X704
MDA #eke MX8hr] gk& ol wsted wwtal o
2 3710 BEgg BHew AHF 0,35 2 108
93 2718 EAtH(Table 2). SOD S ==
74l AFE Hgov BATHo 2 foeAe o
sk} (Table 3).

=
(5]

2. Metoprolol2| A&k

1 x 10*M metoprolol ]| x LDH &4
e tE&gd vlste] Aty og 7hhe] AgS B
go ABF 38 thFx 3291 + 70.6unit /mg
proteindl] B3l Holg HAhE EPod, AHF
10&-Cl %= 2] 920.3 + 95.1 unit /mg protein®]
Hate] fold AAE HYrh 3 x107°M meto-
prolol AX A oA LDH &4 xE A #F 582 &
th2X] 3483 + 83.4unit /mg proteinol] ®St
2l3 712 B{oHTable 1, Pig. 1). 1 X 107°M 2
3 X 10°M metoprolol XX Fo|A MDA ke
el vjsle] f-2)8 |aEtE 2o)A| YYtH(Table
2, Fig. 1). 1 x 107°M 2 3 x 10"*M metoprolol A
HA 7N 80D F45E o) Vsl 719
AL RAov BAFgHLRE fo3tAe Wttt
(Table 3, Fig. 4).
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Table 1. Effects of metoprolol, acebutolol, and atenolol on the LDH activity(unit/mg protein) in
reperfusion injury of isolated rat heart after chronic adriamycin treatment

Pretreat- Reperfusion period(min)
ment —60 0 3 5 10 15 20
Normal 112.7 £ 300 1544 +496 1032+641 1271+ 820 2352+ 539 4276+ 876 5436+ 76.3

Control: Saline 688+ 104 2280 +38.1 3291 +706" 3483+ 834 9203+ 95.1" 1042.0 + 167.4™ 1169.8 + 252.8"
Metoprolol 12681304 1589+30.0 1242 +264% 1948+ 430 5285+ 140" 660.2+153.7 9028+ 822
(1x107°M)

Metoprolol 94+ 57 2074+87 3785+187 6213+ 295% 8839+ 289 9809+ 80.9 11852+ 888
(3x107°M)

Acebutolol  1020+19.6 3447 +713 3253 +559 5544+1121 8203+1221 8906+ 990 897.2 +115.1
(I1x107°M) :
Acebutolol 1004 + 132 2092 +484 3038+ 117 3608+ 224 4405+ 702" 5488+ 47.7° 6180 34.2
(3% 107°M)

Atenolol 11194207 2035405 3431751 4029+ 943 7236+1299 9947 +124.3 10444 + 2463
(1x107°M)

Atenolot 065 +157 2017 +260 3731+358 5041+ 482 859.9+ 1039 10598 +£1187 11420 + 13485
(3x107°M)

Values represent the raean + S.E.M.
t Significantly different from normal group(+ : p < 0.05, t : p < 0.01)
* Significantly different from control group(x : p < 0.05, +* : p < 0.01)

1500
~—@— saline

g 1200 7 —J— metoprolol(1 x 10°M)
1)
B —a&— metoprolol(3 x 107*M)
g 900 .
o
g
S 600
E
= 300

0

3
2 .
4
g 2
Q,
<¥3
g
2
:
)]
=

0 1 T | T T i

—60 0 5 10 15 20

Reperfusion period(min)

Fig. 1. Effect of metoprolol on the LDH activity and the MDA content in reperfusion injury of
isolated rat heart after chronic adriamycin treatment. * : p < 0.05, ** : p < 0.01
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Table 2. Effects of metoprolol, acebutolol, and atenolol on the MDA content(nM/mg protein) in
reperfusion injury of isclated rat heart after chronic adriamycin treatment

Pretreat- Reperfusion period(min)
ment —60 0 3 5 10 15 20
Normal 040009 110012 055+015 045 +0.15 041 +0.14 0.62 £0.13 0.74 £ 0.21

Control: Saline  0.80 £022 224 +£033" 185+031" 104+011" 105+019" 075+018 0.6l £012
Metoprolol  091£0.20 156+034 137+037 123+029  103+011  073£010 078+ 008
(I1x107°M)
Metoprolol  0.67+007 1.80+020 160+026 178+032  116+016  104+020  0.84+0.08
(3x107°M)
Acebutolol 088+012 L06+015% 087x025* 123+033 116+018 069009 064011
(1x107°M)
Acebutolol 094+012 1724022 139+033  159+012  147+021* 1064024  080£0.17
(3x107°M)
Atenolol 071016 088 +011* 0.69+020"* 070+016 076+012  070+012  049£0.15
(1x107°M)
Atenolol 095+010 204016 181+012  157£025  133+013  118+017  096+014
(3x107°M)

Values represent the mean = S.E. M.

! Significantly different from normal group(+ : p<0.05, 1 : p < 0.01)
* Significantly different from control group(* : 0,05, ** : p < 0.01)

Table 3. Effects of metoprolol, acebutolol, and protein®] H¥]&}a] -§2]3 A E BRYon, AAH
atenolol on the SOD activity in re- 158 ME th2%] 1042.0 + 167.4unit / mg protein
perfusion injury of isolated rat heart G 6 s = .
after chronic adriamycin trgatment o His) frelek g BATH(Table 1, Fig. 2). 1

- X 107°M acebutolol A X] ol 4] MDA 32 )

Pretreatment SOD activity PHE 023 2% 224 + 0.330M /mg proteind]
(U/mg protein)  * wale fojg 748 nAow, Hue 3RANE
Normal 2.71 = 0.49 23] 1.85 + 0.31nM /mg proteino) ®}a} §-2j3%
Control: Saline 5.04 £ 0.91 Z+4AE Bk 3 X 107 M acebutolol A X} X] F-ol) A
Metoprolol MDA 3 ATE 105o0] th&A) 105 +0.19nM/
1x107°M 5.99 + 0.96 mg proteine] B]3le] £-9)3 =512 R} (Table
3% 107°M 6.06 + 0.66 2, Fig. 2). 1 X 10°M 2 3 X 10™°M acebutolol A
Acebutolol ' H X oA SOD BATE= 2 Fol vty Z7}e]
1x107°M 5.69 + 1.06 Age Byo EAGHoR s gkt
3% 10™°M 6.91 + 0.66 (Table 3, Fig. 4).
Atenolol
1x107°M 673 + 124 4. Atenclol2] A&
3x107°M 757 £ 0.84

1x107°M 2 3 x 10°M atenolol &3] x]Fo)| 4]
LDH #8A4=& t&ad] vste §938 ¥igtes =
o]z ¢rkch(Table 1, Fig. 3). 1 X 107°M atenolol

3 % 107°M acebutolol 2] %] A] LDH 4= AARFAA MDA 38 thxTd) 1]ake] 2k
= W&z vigte] AuHos Fhe] AEES 1Y Hom Ao AgS BHYon AuF 0FA= o
oo AF/F 108 hFX 9203 + 95.1unit/mg F3A] 224 +£0.33nM /mg protein®l] ¥]&}e] F2)3k

3. Acebutolol2] &t
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LDH(U/mg protein)

i MDA(nM /mg protein)

1500

1200

900 ~

_._.
——

—A— acebutolol(3 x 107*M)

saline

acebutolol(1 X 107*M)

600 T

300 —

0 5 10

Reperfusion period(min)

Fig. 2. Effect of acebutolol on the LDH activity and the MDA content in reperfusion injury of

LDH(U/mg protein)

MDA(nM /mg protein)

isolated rat heart after chronic adriamycin treatment. * : p < 0.05, ** : p < 0.01

1500

900 —

—@— saline .
1200 | _pg atenolol(l x 10~ M)
—A— atenolol(3 X 1073 M)

600 —

. 300 A

Reperfusion period(min)

Fig. 3. Effect of atenolol on the LDH activity and the MDA content in reperfusion injury of isolated
rat heart after chronic adriamycin treatment. ** : p < 0.01



— 226 — IR B 14% % 39 1995
12
] 1x10°M
B < 10°M
a2 g -
L
3
8
=13}
g
~
2 |
a
@]
w0
4 -—
0

Saline

Metoprolol
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Fig. 4. Effects of metoprolol, acebutolol, and atenolol on the SOD activity in reperfusion injury of
isolated rat heart after chronic adriamycin treatment.

BAE ngon, AB/F JRAAE =X 185 +
0.31nM /mg proteinol H]8) §2l§ A E BRYT
(Table 2, Fig. 3). 1 x10°M 2 3 x107°M ate-
nolol A X FA] SOD A E+= )Tl H &ty
Z7te AEgE Bgoy BAGHR fYsA=
9 U4tH(Table 3, Fig. 4).

n &

518 4&&del el B adrenoceptor 43 9|
w3 g tigk 37 o4 ArH(Thadani et al,
1979; Taylor et al, 1982; Malloy et al, 1986: Ri-
chardt et al 1990). 2 7| e2& P 2 fe
@ catecholamined] 3+ ARAw e} o})(Camp-
bell and Parratt, 1983; Thandroyen et al, 1983),
energy-sparing &3}, phospholipase A &4 3} 9]

A, AEW A3 A (Malloy et al, 1986), cal-
cium F99 F7H Zwieten, 1993) 5 H7IAE F=
3tz glvh 23 B & calcium 4 34|, « adrenocep-
tor A&A, 39 NBA Fo) Y 42004 N8
¢l Z4E Vel 3t} (Takeo et al, 1988;
Takeo et al, 1989; Tanonaka et al, 1989). | Z &

24 (Ferry and Kaumann, 1987), «
adrenoceptorol} ¢}3} calcium &7 ¢ ¥ (Sharma
et al, 1983), 41 &4% %3} coronary flow® Z7}
(Edwards et al, 1989), ¥4 walo] oA T 2
E7deg AFES G Yepdtia AR of
3 g gz = &

Catecholamine-2> & ¥ 3} ) &5 <
o] fal¥ 2 (Karwatowska-Krynska and Beresc-
wicz, 1983) ©]& £ adrenoceptor Z & A7} cate-
cholamined] ™3 2goz HFRF FIH}E Vet
¥ 4 ATha QziEy, o] AEe 2adA AnF
Z7)dlE ol5 AAI TR R R A AF
&ao] et AR S FEe A9 5 ok shal
o z2eiv 4223 highenergy A4A & 18-
ABFel oste] Fased, ARFAHSH 42
Z AW high-energy °1*Pi]“—:— acebutololol ]3] A
Y -AARH &4 WX Tl A B =AY

]9+ metoprolol®} atenoloM] oM FFo] ¥
2] At sle By} 9 2. (Takeo et al, 1990),
#39] calcium®] mitochondriad]*] ATP-depen-
dent 3} 7] uptake® ¢ high-energy 142 A Z1A)17)
w(Dhalla, 1976), phospholipaseE &4 3A)1#AH =

calcium$] ¢

Z7] B&
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AN EEESE Fdstota $d3(Das et al, 1986:
Chiariello et al, 1987). 18 d] &) 2]§} calcium
Y /M @ adrenoceptor Z Aol 2laix Z
2HY o2 As caleiumol 23k A E&a}o] oA
At sh(Takeo et al, 1990). A5 YL A2
high-energy <¢14t2] A X3} phospholipase A9 &
Atz Mxete} FRwo] WsE dod|w At sar-
colemma¢] W& YOoy|=d ol FHY-ANDF
o 9J§ M ¥Eut B39 HET 4 adrenoceptor %
Aol efsjA AT Frh(Buja and Willer-
son, 1981). $# 2 FAF F<¢kell E71E oxygen free
radical phospholipid7} Z5-3F A2 4| % ¢] sarco-
lemmag 2 AWl Hoz gzu xEdsalsl
o ¢]& £A4}o] A X E MDA §Fo] &3] 249},
o] dAFdAE adriamycing F717F AR 5]
free radicaldl] 2|8 AN et AdRAaE F
W3l Abefoll 4] B adrenoceptor Z3A| ¢ H&L
AR 1zt 5929 £ adrenoceptor Z3kA] =9
M= ety st Z8-E& 717 acebutolol®} o)z e &}
4o°] 21& metoprolol® atenololS Abgsled A%
BE ZW2 v, 3E3 B4 d9ch LDH &
Az MEL Hol 1 x10°M metoprololg =
&9S2m 9} 3 x 107°M acebutolold Fd5t%l &)
FHEPY AFF S A AHARE EHE BA
2.1, metoprolol¥ atenolol® FZ7} 1 x 107 Mol
A 3x107°M= 371 98w ©3]8 LDH $4%
b Foreld AAERS 97 AEdert ace-
butolol %7t 1 x 107 MelM 3x 107°ME Z7}
goll el LDH X457t Zaste] 43ns a3
7} ZU=E A Saline Fo37 3 N 2™ meto-
prolol, acebutolol, ¥ atenolol * %= Hntxg oz
MDA &&& 7aAA A %ii ass Jehdid
o 1 x107°M acebutolol$ gt 1 %
10™°*M atenolol & -1—048}-9&-2—15}1 MDA &2 7zt
A &F 08 38 99 de FAEE B AHF
Z710] AART FH7F deAes eyt 28
U FEst 1 x107°MelA 3 x10° M2 F7F 8-S
W 23]¥ MDA %7 710 44rn3 a7}
ZHeFE o] EhER §3o)EH W8-S B 5 gl
t}. LDHE 38e) 98 £JARE, £ MDAE
A B o3 A Aol o7 &4 ARE B
t}H, 8 adrenoceptor Z&A oAl metoprolol
o o3 &4 BB AFE Jehden
atenolol& A @ #4tsle] o5 &Ado] HE o A

el sl 2ekg 3k 280l Sl= acebutolol&
58 A Atk o)k &4 B A BEg
Yeb L Ut o] el ZHE Hbsw 384
R g A&l SlolA] AT ETe 23
gt g Bax wsbyt Fa A2 QziEe A
Zute] bt o] & Wholst=u] BAFH B adre-
noceptor A &HA) 2] 222 A A oxygen free radical
o] thgt 2 Rg0] o]l sarcolemmal membrane
lipids 99 & 28 oste] N AANEE A3}
= RS E AA4H I:]-(Mak and Weglicki, 1988).

ol M= AFe uke) Zho] 28 A= SOD,
glutathione peroxidase, & catalase 52| free rad-
ical scavenger’} Slo] HE-ABFA YAHE oxy-
gen free radicaldll 93k A&t A& 4= Yrh
o] AF A adriamycing 717k T FF oA
B adrenoceptor ZFAE HA At HZFY
SOD HEE 243t saline Foitol s}
e 1x107°M 2 3x107°M ¥ SN 7t
o AFS Jepig oy FANHeR {3
@otrh, Adriamycinol 213 A ZE=ARA]
myosin light chain 2, cardiac troponin 1 %9}
sarcomeric muscle gene®] mRNA g&ko] 7+ E 0
o]# 3t adriamycin®] muscle-specific geneE| uj
3 o gke Metyolgta 3tH(Ito H et al, 1990). 4
719 adriamycin £+ SOD Ao TBHE =
FHA B8 HEE Y-S A2 A,
B8 adrenoceptor Z&A 9 HAH A= 8- {0l
&8 Wolste SOD 9 8HAEE F7HAT]+:
2 s g

o] 79 AR, § adrenoceptor AEA o) 25}
o YA ¢F o Hd<Ede] LDH 4 SOD
g4 T ol MDA &z o g Hol oAHE= 2o
2 Jehgeon), #eke] 8 adrenoceptor Z A= L
e £48 7N E e AT Ao UEuth g
adrenoceptor A 3MA Foll A =hebA 8} 2H8-0] 9=
acebutololo] &=} Alxw A AHRLE e ofd 4
& Bk 3913 ¢l AL 2 AR & vlolt),

mlo _9(_ tio

a-actin,

o
[o ot
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A AA k. HABF U HAIELAARYL
oxygen free radical3} lipased)] )3}, o] Ao
Axee] Fxxd WatE fdslaat adriamycing
o] 85193t} Adriamycina - 718 3 9bA| o] x| gt
AAEAo] o 1 7]H-L& Alavte] 2@ #rkske)
MEEAE O7|E oxygen free radicalell <3t
o] AFoME £AS e A7 4 adrenoceptor
AghefA] FAA gt s 385 7HR] acebutolol
o]g]3k z}g-o] gl metaprolol¥} atenololg A}-&-3}
o AAgu s gt F8-& v FAME] EA 349
o} 15t LDH 458 243t s{do) o
A2ATY EFFEE FUstn AdslE g
HEL4E MDA #3E 238l dolry AAR
& &39 HalE SODY gA=E 4st3ch

o] dAuE, B adrenoceptor Q3 Ao 23}
YA dFo g Lo A= Rom ek
2] B adrenoceptor A3A| = Q.38 &£4E& 7154
A4 e AeE YEEth E§ 8 adrenoceptor
AGA| FoA wtet s Z8-o] 3l acebutololo]
Y3} MER A Fopatste] 9§ A2EA 2o
aBHQ Aem AAHIA

v
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Effects of 8 Adrenoceptor Blockers on Ischemia-Reperfusion
Injury in Rat Heart

Chang Gyo Park, M. D., Seong Ryong Lee, M. )., and Soo Kyung Kim, M. D.

Department of Pharmacology and Institute for Medical Science,
Keimyung University School of Medicine, Taegu, Korea

The effects of £ adrenoceptor blockers(metoprolol, acebutolol, and atenolol) on the biochemical
changes occurring following ischemia(60min) and reperfusion(20min) were examined in the isolated
Langendorff perfused rat heart after chronic adriamycin(lmg/kg/day, i. p. for 4wks) treatment. The
purpose of this study was to investigate whether the protections of # adrenergic blockers would be
involved in ischemia-reperfusion injury of chronic adriamycin treated rat heart. The 8 adrenoceptor
blockers showed the decrease of lactate dehydrogenase(LDH) activity and malondialdehyde(MDA) con-
tent and the no significance of superoxide dismutase(SOD) activity. Metoprolol and atenolol exhibited
the increase of LDH activity in dose dependent.

Our results indicate that the significant protection is not observed by increasing the doses of
metoprolol, acebutolo]l, and atenolol and appear to be independence on the doses of @ adrenoceptor
blockers in chronic free radical injured rat heart. Acebutolol which has the membrane stabilizing ac-
tivity shows relative protective effect on the cardiac damage comparing with metoprolol and atenolol.

Key Words: £ adrenoceptor blockers, ischemia, reperfusion



