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  Abstract
  It is appreciated far and wide that increased and regular consumption of fruits and vegetables is linked with noteworthy anticancer benefits. Extensively consumed as a spice in foods and beverages worldwide, ginger (Zingiber officinale Roscoe) is an excellent source of several bioactive phenolics, including non-volatile pungent compounds such as gingerols, paradols, shogaols and gingerones. Ginger has been known to display anti-inflammatory, antioxidant and antiproliferative activities, indicating its promising role as a chemopreventive agent. Here, we show that whole ginger extract (GE) exerts significant growth-inhibitory and death-inductory effects in a spectrum of prostate cancer cells. Comprehensive studies have confirmed that GE perturbed cell-cycle progression, impaired reproductive capacity, modulated cell-cycle and apoptosis regulatory molecules and induced a caspase-driven, mitochondrially mediated apoptosis in human prostate cancer cells. Remarkably, daily oral feeding of 100 mg/kg body weight of GE inhibited growth and progression of PC-3 xenografts by approximately 56 % in nude mice, as shown by measurements of tumour volume. Tumour tissue from GE-treated mice showed reduced proliferation index and widespread apoptosis compared with controls, as determined by immunoblotting and immunohistochemical methods. Most importantly, GE did not exert any detectable toxicity in normal, rapidly dividing tissues such as gut and bone marrow. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first report to demonstrate the in vitro and in vivo anticancer activity of whole GE for the management of prostate cancer.
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   Prostate cancer is the most common non-cutaneous malignancy in American men, afflicting one in six men. It is estimated that in the USA, one new case occurs every 2·4 min and a death results every 16·4 min from prostate cancer. Clinically significant prostate cancer appears to develop over 20–30 years, thus presenting a ‘large window’ of opportunity for interventional chemopreventive strategies(Reference Syed, Khan and Afaq1, Reference Nelson, De Marzo and Isaacs2). Although the traditional focus has been on treating existing tumours with chemotherapeutic agents that most often exert toxic side effects, development of chemopreventive approaches that can prevent, suppress or reverse progression to invasive cancer represents a relatively young field with tremendous promise to reduce cancer burden(Reference Sporn3, Reference Mann, Backlund and DuBois4).
 Laboratory and epidemiological research during the past three decades has provided indisputable evidence, indicating that high intake of fruits and vegetables is linked to a reduced cancer susceptibility including prostate cancer risk(Reference Kaur, Agarwal and Agarwal5–Reference Yang, Landau and Huang7). Several National Cancer Institute (NCI) initiatives continue to underscore the importance of including fruits and vegetables in the daily diet as a cancer chemopreventive measure(Reference Kaur, Agarwal and Agarwal5, Reference Traka, Gasper and Melchini8–Reference Colli and Amling10). Fruits and vegetables contain phytochemicals (carotenoids, polyphenolics, anthocyanins, alkaloids, N and S compounds) that have been shown to target multiple neoplastic stages to reduce overall cancer risk(Reference Craig11). About thirty-five plant-based foods identified by the NCI to be effective in cancer prevention include garlic, ginger, turmeric, cruciferous vegetables (broccoli, brussel sprouts, cabbage) and grape seed extracts(Reference Surh12).
 Ginger (Zingiber officinale Roscoe), a rhizomatous perennial plant used worldwide as a spice in foods and beverages, is commonly known for its medicinal properties, primarily as a remedy for digestive disorders, including dyspepsia, colic, nausea, vomiting, gastritis and diarrhoea(Reference Zick, Djuric and Ruffin13). Ginger is known to contain several bioactive phenolic compounds, including non-volatile pungent compounds such as gingerols, paradols, shogaols and gingerones(Reference Shukla and Singh14). The most abundant phytochemicals, gingerols, vary in chain length and comprise odiferous components of the fresh root, with 6-gingerol being the most imperative one(Reference Zick, Djuric and Ruffin13). The dehydrated form of gingerols, shogaols, mainly occurs in the dried roots, with 6-shogaol being the most abundant one(Reference Zick, Djuric and Ruffin13). The constituent phenolics of ginger have been shown to display antioxidant(Reference Shobana and Naidu15), anticancer(Reference Katiyar, Agarwal and Mukhtar16), anti-inflammatory(Reference Surh17), anti-angiogenesis(Reference Kim, Min and Kim18, Reference Kim, Kundu and Shin19) and anti-artherosclerotic(Reference Fuhrman, Rosenblat and Hayek20) properties.
 Although the constituent phytochemicals present in ginger, in particular, gingerols, shogaols and paradols, are being rigorously tested for their anticancer properties, it is becoming increasingly recognisable that the gainful effects of fruits and vegetables are due to an additive and/or synergistic interplay of the composite mixture of phytochemicals present in whole foods rather than the constituent single agents alone(Reference Liu21). In the context of ginger root, sufficient evidence suggests that achievable plasma concentrations of individual phytochemicals are in a very low micromolar range (2 μg/ml or less)(Reference Zick, Djuric and Ruffin13). In addition, these phytochemicals are found primarily in the form of their non-active glucuronide or sulphate metabolites, and therefore the anticancer effects observed with much higher concentrations in vitro may not be relevant in the in vivo milieu(Reference Yang22, Reference Jankun, Selman and Swiercz23). Thus, sufficient accumulating evidence suggests that the repertoire of phytochemicals present in dietary agents works together through complementary and overlapping mechanisms to present optimal cancer chemopreventive and therapeutic benefits(Reference Liu24). With this mindset, we sought to undertake a detailed evaluation of the in vitro and in vivo anticancer activity of whole ginger extract (GE) in prostate cancer. To the best of our knowledge, there is not even a single report that presents a thorough mechanistic investigation to develop GE for prostate cancer management.
 Herein, we examined the in vitro and in vivo anticancer effects of GE in prostate cancer by evaluating its effects on cellular proliferation, cell-cycle progression and apoptosis. We found that GE resulted in growth inhibition, cell-cycle arrest and induced caspase-dependent intrinsic apoptosis in prostate cancer cells. In vivo studies suggested that GE significantly inhibited tumour growth in human PC-3 xenografts implanted in nude mice without any detectable toxicity.
 Materials and methods
 Preparation of ginger extract
 Ginger was obtained from the local farmer's market and extracts were prepared by soaking grated ginger in methanol overnight for four consecutive days. The supernatant was collected daily and was finally concentrated in vacuo (Buchi Rotavap, Buchi, Switzerland), followed by freeze-drying using a lyophiliser to a solid powder form. GE stock solution was prepared by dissolving 100 mg/ml of dimethyl sulfoxide, and various concentrations were obtained by appropriate dilutions. The entire study was conducted using a single batch of GE to avoid batch-to-batch variation and maximise the product constancy.

 Cell lines, media, antibody and reagents
 Normal prostate epithelial cells (PrEC) and prostate cancer (LNCaP, C4-2, C4-2B, DU145 and PC-3), breast (MDA-MB-231 and MCF-7) and cervical (HeLa) cancer cell lines were used in the present study. The medium used to culture these cells was Roswell Park Memorial Institute-1640 (RPMI-1640) or Dulbecco's modified Eagle's medium supplemented with 10 % fetal bovine serum and 1 % antibiotic (penicillin/streptomycin). Primary antibodies to p21, cyclin E and BAX and horseradish peroxidase-conjugated secondary antibodies were from Santa Cruz Biotechnology (Santa Cruz, CA, USA). Cyclin D1, cdk4, p-Rb, Bcl2, cytochrome c, cleaved caspase-3 and cleaved poly(ADP-ribose)polymerase (PARP) were from Cell Signaling (Beverly, MA, USA), Ki67 was from Zymed (South San Francisco, CA, USA) and β-actin was from Sigma (St Louis, MO, USA).

 In vitro proliferation and colony survival assay
 Cells were plated in ninety-six-well plates and treated with gradient concentrations (1–1000 μg/ml) of GE the next day. After 72 h of incubation, cell proliferation was determined using the Alamar blue cell proliferation assay. The magnitude of the fluorescent signal is proportional to the number of live cells, and is monitored using 530–560 nm excitation wavelength and 590 nm emission(Reference Nociari, Shalev and Benias25) wavelength. For the colony assay, PC-3 cells were treated with 250 μg/ml of GE for 48 h, washed and replaced with regular RPMI medium. After 10 d, colonies were fixed with 4 % formaldehyde, stained with crystal violet and counted.

 Cell-cycle progression studies by flow cytometry
 For cell-cycle analysis, PC-3 cells were treated with vehicle (dimethyl sulfoxide) or GE at various doses (50, 100, 250, 500 and 1000 μg/ml) for 24 h or at a fixed dose of 250 μg/ml for various time points (12, 24, 48 and 72 h). At the end of incubation, cells were fixed with 70 % ethanol overnight, stained with propidium iodide containing RNase A, followed by data acquisition on a FACSCalibur flow cytometer (BD Biosciences, San Jose, CA, USA) and analyses using Flo-Jo software (Ashland, OR, USA).

 Immunoblot analysis
 Western blots were performed as described earlier(Reference Karna, Zughaier and Pannu26). Briefly, proteins were resolved by polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis and transferred onto polyvinylidene difluoride membranes (Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA). The membranes were blocked in Tris-buffered saline containing 0·05 % Tween-20 and 5 % fat-free dry milk and incubated first with primary antibodies and then with horseradish peroxidase-conjugated secondary antibodies. Specific proteins were visualised with enhanced chemiluminescence detection reagent according to the manufacturer's instructions (Pierce Biotechnology, Rockford, IL, USA).

 Mitochondrial and cytosolic fractionation
 To determine the release of cytochrome c from the mitochondria to the cytosol by immunoblotting, control or GE-treated (250 μg/ml) PC-3 cells were incubated on ice for 5 min in 100 μl of ice-cold cell lysis and mitochondria intact buffer (250 mm-sucrose, 70 mm-KCl and 100 μg digitonin/ml in PBS). The cells were pelleted and the supernatant containing cytosolic protein was stored at − 80°C. The pellets were incubated at 4°C for 10 min in immunoprecipitation buffer (50 mm-Tris-HCl (pH 7·4), 150 mm-NaCl, 2 mm-EDTA, 2 mm-ethylene glycol tetra-acetic acid, 0·2 % Triton X-100, 0·3 % Nonidet P-40, 1 ×  Complete protease inhibitor; Roche Diagnostics Corporation, Indianapolis, IN, USA). The samples were centrifuged at high speed for 10 min at 4°C, and the supernatant containing mitochondrial protein was stored at − 80°C(Reference Waterhouse, Goldstein and von Ahsen27). Proteins were subjected to immunoblot analysis as described above.

 Immunofluorescence microscopy
 After treatment with 250 μg/ml of GE, PC-3 cells taken on glass coverslips were fixed with ice-cold methanol, followed by blocking with 2 % bovine serum albumin in PBS. Ki67, cleaved caspase-3 and PARP antibodies (1:250 dilution) were incubated with coverslips for 2 h at 37°C. The cells were washed with 2 % bovine serum albumin/PBS for 10 min at room temperature before incubating with a 1:500 dilution of Alexa 488- or Alexa 555-conjugated secondary antibodies. Cells were mounted with Prolong Gold antifade reagent that contains 4,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA).

 JC-1 staining for mitochondrial transmembrane potential
 Control and 250 μg/ml of GE-treated cells were labelled with JC-1 reagent for 15 min at 37°C. After washing, cell fluorescence was measured on a flow cytometer using orange–red emission filters.

 Caspase-3/7 activity assay
 Control or 250 μg/ml of GE-treated lysates were tested for caspase-3-like activity using Ac-DEVD-7-amino-4-trifluoromethyl-coumarin, which detects the activities of caspase-3 and caspase-7 according to the manufacturer's protocol (Calbiochem, San Diego, CA, USA). The results were evaluated using a fluorescence microplate reader and are expressed as relative fluorescence units.

 In vivo tumour growth and treatment
 Male Balb/c nude mice (6 weeks old) were obtained from the NCI (Frederick, MD, USA), and 106 PC-3 cells in 100 μl PBS were injected subcutaneously in the right flank without any basement membrane extracts such as Matrigel. The animals were given autoclave-sterilised standard diet pellets and water ad libitum. When tumours were palpable, mice were randomly divided into two groups. From each group, six mice were housed individually in one cage. The control group received vehicle and the treatment group received 100 mg/kg body weight of GE daily by oral administration. Tumour growth was monitored weekly using a vernier caliper and body weight was also recorded. All animal experiments were performed in compliance with the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) guidelines.

 Histopathological and immunohistochemical staining
 After 8 weeks of vehicle or 100 mg/kg GE treatment, tumour, lung, spleen, adrenal, liver, gut, brain, kidney, heart, testes and bone marrow were formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded and 5 μm thick sections were stained with Ki67, cleaved caspase-3, PARP and haematoxylin and eosin. Terminal deoxynucleotidyl transferase dUTP nick-end labelling (TUNEL) staining of tumour tissue sections was performed using the DeadEnd Fluorometric TUNEL System (Promega Inc., Madison, WI, USA) according to the manufacturer's instructions.

 Statistical analysis
 All the experiments were repeated at least three times. Results are expressed as mean values of at least three independent experiments and standard deviations, and P values (Student's t test) were calculated in reference to control values using Excel software.


 Results
 Ginger extract displays selective antiproliferative activity in prostate cancer cells
 Although the whole GE has been shown to inhibit proliferation of breast(Reference Lee, Seo and Kang28) and colon cancer cells(Reference Jeong, Bode and Pugliese29), there are no available reports that have tested the potential usefulness of GE in prostate cancer. Thus, we first asked whether GE affected the proliferation of prostate cancer cells. To this end, we investigated the effect of GE on PC-3, LNCaP, C4-2, C4-2B and DU145 cells, which are well-characterised representatives of androgen-responsive (LNCaP) and androgen-independent (PC-3, C4-2 and C4-2B) human prostate cancers. Cells were treated with increasing gradient concentrations of GE or vehicle (0·1 % dimethyl sulfoxide) for 72 h, and cell survival was assessed by the Alamar blue assay. Our data showed that GE inhibited cellular proliferation of all prostate cancer cells, with a half-maximal concentration of growth inhibition (IC50) in the order C4-2 (512 μg/ml)>PC-3 (250 μg/ml)>C42-B (240 μg/ml)>DU145 (95 μg/ml)>LNCaP (75 μg/ml) (Fig. 1(A) and 1(B)). These data suggested the generality of the growth inhibition effect of GE on prostate cell lines with varying genotypic backgrounds. Hereupon, we focused on PC-3 cells for further experimentation to delineate molecular mechanisms of growth inhibition and cell death. We also performed a complementary trypan blue assay to examine cell viability on GE treatment in a concentration- and time-dependent manner in PC-3 cells (see Fig. S1 of the supplementary material, available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn). Yet another screen of an array of cancer cell lines from different tissue types, namely breast and cervical cancer, showed that GE affected the proliferative capacity of these cancer cells (see Fig. S2 of the supplementary material, available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn), suggesting generalisation of GE effects on cell lines from other tissue types.



 
Fig. 1 Ginger extract (GE) has potent antiproliferative activity. Human prostate cancer LNCaP (
), DU145 (
), PC-3 (
), C4-2 (
), C4-2B (
) cells, as well as normal prostate epithelial cells (PrEC, 
) and human dermal primary fibroblasts (HDF, 
) were treated with gradient concentrations of GE for 72 h. The percentage of cell proliferation at indicated concentrations, compared with untreated control cells, was measured by the in vitro cell proliferation assay, as described in Materials and methods. (A) Plot of percentage of cell survival vs. GE concentrations used for the determination of half-maximal concentration of growth inhibition (IC50) values. Values are means of three independent experiments performed in triplicate, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (P < 0·05). (B) Bar graph representation of the IC50 of the indicated cell lines. (C) Bar graph representation and photograph of crystal violet-stained surviving colonies from the control and GE-treated (250 and 1000 μg/ml) groups. (D) Fluorescence micrographs of control and GE-treated PC-3 cells stained for (Di) Ki67 (green) or (Dii) 4′,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI, blue). Scale bar, 20 μm. (Diii) Quantification of Ki67-postive or DAPI-stained cells in control (
) and 250 μg/ml of GE-treated PC-3 cells (
) from random image fields totalling 200 cells. Values are means, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars. Mean values were significantly different from the controls (P < 0·05). (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).


 Tumour cell selectivity is a highly desirable trait of any chemopreventive or chemotherapeutic regimen. To investigate whether GE-mediated suppression of PC-3 cell growth was selective to cancer cells, we determined the effect of GE treatment on a normal PrEC and serum-starved human dermal primary fibroblast (HDF) cells. Our choice of cell lines was based on the fact that PrEC and HDF exhibit features most consistent with the epithelial cells of prostate and dermal origin, respectively. The present results showed that the viability of PrEC or HDF was not significantly affected by GE treatment at concentrations in the range of 100–750 μg/ml (Fig. 1(B)). The IC50 of PrEC (1750 μg/ml) and HDF (1000 μg/ml) was approximately 6·9- and approximately 4-fold higher, respectively, compared with PC-3 cells, reflecting the wide therapeutic window that imparts tumour selectivity. Collectively, these results indicated that PC-3 cells, but not normal prostate epithelial or primary fibroblast cells, were significantly sensitive to growth inhibition by GE treatment.
 Next, we performed a clonogenic cell survival assay to determine the ability of cells to proliferate indefinitely upon drug removal, thereby measuring their reproductive capacity to form colonies. Our data showed that 250 μg/ml of GE decreased colony numbers by approximately 66 % (Fig. 1(C)) compared with vehicle-treated controls. Representative pictures of surviving crystal violet-stained PC-3 cell colonies from control and GE-treated cells are shown in Fig. 1(C).
 Several model systems have shown that Ki67 expression shows a good direct relationship with growth fraction, and thus serves as a reliable method for evaluating actively proliferating cell populations. Immunostaining with an antibody that reacts with the Ki67 nuclear antigen showed significantly intense staining in control cells compared with 250 μg/ml of GE-treated cells (Fig. 1(Di)). Fig. 1(Diii) is a bar graph representation of Ki67-positive cells scored as an average in both control and GE-treated samples from at least ten fields of vision totalling 200 cells. These data correlated with our previous in vitro proliferation and colony survival data, thus confirming the antiproliferative activity of GE.
 Several characteristics of apoptosis, such as morphological and cellular changes, including chromatin condensation, membrane blebbing and DNA fragmentation, lend themselves to assessment. Thus, we microscopically examined DAPI-stained control and 48 h GE-treated (250 μg/ml) cells to observe condensed chromatin material and other morphological features reminiscent of apoptosis. Representative fluorescence micrographs are shown in Fig. 1(Dii) and their bar graph quantification is depicted in Fig. 1(Diii).

 Ginger extract arrests cell-cycle progression at the G1 and S phase, followed by emergence of sub-G1 population
 Several dietary agents have been shown to arrest the cell cycle, leading to growth inhibition and apoptosis. For example, grape seed proanthocyanidins, green tea polyphenols, epigallocatechin-3-gallate, resveratrol (red grapes, peanuts and berries), silymarin/silibinin (milk thistle), genistein (soyabean), curcumin (turmeric) and ginger (gingerols) affect cell-cycle progression at various stages by specifically modulating cell-cycle-associated proteins(Reference Aggarwal and Shishodia30, Reference Meeran and Katiyar31). Specific gingerols, such as 6-gingerol and 8-gingerol, have been shown to perturb cell-cycle progression as a chemopreventive strategy(Reference Park, Wen and Bang32). Thus, our next aim was to gain mechanistic insights into GE-mediated antiproliferative activity by determining the specific cell-cycle stage at which GE intervenes. To this end, we examined the cell-cycle distribution profile of GE-treated PC-3 cells by employing a flow cytometric assay using the DNA intercalator dye, propidium iodide. Fig. 2(A) shows the effect of varying GE dose levels on cell-cycle progression of PC-3 cells at 24 h of treatment in a three-dimensional disposition. As shown in Fig. S3(A) of the supplementary material (available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn), exposure of PC-3 cultures consistently resulted in a statistically significant dose-dependent enrichment of the sub-G1 fraction, suggesting considerable apoptotic cell death. The sub-G1 population increased from approximately 6 % at 100 μg/ml to approximately 99 % at 1000 μg/ml. Fig. S3(A) of the supplementary material (available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn) bar-graphically depicts the percentages of G1, S, G2/M and sub-G1 phase populations in PC-3 cells upon treatment with varying GE doses (0–1000 μg/ml).



 
Fig. 2 Ginger extract (GE) affects cell-cycle progression kinetics by causing the S and G2/M arrest followed by an increase in sub-G1 cell population, suggesting apoptosis. Cell-cycle progression over (A) dose (0–1000 μg/ml) and (B) time (0–72 h) are depicted in a three-dimensional format. Cell populations in G0/G1 appear as 2N (unduplicated) DNA content and G2/M populations are indicated by 4N (duplicated) DNA content. (C) Immunoblots of cell lysates treated in the absence or presence of 250 μg/ml of GE for cyclin D1, cdk4, cyclin E, p21 and p-Rb. Uniform loading was confirmed by β-actin. (Di) Flow cytometric histogram profiles showing percentage of cells with cytosolic monomeric JC-1-associated green fluorescence (indicating collapse of mitochondrial membrane potential) in PC-3 cultures treated with dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO; control, pink profile; 
) or GE (blue profile; 
) for 24 h. Representative data from a single experiment are shown. (Dii) Quantification of the increase in mean fluorescence intensity (MFI, i.e. the percentage of green JC-1-stained cells) in PC-3 cultures treated with DMSO (control) or GE for 24 h. (Ei) Histogram profiles showing a spectral shift and loss of red fluorescence, consistent with the loss of transmembrane potential on GE treatment (control, green; GE, red). (Eii) Quantification of the decrease in mean fluorescence intensity (i.e. the percentage of red JC-1-stained cells) in PC-3 cultures treated with DMSO (control) or GE for 24 h. Values are means of three independent experiments performed in triplicate, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (P < 0·05). (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).


 Next, we used the half-maximal sub-G1 dose (250 μg/ml) to explore in depth the effect of GE on each cell-cycle phase at the time of treatment (Fig. 2(B)). The present results showed that GE at a dose level of 250 μg/ml caused accumulation of cells in the G1 and S phase at as early as 6- and 12 h of GE treatment, respectively. The cell-cycle arrest was followed by an emergence of a hypodiploid sub-G1 population, a hallmark of dying apoptotic cells. The cell-cycle kinetics, as evident by the percentage of cells in various cell-cycle phases over time, is depicted in the form of a bar graph in Fig. S3(B) of the supplementary material (available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn). The sub-G1 population began to appear at as early as 6 h and peaked at 48 h (approximately 67 %).
 To further understand the interrelationships between the effect of GE on cell-cycle arrest and induction of apoptosis, we devised timed exposure experiments using two regimens. The first regimen involved low GE concentration (50 μg/ml) for a longer time (72 h), whereas the second regimen was exposure to a higher GE dose (1000 μg/ml) for a shorter duration (6 h). Essentially, the idea was to delineate whether either treatment regimen caused cell-cycle arrest and/or apoptosis simultaneously or sequentially. The present results indicated that short-term exposure of higher concentration induced considerable cell death (approximately 35 %) without any apparent cell-cycle arrest, whereas long-term exposure to a lower dose induced cell-cycle arrest (G2/M) and significant cell death or apoptosis (approximately 50 %; see Fig. S4 of the supplementary material, available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn). This suggested that long-term exposure (72 h) to low-dose (50 μg/ml) GE induced cell-cycle arrest, which perhaps lends sufficient time for enhanced expression of pro-apoptotic molecules that ultimately results in a higher proportion of sub-G1 cells (50 %), indicative of apoptosis.
 Taken together, these observations imply that the growth inhibition of PC-3 cells by GE results from a combination of apoptosis and cell-cycle derangements, in which cell-cycle arrest may be a key event. The simultaneous appearance of cell-cycle arrest and apoptosis at a low dose for a longer time perhaps suggests that cell death may be ascribed to the activation of apoptotic pathways as a consequence of the inability of the cells to overcome growth arrest and proceed through the cell cycle. Nonetheless, on the basis of the appearance of sub-G1 cells at 6 h after treatment with 1000 μg/ml of GE, we cannot exclude the possibility that cell death may be a primary direct effect of GE. It is also likely that other non-apoptotic means of cell death at either treatment regimen might exist. However, the end result of both perturbations (low-dose, long-term and high-dose, short-term) is induction of PC-3 cell death. These data suggest that GE could potentially be tested as a potential chemopreventive as well as a chemotherapeutic agent for prostate cancer management.

 Effect of ginger extract treatment on cell-cycle and apoptosis regulatory molecules
 We next sought to determine molecular mechanisms underlying GE-induced cell-cycle stasis and subsequent apoptosis. Essentially, cell-cycle progression involves sequential activation of cdks by their cyclical association with cell-cycle phase-specific regulatory cyclin molecules(Reference Grana and Reddy33). To examine GE-induced alterations, we first determined the effect of 250 μg/ml of GE on protein levels of G1/S-specific cyclins and cdks by immunoblotting methods. GE treatment caused a marked decrease in cyclin D1 levels in PC-3 cells, which was evident as early as 12 h post-treatment (Fig. 2(C)). In addition, GE-treated PC-3 cells exhibited a slight decrease in cdk4 levels (Fig. 2(C)). Our data also showed that GE caused a significant reduction in cyclin E levels, which drive the cell cycle primarily through the S phase in association with cdk2.
 Elevated levels of p21, a cdk inhibitor, function to stall the cell cycle(Reference Besson, Dowdy and Roberts34). Essentially, p21 plays a crucial role in the regulation of the G1/S and G2/M transition by binding to and inhibiting the kinase activity of cyclin/cdk complexes. To explore further, we determined the effect of GE treatment on protein expression and/or phosphorylation of p21 and Rb by immunoblotting methods. As shown in Fig. 2(C), GE treatment caused an induction of p21 protein expression in PC-3 cells, which was evident at 12–24 h. In addition, GE treatment caused suppression of Rb phosphorylation in PC-3 cells (Fig. 2(C)).

 Effect of ginger extract treatment on Bcl-2 family members
 Multiple apoptotic pathways are recruited by cells for executing their own demise via apoptosis. Among them, one major mechanism involves the loss of mitochondrial membrane integrity and transmembrane potential (Ψm)(Reference Green and Reed35). We thus asked whether GE affected mitochondrial transmembrane potential. To this end, we stained GE-treated cells with JC-1, a cationic dye that displays potential-dependent accumulation in the mitochondria. A decrease in the red:green fluorescence intensity ratio suggested mitochondrial depolarisation (Fig. 2(Di)). The increase in the green JC-1 monomeric form, indicative of collapse of transmembrane potential, was quantitatively determined using flow cytometry. Quantification of fluorescence-activated cell sorting data indicated an approximately 3·6-fold increase (Fig. 2(Dii)) in the mean fluorescence intensity of GE-treated JC-1-stained cells compared with controls (Fig. 2(Dii)). A spectral shift and loss of red fluorescence, which is consistent with decreased polarisation, was also observed (Fig. 2(Ei) and (Eii)). The collapse of Ψm is closely associated with alterations in the ratio of anti-apoptotic:pro-apoptotic members of the Bcl2 family, which determines susceptibility to apoptosis(Reference Adams and Cory36). Particularly, loss of Ψm is coupled with hyperphosphorylation and thus inactivation of the anti-apoptotic molecule Bcl2, which promotes recruitment of BAX onto the outer mitochondrial membrane. BAX incorporation results in uncoupling of the respiratory chain and efflux of small pro-apoptotic factors, such as cytochrome c, leading to the activation of key executioner caspases, caspase-3/7. Thus, our next step was to investigate the effect of GE treatment on levels of Bcl-2 family proteins by immunoblotting and the results are shown in Fig. 3(A). GE treatment caused a rapid and marked increase in BAX expression over time, whereas levels of total Bcl2 were decreased (Fig. 3(A)). The GE-mediated alterations in the pro-apoptotic/anti-apoptotic molecules were evident as early as 12 h post-treatment and increased thereafter (Fig. 3(A)). Biochemical events, such as the release of cytochrome c from the mitochondria into the cytosol, caspase activation and PARP cleavage, predominantly occur during mitochondria-mediated apoptotic cell death. Thus, we asked whether GE-induced cell death promoted the release of apoptogenic factors from the mitochondria that triggered the downstream executioner events of apoptosis. Our data showed that cytochrome c was detectable at 12 h and peaked at 48 h of GE treatment in the cytosolic fraction, as observed using immunoblotting methods (Fig. 3(A)). Immunofluorescence microscopic methods also showed translocation of cytochrome c into the cytosol at 24 h of GE treatment (see Fig. S5 of the supplementary material, available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).



 
Fig. 3 Ginger extract (GE) induces mitochondrially mediated intrinsic apoptosis. (A) Immunoblot analyses for BAX, Bcl2, cytoplasmic cytochrome c (Cyt c), cleaved caspase-3 and poly(ADP-ribose)polymerase (PARP). β-Actin was used as a loading control. (B) Quantification of the time-dependent increase in caspase-3 (Casp-3) activity on GE treatment. Cells were treated with GE for 0, 12, 24 and 48 h, and caspase-3 activity was analysed using the fluorogenic substrate Ac-DEVD-7-amino-4-trifluoromethyl-coumarin. Values are means of three independent experiments performed in triplicate, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (P < 0·05). Immunofluoresence micrographs of control and 250 μg/ml of GE-treated cells stained for cleaved (Ci) caspase-3 and (Di) PARP. (Cii, Dii) Quantification of activated caspase-3-positive and cleaved PARP-positive cells. (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).



 Activation of executioner caspase-3 and cleavage of poly(ADP-ribose)polymerase
 Our next aim was to explore the involvement of caspases that are activated by the release of cytochrome c and are known to cleave a variety of substrates. Since caspase-3 activation is considered as a hallmark of apoptosis, we monitored the active form of the cysteine protease using a small, conserved, modified peptide substrate that becomes fluorogenic upon cleavage. As shown in Fig. 3(B), GE stimulated a time-dependent increase of caspase-3 activity in PC-3 cells. However, treatment of cells with a specific inhibitor of caspase-3 significantly blocked GE-induced apoptotic cell death (data not shown). Furthermore, immunoblots showed a time-dependent increase in expression levels of activated caspase-3, suggesting that GE-induced cell death is caspase-3 dependent (Fig. 3(A)). On caspase-3 activation, a number of cellular proteins are cleaved, including PARP. The present results showed a time-dependent increase in cleaved PARP levels, a substrate of caspase-3. An increase in the expression of both activated caspase-3 and cleaved PARP was also confirmed in GE-treated cells by immunofluorescence microscopic methods (Fig. 3(Ci) and (Di)). Quantification was performed by scoring positive cells in control and GE-treated PC-3 cells from several random image fields totalling 200 cells (Fig. 3(Cii) and (Dii)).
 We also examined the ability of GE to induce apoptosis in androgen-responsive LNCaP cells, and our data showed a dose-dependent increase in the sub-G1 population evaluated at 24 h of GE treatment (Fig. S6(A)). There was also an increase in cleaved caspase-3 levels and caspase-3 activity, as shown in Fig. S6(B) and (C) of the supplementary material (available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).

 Oral ginger extract feeding achieves inhibition of PC-3 tumours in nude mice
 Having identified significant antiproliferative and pro-apoptotic activity of GE, an intriguing question was to determine whether the anticancer effects of GE were restricted to in vitro cultures or extended to in vivo systems. To validate this, we examined the efficacy of GE to inhibit human prostate PC-3 xenografts subcutaneously implanted in athymic nude mice. Animals in the treatment group were fed daily with 100 mg/kg GE. The GE was dissolved in PBS containing 0·5 % Tween-80 and was fed by oral administration for 8 weeks; responses to GE treatment were followed by tumour volume measurements every consecutive day using vernier calipers (Fig. 4(A)). Tumours in vehicle-treated control animals showed unrestricted progression (Fig. 4(A)), whereas GE feeding showed a time-dependent inhibition of tumour growth over 8 weeks (Fig. 4(A)). A reduction in tumour burden by approximately 56 % was observable after 8 weeks of 100 mg/kg per d oral feeding, and the difference between the mean final tumour volumes in animals receiving GE and those receiving vehicle orally was statistically significant (P < 0·05). All animals in the control group were euthanised by day 60 post-inoculation, in compliance with the IACUC guidelines. To assess the overall general health and well-being of animals during GE treatment, body weights were recorded twice a week. GE-treatment was well tolerated, and mice maintained normal weight gain (Fig. 4(B)) and showed no signs of discomfort during the treatment regimen. At the end point of the animal experiments (week 8), the excised tumours were weighed and an approximately 53 % reduction in tumour weight was observed in the GE-treated group compared with controls (see Fig. S7 of the supplementary material, available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).



 
Fig. 4 Ginger extract (GE) caused in vivo inhibition of tumour growth in human PC-3 xenografts on dietary feeding of GE. (A) Progression profile of tumour growth in control vehicle-treated (
) and GE-treated (
) mice at the time of treatment. (B) GE treatment was well tolerated, and the body weights of the control (
) and GE-treated (
) groups were comparable. Values are means, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (n = 6, P < 0·05). (C) Tumour micrographs from control and GE-treated mice, respectively, at 100 ×  and 200 ×  magnification. GE-treated tumour microsections reveal large areas of tumour cell death, consistent with the therapeutic effects of GE. Microsections from control tumour tissue show sheets of tumour cells with high-grade pleomorphic nuclei with minimal cell death. (D) Western blot analysis of tumour tissue lysates from control and GE-treated mice for cyclin B, cyclin D1, cyclin E, p21 and cleaved caspase-3. (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).



 In vivo mechanisms of ginger extract-mediated inhibition of tumour growth
 To investigate the in vivo mechanisms of tumour inhibition, we first examined haematoxylin- and eosin-stained tumour sections from control and GE-treated mice. Tumour microsections from GE-treated mice showed large areas of tumour cell death, seen as tumour necrosis adjacent to normal-looking healthy cells. Significant loss of tumorigenic cells in GE-treated animals (Fig. 4(C)) was consistent with the therapeutic effect of GE. However, some viable tumour cells were observed at the periphery of cell death zones. In contrast, microsections from control tumour tissues revealed sheets of tumour cells with high-grade pleomorphic nuclei (Fig. 4(C)).
 We next evaluated the in vivo effect of GE feeding on the antiproliferative response associated with the inhibition of tumour growth. To this end, tumour tissue lysates were analysed for cyclins (D1, E and B1) and a cyclin-dependent kinase inhibitor, p21, using immunoblotting methods (Fig. 4(D)). GE treatment caused a decrease in cyclin D1, cyclin E and cyclin B1, whereas it increased p21 expression levels, which allied with the present in vitro findings in PC-3 cells (Fig. 2(C)). Alterations of these cell-cycle regulatory molecules in tumour tissue from GE-treated mice suggest a potential mechanism for inhibition of tumour proliferation, in keeping with the inhibition of cell-cycle kinetics observed in vitro (Fig. 2(A) and (B) and see Fig. S3(A) and (B) of the supplementary material, available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn). In vivo apoptotic responses of GE feeding in mice bearing PC-3 tumour xenografts were evaluated by immunoblotting of tumour lysates for cleaved caspase-3 expression.
 We further correlated the in vivo molecular mechanisms of GE treatment by immunostaining for Ki67, a marker for cell proliferation, as well as apoptotic markers such as cleaved caspase-3, cleaved PARP and TUNEL (Fig. 5(A)). Tumour samples from the treated groups receiving GE showed marked reduction in Ki67-positive cells compared with controls (Fig. 5(A)). There was a significantly higher expression of cleaved caspase-3 (approximately 12-fold) and PARP (approximately 35-fold) in tumour-tissue from the GE-treated groups compared with controls (Fig. 5(A) and (B)). We found an approximately 18-fold increase in TUNEL-positive cells in GE-treated tumours compared with controls (Fig. 5(A) and (B)). Fig. 5(B) shows bar graph quantitative representation of the immunostaining data from the control and GE-treated groups.



 
Fig. 5 (A) Immunohistochemical staining of paraffin-embedded tumour tissue sections from the control and ginger extract (GE)-treated groups for proliferation marker (Ki67) and apoptotic markers (cleaved caspase-3 (casp-3), cleaved poly(ADP-ribose)polymerase (PARP) and terminal deoxynucleotidyl transferase dUTP nick-end labelling (TUNEL)). (B) Quantification of Ki67, cleaved casp-3, cleaved PARP and TUNEL-positive cells counted from several randomly selected fields for a total of 200 cells. Values are means, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (P < 0·05). Control, 
; GE, 
 (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).



 Ginger extract treatment is non-toxic
 Toxicity, particularly in tissues with actively proliferating cells, remains a major concern in the chemotherapy of prostate cancer patients. We observed that there was no gross toxicity, as measured in terms of body weight, grooming or lethargy in GE-treated mice. Our data showed that there were no detectable differences in the histological appearance of tissues, including in the gut, liver, spleen, lung, brain, heart, testes and bone marrow, from vehicle- and GE-treated tumour-bearing mice (see Fig. S8 of the supplementary material, available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn). To determine whether GE treatment affected proliferation of normal tissues with rapidly proliferating cells, colonic crypts from GE-treated and vehicle-treated mice were stained with Ki67, a marker for proliferative index. We found that colonic crypts from both mice groups showed comparable nuclear Ki67 staining (see Fig. S9 of the supplementary material, available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn). These data suggested that GE did not affect normal tissues with rapidly proliferating cells. In addition, serum biochemical markers (alanine transaminase, alkaline phosphatase, γ-glutamyl transpeptidase for hepatic function, and creatinine and electrolytes, e.g. K, Na, Ca and Cl, for renal function) were similar between the control and GE-treated groups (see Fig. S10 of the supplementary material, available online at http://www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn), indicating the absence of apparent toxicity.


 Discussion
 ‘An ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure’ goes the famous adage that holds true for cancer chemoprevention strategies using dietary agents such as fruits and vegetables. Phytochemical extracts from fruits and vegetables are increasingly being shown to exert potent antioxidant and antiproliferative effects(Reference Liu21). It is widely becoming appreciated that chemopreventive agents offer superior potential in the long term than chemotherapeutic agents, as lifestyle and dietary habits have been identified as major risk factors, particularly in prostate cancer growth and progression(Reference Kelloff, Sigman and Greenwald37, Reference Bidoli, Talamini and Bosetti38).
 Ginger rhizome is extensively used in the form of a fresh paste or dried powder to flavour food and beverages in places such as India and China(Reference Shukla and Singh14). The present study reports a novel finding that oral consumption of the extract of whole ginger, a commonly consumed vegetable worldwide, significantly inhibits prostate tumour progression in both in vitro and in vivo mice models. The anticancer effect of GE was coupled with its significant antiproliferative, cell-cycle inhibitory and pro-apoptotic activity in cell culture as well as in prostate tumour xenograft models. In addition, we also identified that GE strongly suppressed in vitro and in vivo expression of cyclins/cdks that intricately orchestrate cell-cycle progression.
 Ginger is rich in both hydrophilic and hydrophobic constituents, with the hydrophobic portion mainly comprising different kinds of monoterpenes, oxygenated monoterpenes, sesquiterpenes, zingerone, paradols, gingerols and shogaols other than essential oils(Reference Saha, Smith and Lenz39). Shogaol is a dehydrated product of structurally similar gingerols(Reference Jolad, Lantz and Solyom40). Just as large quantity of gingerols is found in fresh ginger, shogaols are abundant in dried and thermally treated ginger(Reference Jolad, Lantz and Solyom40); on the other hand, the hydrophilic portion of GE mostly has a variety of polyphenolic compounds(Reference Kato, Higuchi and Goto41). Quantitative reports have suggested that the main constituents such as 6-gingerol, 8-gingerol, 10-gingerol and 6-shogaol are present in GE to an extent of 2·15 , 0·72 , 1·78  and 0·37 %, respectively(Reference Zick, Djuric and Ruffin13). Recent studies have shown that 6-gingerol, the major pungent constituent of ginger, suppresses carcinogenesis in skin(Reference Kim, Kundu and Shin19, Reference Park, Chun and Lee42), gastrointestinal(Reference Yoshimi, Wang and Morishita43), colon(Reference Jeong, Bode and Pugliese29) and breast(Reference Lee, Seo and Kang28). The effective in vitro dose level for 6-gingerol in a variety of cancer cells has been reported to be in the range of 300–400 μm(Reference Park, Wen and Bang32), which translates to 88–177 μg/ml. This is interesting as on the basis of our whole GE data (IC50 value = 250 μg/ml), IC50 for 6-gingerol computes to only 5·38 μg/ml (approximately 18 μm). These observations raise the possibility of the presence of more active ingredients or existence of an additive and/or synergistic relationship between the bioactive constituents in GE. Furthermore, pharmacokinetic studies have reported the maximum achievable plasma concentrations of 6-gingerol as 1·90 (sd 0·97) μg/ml (approximately 6·4 (sd 3·3) μm) on oral administration of 120 mg/kg of 6-gingerol in rats(Reference Wang, Li and Wen44). This suggests that the maximum levels of 6-gingerol achievable in the plasma are much lower compared with the reported in vitro effective half-maximal dose (300–400 μm), thus limiting its potential efficacy in humans. This notion is in agreement with accumulating data that suggest that the additive/synergistic effects of the constituent phytochemicals in fruits and vegetables are accountable for their potent antioxidant and anticancer activities(Reference Liu21). This emerging paradigm is further supported by clinical trials with pure single phytochemicals such as α-tocopherol, β-carotene and vitamin C that have met with limited success(Reference Liu24, 45, Reference Omenn, Goodman and Thornquist46), reinforcing the fact that an isolated single constituent of a complex mixture of phytochemicals present in foods may lose its bioactivity(Reference Liu21). In the light of these arguments, the remarkable anticancer activity of whole GE, without any detectable toxicity in the present study, certainly underscores the importance of using whole food extracts. Essentially, the beneficial effects of constituent phytochemicals at much lower dose levels when present together compared with high, relatively toxic doses when used as single agents may be ascribable to complex inter-reactivity or interdependence existent among various constituent phytochemicals. This may also be attributable to the fact that the various phytochemicals comprising whole foods vary in their molecular size, hydrophilicity and solubility. Thus, there is a strong likelihood that a particular combination of phytochemicals perhaps offers the optimal pharmacokinetic and pharmacodynamic properties that dictate favourable anticancer responses. However, if the constituents that participate in the ‘optimal combination’ are singled out, it may result in altered bioavailability and distribution of the phytochemicals in different macromolecules, subcellular organelles, cells, organs and tissues to yield suboptimal or an absence of favourable therapeutic responses(Reference Liu24).
 Given our anticancer therapeutic doses of GE in reducing tumour burden in mice bearing human prostate xenografts, we performed allometric scaling calculations to extrapolate the mice data to humans, and the human equivalent dose of the GE was found to be approximately 567 mg for a 70 kg adult(Reference Reagan-Shaw, Nihal and Ahmad47), which perhaps can be obtained from about 100 g of fresh ginger. Although various other pharmacokinetic and pharmacodymanic factors need to be considered before any such conclusions on dose extrapolations can be drawn, our data present the potential usefulness of GE in prostate cancer and warrant further studies. In conclusion, the present study is the first report to describe identification and detailed evaluation of in vitro and in vivo anticancer activity of whole GE in the therapeutic management of human prostate cancer.
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 Fig. 1 Ginger extract (GE) has potent antiproliferative activity. Human prostate cancer LNCaP (), DU145 (), PC-3 (), C4-2 (), C4-2B () cells, as well as normal prostate epithelial cells (PrEC, ) and human dermal primary fibroblasts (HDF, ) were treated with gradient concentrations of GE for 72 h. The percentage of cell proliferation at indicated concentrations, compared with untreated control cells, was measured by the in vitro cell proliferation assay, as described in Materials and methods. (A) Plot of percentage of cell survival vs. GE concentrations used for the determination of half-maximal concentration of growth inhibition (IC50) values. Values are means of three independent experiments performed in triplicate, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (P < 0·05). (B) Bar graph representation of the IC50 of the indicated cell lines. (C) Bar graph representation and photograph of crystal violet-stained surviving colonies from the control and GE-treated (250 and 1000 μg/ml) groups. (D) Fluorescence micrographs of control and GE-treated PC-3 cells stained for (Di) Ki67 (green) or (Dii) 4′,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI, blue). Scale bar, 20 μm. (Diii) Quantification of Ki67-postive or DAPI-stained cells in control () and 250 μg/ml of GE-treated PC-3 cells () from random image fields totalling 200 cells. Values are means, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars. Mean values were significantly different from the controls (P < 0·05). (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).
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 Fig. 2 Ginger extract (GE) affects cell-cycle progression kinetics by causing the S and G2/M arrest followed by an increase in sub-G1 cell population, suggesting apoptosis. Cell-cycle progression over (A) dose (0–1000 μg/ml) and (B) time (0–72 h) are depicted in a three-dimensional format. Cell populations in G0/G1 appear as 2N (unduplicated) DNA content and G2/M populations are indicated by 4N (duplicated) DNA content. (C) Immunoblots of cell lysates treated in the absence or presence of 250 μg/ml of GE for cyclin D1, cdk4, cyclin E, p21 and p-Rb. Uniform loading was confirmed by β-actin. (Di) Flow cytometric histogram profiles showing percentage of cells with cytosolic monomeric JC-1-associated green fluorescence (indicating collapse of mitochondrial membrane potential) in PC-3 cultures treated with dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO; control, pink profile; ) or GE (blue profile; ) for 24 h. Representative data from a single experiment are shown. (Dii) Quantification of the increase in mean fluorescence intensity (MFI, i.e. the percentage of green JC-1-stained cells) in PC-3 cultures treated with DMSO (control) or GE for 24 h. (Ei) Histogram profiles showing a spectral shift and loss of red fluorescence, consistent with the loss of transmembrane potential on GE treatment (control, green; GE, red). (Eii) Quantification of the decrease in mean fluorescence intensity (i.e. the percentage of red JC-1-stained cells) in PC-3 cultures treated with DMSO (control) or GE for 24 h. Values are means of three independent experiments performed in triplicate, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (P < 0·05). (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).
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 Fig. 3 Ginger extract (GE) induces mitochondrially mediated intrinsic apoptosis. (A) Immunoblot analyses for BAX, Bcl2, cytoplasmic cytochrome c (Cyt c), cleaved caspase-3 and poly(ADP-ribose)polymerase (PARP). β-Actin was used as a loading control. (B) Quantification of the time-dependent increase in caspase-3 (Casp-3) activity on GE treatment. Cells were treated with GE for 0, 12, 24 and 48 h, and caspase-3 activity was analysed using the fluorogenic substrate Ac-DEVD-7-amino-4-trifluoromethyl-coumarin. Values are means of three independent experiments performed in triplicate, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (P < 0·05). Immunofluoresence micrographs of control and 250 μg/ml of GE-treated cells stained for cleaved (Ci) caspase-3 and (Di) PARP. (Cii, Dii) Quantification of activated caspase-3-positive and cleaved PARP-positive cells. (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).
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 Fig. 4 Ginger extract (GE) caused in vivo inhibition of tumour growth in human PC-3 xenografts on dietary feeding of GE. (A) Progression profile of tumour growth in control vehicle-treated () and GE-treated () mice at the time of treatment. (B) GE treatment was well tolerated, and the body weights of the control () and GE-treated () groups were comparable. Values are means, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (n = 6, P < 0·05). (C) Tumour micrographs from control and GE-treated mice, respectively, at 100 ×  and 200 ×  magnification. GE-treated tumour microsections reveal large areas of tumour cell death, consistent with the therapeutic effects of GE. Microsections from control tumour tissue show sheets of tumour cells with high-grade pleomorphic nuclei with minimal cell death. (D) Western blot analysis of tumour tissue lysates from control and GE-treated mice for cyclin B, cyclin D1, cyclin E, p21 and cleaved caspase-3. (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).

 

 


View in content
 

 Fig. 5 (A) Immunohistochemical staining of paraffin-embedded tumour tissue sections from the control and ginger extract (GE)-treated groups for proliferation marker (Ki67) and apoptotic markers (cleaved caspase-3 (casp-3), cleaved poly(ADP-ribose)polymerase (PARP) and terminal deoxynucleotidyl transferase dUTP nick-end labelling (TUNEL)). (B) Quantification of Ki67, cleaved casp-3, cleaved PARP and TUNEL-positive cells counted from several randomly selected fields for a total of 200 cells. Values are means, with standard deviations represented by vertical bars (P < 0·05). Control, ; GE, (A colour version of this figure can be found online at www.journals.cambridge.org/bjn).

 

 

  Aneja Supplementary Material
 Aneja Supplementary Material


  
     
         
         
             
             
        
    



 
 
  

  
 
PDF
1.1 MB





        



 
  
 
 



 You have 
Access
 
 	98
	Cited by


 

   




 Cited by

 
 Loading...


    


 













Cited by





	



98




	


















Crossref Citations










This article has been cited by the following publications. This list is generated based on data provided by
Crossref.









Hoque, Ashraful
and
Xu, Xiao-Chun
2013.
Mitochondria as Targets for Phytochemicals in Cancer Prevention and Therapy.
p.
127.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Solowey, Elisha
Lichtenstein, Michal
Sallon, Sarah
Paavilainen, Helena
Solowey, Elaine
and
Lorberboum-Galski, Haya
2014.
Evaluating Medicinal Plants for Anticancer Activity.
The Scientific World Journal,
Vol. 2014,
Issue. ,
p.
1.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Pal, Sanjoy Kumar
2014.
Ayurvedic Science of Food and Nutrition.
p.
81.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Bhandari, Prasan
2014.
Dietary Botanicals for Chemoprevention of Prostate Cancer.
Journal of Traditional and Complementary Medicine,
Vol. 4,
Issue. 2,
p.
75.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Sincholle, Daniel
2014.
Le gingembre, un exemple d’aliment fonctionnel.
Pratiques en nutrition,
Vol. 10,
Issue. 39,
p.
38.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Almog, Limor
Lev, Efraim
Schiff, Elad
Linn, Shai
and
Ben-Arye, Eran
2014.
Bridging cross-cultural gaps: monitoring herbal use during chemotherapy in patients referred to integrative medicine consultation in Israel.
Supportive Care in Cancer,
Vol. 22,
Issue. 10,
p.
2793.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Opara, Elizabeth
and
Chohan, Magali
2014.
Culinary Herbs and Spices: Their Bioactive Properties, the Contribution of Polyphenols and the Challenges in Deducing Their True Health Benefits.
International Journal of Molecular Sciences,
Vol. 15,
Issue. 10,
p.
19183.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Gundala, Sushma R.
Mukkavilli, Rao
Yang, Chunhua
Yadav, Pooja
Tandon, Vibha
Vangala, Subrahmanyam
Prakash, Satya
and
Aneja, Ritu
2014.
Enterohepatic recirculation of bioactive ginger phytochemicals is associated with enhanced tumor growth-inhibitory activity of ginger extract.
Carcinogenesis,
Vol. 35,
Issue. 6,
p.
1320.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Fu, Junsheng
Chen, Huadong
Soroka, Dominique N.
Warin, Renaud F.
and
Sang, Shengmin
2014.
Cysteine-Conjugated Metabolites of Ginger Components, Shogaols, Induce Apoptosis through Oxidative Stress-Mediated p53 Pathway in Human Colon Cancer Cells.
Journal of Agricultural and Food Chemistry,
Vol. 62,
Issue. 20,
p.
4632.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Saha, Achinto
Blando, Jorge
Silver, Eric
Beltran, Linda
Sessler, Jonathan
and
DiGiovanni, John
2014.
6-Shogaol from Dried Ginger Inhibits Growth of Prostate Cancer Cells Both In Vitro and In Vivo through Inhibition of STAT3 and NF-κB Signaling.
Cancer Prevention Research,
Vol. 7,
Issue. 6,
p.
627.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Akimoto, Miho
Iizuka, Mari
Kanematsu, Rie
Yoshida, Masato
Takenaga, Keizo
and
Velasco, Guillermo
2015.
Anticancer Effect of Ginger Extract against Pancreatic Cancer Cells Mainly through Reactive Oxygen Species-Mediated Autotic Cell Death.
PLOS ONE,
Vol. 10,
Issue. 5,
p.
e0126605.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Bhargava, Shipra
Malhotra, Hemant
Rathore, Om Singh
Malhotra, Bharti
Sharma, Pratibha
Batra, Amla
Sharma, Asha
and
Chiplunkar, Shubhada V.
2015.
Anti-leukemic activities of alcoholic extracts of two traditional Indian medicinal plants.
Leukemia & Lymphoma,
Vol. 56,
Issue. 11,
p.
3168.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Makanjuola, Solomon Akinremi
Enujiugha, Victor Ndigwe
Omoba, Olufunmilayo Sade
and
Sanni, David Morakinyo
2015.
Optimization and prediction of antioxidant properties of a tea‐ginger extract.
Food Science & Nutrition,
Vol. 3,
Issue. 5,
p.
443.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Byun, Sanguine
Lim, Semi
Mun, Ji Young
Kim, Ki Hyun
Ramadhar, Timothy R.
Farrand, Lee
Shin, Seung Ho
Thimmegowda, N.R.
Lee, Hyong Joo
Frank, David A.
Clardy, Jon
Lee, Sam W.
and
Lee, Ki Won
2015.
Identification of a Dual Inhibitor of Janus Kinase 2 (JAK2) and p70 Ribosomal S6 Kinase1 (S6K1) Pathways.
Journal of Biological Chemistry,
Vol. 290,
Issue. 39,
p.
23553.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Yang, C.
Gundala, S. R.
Mukkavilli, R.
Vangala, S.
Reid, M. D.
and
Aneja, R.
2015.
Synergistic interactions among flavonoids and acetogenins in Graviola (Annona muricata) leaves confer protection against prostate cancer.
Carcinogenesis,
Vol. 36,
Issue. 6,
p.
656.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Lim, T. K.
2016.
Edible Medicinal and Non-Medicinal Plants.
p.
469.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Zheng, Jie
Zhou, Yue
Li, Ya
Xu, Dong-Ping
Li, Sha
and
Li, Hua-Bin
2016.
Spices for Prevention and Treatment of Cancers.
Nutrients,
Vol. 8,
Issue. 8,
p.
495.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Ortega, M. T.
Jeffery, B.
Riviere, J. E.
and
Monteiro‐Riviere, N. A.
2016.
Toxicological effects of pet food ingredients on canine bone marrow‐derived mesenchymal stem cells and enterocyte‐like cells.
Journal of Applied Toxicology,
Vol. 36,
Issue. 2,
p.
189.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Saxena, Roopali
Rida, Padmashree C. G.
Kucuk, Omer
and
Aneja, Ritu
2016.
Ginger augmented chemotherapy: A novel multitarget nontoxic approach for cancer management.
Molecular Nutrition & Food Research,
Vol. 60,
Issue. 6,
p.
1364.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Patra, Jayanta Kumar
Das, Gitishree
Paramithiotis, Spiros
and
Shin, Han-Seung
2016.
Kimchi and Other Widely Consumed Traditional Fermented Foods of Korea: A Review.
Frontiers in Microbiology,
Vol. 7,
Issue. ,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar





Download full list
















Google Scholar Citations

View all Google Scholar citations
for this article.














 

×






	Librarians
	Authors
	Publishing partners
	Agents
	Corporates








	

Additional Information











	Accessibility
	Our blog
	News
	Contact and help
	Cambridge Core legal notices
	Feedback
	Sitemap



Select your country preference




Afghanistan
Aland Islands
Albania
Algeria
American Samoa
Andorra
Angola
Anguilla
Antarctica
Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina
Armenia
Aruba
Australia
Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Barbados
Belarus
Belgium
Belize
Benin
Bermuda
Bhutan
Bolivia
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Botswana
Bouvet Island
Brazil
British Indian Ocean Territory
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
Burundi
Cambodia
Cameroon
Canada
Cape Verde
Cayman Islands
Central African Republic
Chad
Channel Islands, Isle of Man
Chile
China
Christmas Island
Cocos (Keeling) Islands
Colombia
Comoros
Congo
Congo, The Democratic Republic of the
Cook Islands
Costa Rica
Cote D'Ivoire
Croatia
Cuba
Cyprus
Czech Republic
Denmark
Djibouti
Dominica
Dominican Republic
East Timor
Ecuador
Egypt
El Salvador
Equatorial Guinea
Eritrea
Estonia
Ethiopia
Falkland Islands (Malvinas)
Faroe Islands
Fiji
Finland
France
French Guiana
French Polynesia
French Southern Territories
Gabon
Gambia
Georgia
Germany
Ghana
Gibraltar
Greece
Greenland
Grenada
Guadeloupe
Guam
Guatemala
Guernsey
Guinea
Guinea-bissau
Guyana
Haiti
Heard and Mc Donald Islands
Honduras
Hong Kong
Hungary
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran, Islamic Republic of
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jersey
Jordan
Kazakhstan
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea, Democratic People's Republic of
Korea, Republic of
Kuwait
Kyrgyzstan
Lao People's Democratic Republic
Latvia
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Liechtenstein
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Macau
Macedonia
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali
Malta
Marshall Islands
Martinique
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mayotte
Mexico
Micronesia, Federated States of
Moldova, Republic of
Monaco
Mongolia
Montenegro
Montserrat
Morocco
Mozambique
Myanmar
Namibia
Nauru
Nepal
Netherlands
Netherlands Antilles
New Caledonia
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Nigeria
Niue
Norfolk Island
Northern Mariana Islands
Norway
Oman
Pakistan
Palau
Palestinian Territory, Occupied
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Pitcairn
Poland
Portugal
Puerto Rico
Qatar
Reunion
Romania
Russian Federation
Rwanda
Saint Kitts and Nevis
Saint Lucia
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
Samoa
San Marino
Sao Tome and Principe
Saudi Arabia
Senegal
Serbia
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore
Slovakia
Slovenia
Solomon Islands
Somalia
South Africa
South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands
Spain
Sri Lanka
St. Helena
St. Pierre and Miquelon
Sudan
Suriname
Svalbard and Jan Mayen Islands
Swaziland
Sweden
Switzerland
Syrian Arab Republic
Taiwan
Tajikistan
Tanzania, United Republic of
Thailand
Togo
Tokelau
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Turkey
Turkmenistan
Turks and Caicos Islands
Tuvalu
Uganda
Ukraine
United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom
United States
United States Minor Outlying Islands
United States Virgin Islands
Uruguay
Uzbekistan
Vanuatu
Vatican City
Venezuela
Vietnam
Virgin Islands (British)
Wallis and Futuna Islands
Western Sahara
Yemen
Zambia
Zimbabwe









Join us online

	









	









	









	









	


























	

Legal Information










	









	Rights & Permissions
	Copyright
	Privacy Notice
	Terms of use
	Cookies Policy
	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top













	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top












































Cancel

Confirm





×





















Save article to Kindle






To save this article to your Kindle, first ensure coreplatform@cambridge.org is added to your Approved Personal Document E-mail List under your Personal Document Settings on the Manage Your Content and Devices page of your Amazon account. Then enter the ‘name’ part of your Kindle email address below.
Find out more about saving to your Kindle.



Note you can select to save to either the @free.kindle.com or @kindle.com variations. ‘@free.kindle.com’ emails are free but can only be saved to your device when it is connected to wi-fi. ‘@kindle.com’ emails can be delivered even when you are not connected to wi-fi, but note that service fees apply.



Find out more about the Kindle Personal Document Service.








Benefits of whole ginger extract in prostate cancer








	Volume 107, Issue 4
	
Prasanthi Karna (a1), Sharmeen Chagani (a1), Sushma R. Gundala (a1), Padmashree C. G. Rida (a1), Ghazia Asif (a1), Vibhuti Sharma (a1), Meenakshi V. Gupta (a2) and Ritu Aneja (a1)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114511003308





 








Your Kindle email address




Please provide your Kindle email.



@free.kindle.com
@kindle.com (service fees apply)









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Dropbox







To save this article to your Dropbox account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Dropbox account.
Find out more about saving content to Dropbox.

 





Benefits of whole ginger extract in prostate cancer








	Volume 107, Issue 4
	
Prasanthi Karna (a1), Sharmeen Chagani (a1), Sushma R. Gundala (a1), Padmashree C. G. Rida (a1), Ghazia Asif (a1), Vibhuti Sharma (a1), Meenakshi V. Gupta (a2) and Ritu Aneja (a1)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114511003308





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Google Drive







To save this article to your Google Drive account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Google Drive account.
Find out more about saving content to Google Drive.

 





Benefits of whole ginger extract in prostate cancer








	Volume 107, Issue 4
	
Prasanthi Karna (a1), Sharmeen Chagani (a1), Sushma R. Gundala (a1), Padmashree C. G. Rida (a1), Ghazia Asif (a1), Vibhuti Sharma (a1), Meenakshi V. Gupta (a2) and Ritu Aneja (a1)

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114511003308





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×



×



Reply to:

Submit a response













Title *

Please enter a title for your response.







Contents *


Contents help










Close Contents help









 



- No HTML tags allowed
- Web page URLs will display as text only
- Lines and paragraphs break automatically
- Attachments, images or tables are not permitted




Please enter your response.









Your details









First name *

Please enter your first name.




Last name *

Please enter your last name.




Email *


Email help










Close Email help









 



Your email address will be used in order to notify you when your comment has been reviewed by the moderator and in case the author(s) of the article or the moderator need to contact you directly.




Please enter a valid email address.






Occupation

Please enter your occupation.




Affiliation

Please enter any affiliation.















You have entered the maximum number of contributors






Conflicting interests








Do you have any conflicting interests? *

Conflicting interests help











Close Conflicting interests help









 



Please list any fees and grants from, employment by, consultancy for, shared ownership in or any close relationship with, at any time over the preceding 36 months, any organisation whose interests may be affected by the publication of the response. Please also list any non-financial associations or interests (personal, professional, political, institutional, religious or other) that a reasonable reader would want to know about in relation to the submitted work. This pertains to all the authors of the piece, their spouses or partners.





 Yes


 No




More information *

Please enter details of the conflict of interest or select 'No'.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree to our Terms of use. *


Please accept terms of use.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree that your name, comment and conflicts of interest (if accepted) will be visible on the website and your comment may be printed in the journal at the Editor’s discretion. *


Please confirm you agree that your details will be displayed.


















