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Whether active UCP1 can reduce ROS production in brown-fat mitochondria is presently not settled. The issue is
of principal significance, as it can be seen as a proof- or disproof-of-principle concerning the ability of any protein
to diminish ROS production through membrane depolarization. We therefore undertook a comprehensive
investigation of the significance of UCP1 for ROS production, by comparing the ROS production in brown-fat
mitochondria isolated from wildtype mice (that display membrane depolarization) or from UCP1(−/−) mice
(with a high membrane potential). We tested the significance of UCP1 for glycerol-3-phosphate-supported
ROS production by three methods (fluorescent dihydroethidium and the ESR probe PHH for superoxide, and
fluorescent Amplex Red for hydrogen peroxide), and followed ROS production also with succinate, acyl-CoA or
pyruvate as substrate. We studied the effects of the reverse electron flow inhibitor rotenone, the UCP1 activity
inhibitor GDP, and the uncoupler FCCP. We also examined the effect of a physiologically induced increase in
UCP1 amount. We noted GDP effects that were not UCP1-related. We conclude that only ROS production
supported by exogenously added succinate was affected by the presence of active UCP1; ROS production
supported by any other tested substrate (including endogenously generated succinate) was unaffected.
This conclusion indicates that UCP1 is not involved in control of ROS production in brown-fat mitochondria.
Extrapolation of these data to other tissues would imply that membrane depolarization may not necessarily
decrease physiologically relevant ROS production. This article is a part of a Special Issue entitled: 18th
European Bioenergetics Conference (Biochim. Biophys. Acta, Volume 1837, Issue 7, July 2014).

© 2014 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
1. Introduction

Published observations concerning the effect of UCP1 on ROS pro-
duction are not consistent, with data being interpreted as indicating
that the absence of UCP1 leads to increased ROS production [1,2] — or
that UCP1, even when active, has no effect on ROS production [3–5].

Whereas this issue is evidently of interest regarding brown
adipose tissue function, its significance is broader than that. This is
because UCP1 is the only verified uncoupling protein: it does lead
,6-dichlorophenolindophenol;
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to decreased membrane potential when it is active [6–8]. Provided
that ROS production is membrane-potential-sensitive, UCP1 should
undoubtedly influence ROS production.

In this way, UCP1 effects on ROS production may be said to be a
proof-of-principle test. It has been suggested [9], widely accepted [10]
but also critically discussed [11–13] that the members of the so-called
uncoupling protein family could be protective against oxidative
damage, based on their suggested uncoupling (depolarizing) activity.
However, as it may be doubted that any member of the uncoupling
protein family (UCP2, UCP3, protoUCP1) other than mammalian UCP1
itself has uncoupling activity [12,14], it is not appropriate presently to
examine this hypothesis in any tissue, except in the UCP1-expressing
brown adipose tissue. If UCP1 does not function as a mitigator of ROS
production in brown-fat mitochondria, the issue of developing possibil-
ities to activate other uncoupling protein-family members to induce an
uncoupling activity [15,16] becomes irrelevant as a means to diminish
ROS production and oxidative damage.

Furthermore, as active UCP1 undoubtedly reduces themitochondrial
membrane potential [12,14], a diminished ROS production must
unconditionally be observed when UCP1 is active if the so-called
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“mild-uncoupling” hypothesis for amelioration of oxidative damage
is valid [17,18]. If this is not the case, themild-uncoupling hypothesis
would not provide a therapeutic pathway to protect against oxida-
tive damage. The issue of the actual significance of oxidative damage
for the ageing process [19] – and for mitochondrial diseases [20] – is
outside the range of issues in the present paper.

As will be understood from the outline above, it is of considerable
importance to establish the actual ability of UCP1 to affect ROS produc-
tion. This is thus the aim of the present investigation.We conclude that,
with the exception of a very specific and probably not physiologically
related condition (exogenously added succinate respiration), we find
no effect of UCP1 on ROS production in brown-fat mitochondria.
Concerning the possible function of uncoupling proteins andmembrane
potential in ameliorating ROS production in any tissue, our observations
would imply that such effects are unlikely, although dedicated
experiments would be needed to establish this in general.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Animals

UCP1-ablated mice (progeny of those described in [21]) were
backcrossed to C57Bl/6 for 10 generations and after repeated
intercrossing (every 10 generations) were maintained as UCP1(−/−)
and UCP1(+/+) (wildtype) strains. The mice were fed ad libitum
(R70 Standard Diet, Lactamin), had free access to water, and were
kept on a 12:12 h light:dark cycle, routinely at normal (24 °C) animal
house temperature. Adult (8–12 week old) male mice were routinely
used for the experiments.

For the experiments on cold-acclimated animals, adult male
mice were divided into age-matched (7–8 week old) groups, one
per cage, and acclimated at 30 °C or at 4 °C during 4–6 weeks.
The experiments were approved by the Animal Ethics Committee
of the North Stockholm region.

2.2. Isolation of brown adipose tissue mitochondria

Mice were anaesthetised for 1 min with a mixture of 79% CO2

and 21% O2 and decapitated. The interscapular, periaortic, axillary, and
cervical brown-adipose tissue depots were pooled from 3 to 5 mice
and placed in ice-cold medium consisting of 250 mM sucrose, freed of
white fat and used for isolation of brown-fatmitochondria. Preparations
from wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mice (or warm- and cold-acclimated
wildtype mice) were generally made and run in parallel.

Brown-fat mitochondria were isolated as described in [22]. The
brown adipose tissuewasfinelymincedwith scissors and homogenized
in a Potter homogeniser with a Teflon pestle. Throughout the isolation
process, tissues were kept at 0–2 °C. Mitochondria were isolated by dif-
ferential centrifugation as follows. The homogenates were centrifuged
at 8 500 g for 10 min at 2 °C in a Beckman J2-21M centrifuge. The
resulting supernatant, containing floating fat, was discarded. The pellet
was resuspended in ice-cold medium containing 250 mM sucrose.
The resuspended homogenate was centrifuged at 800 g for 10 min,
and the resulting supernatant was centrifuged at 8 500 g for 10 min.
The resulting mitochondrial pellet was resuspended in 100 mM KCl,
20 mM K+-Tes (pH 7.2), 1 mM EDTA, 0.6% (w/v) fatty-acid-free BSA
and centrifuged again at 8 500 g for 10min. The finalmitochondrial pel-
lets were resuspended by hand homogenisation in a small glass
homogeniser in the same medium. The concentration of mitochondrial
protein was measured using fluorescamine [23] with BSA as a standard.

2.3. Oxygen consumption

Oxygen consumption rates were monitored with a Clark-type
oxygen electrode (Yellow Springs Instrument Co., USA) in a sealed
chamber at 37 °C, as described [24]. Brown-fat mitochondria
(0.25 mg protein/ml) were incubated in a medium consisting of
125 mM sucrose, 20 mM K+-Tes (pH 7.2), 2 mM MgCl2, 1 mM EDTA,
4 mM KPi, and 0.1% (w/v) fatty-acid-free BSA.

Respiratory activity of mitochondria was measured in the presence
of 5 mM pyruvate plus 3 mMmalate or of 50 μM palmitoyl-CoA plus 5
mM carnitine plus 3 mM malate or of 5 mM glycerol-3-phosphate
or of 5 mM succinate. The respiration was initiated by the addition of
substrate. Basal (i.e. UCP1-independent) respiration was determined
as the residual respiration following addition of (routinely) 1 mM
GDP (increased concentration up to 3 mM has no additional effect
(not shown)). Maximal oxygen consumption rates were obtained by
addition of FCCP to a final concentration of 0.7–2.1 μM.

2.4. Measurement of mitochondrial membrane potential

Mitochondrial membrane potential measurements were performed
with the dye safranin O [25] under the same conditions as those used
for oxygen consumption. The changes in absorbance of safranin O
were followed at 37 °C in an Olis® modernized Aminco DW-2 dual-
wavelength spectrophotometer at 511–533 nm with a 3-nm slit. Olis
GlobalWorks™ software was used for recording and quantification.
Calibration curves were made for each mitochondrial preparation
in K+-free medium and were obtained from traces in which the
extramitochondrial K+, [K+]out, was altered by addition of KCl in
a 0.1–500 mM final concentration range, in the presence of 3 μM
valinomycin. The change in absorbance caused by each addition was
plotted against [K+]out and the intramitochondrial K+, [K+]in, was esti-
mated by extrapolation of the line to the zero uptake point, as described
[25]. The absorbance readings were used to calculate the membrane
potential (mV) by the Nernst equation according to: Δψ = 61 mV · log
([K+]in/[K+]out).

2.5. Mitochondrial superoxide production

Superoxide was measured using 2 methods: superoxide-induced
conversion of dihydroethidium (DHE) into fluorescent 2-OH-ethidium
[26], and superoxide-induced conversion of the spin-trapping reagent
PPH (1-hydroxy-4-phosphono-oxy-2,2,6,6-tetramethyl-piperidine) [27].

Conversion of DHEwasmonitored with a Sigma spectrofluorometer
at 37 °C with an excitation wavelength of 495 nm and emission via a
narrow band pass filter at 570± 5 nm [28]; the narrow band pass filter
helps to increase the selectivity [26]. Detection of superoxide radical by
this method has earlier been confirmed by inhibition of the fluorescent
signal with exogenous superoxide dismutase and by observation of a
lowered signal in hSOD2-overexpressing mice [28].

The cyclic hydroxyl-amine PPH (Noxygen Science Transfer &
Diagnostics GmbH) was used for measurements of superoxide pro-
duction by mitochondria [29]. PPH reacts with superoxide, producing
stable PP-nitroxide that can be detected with electron spin resonance
(ESR) spectroscopy [27]. Briefly, 10 mM PPH was dissolved in deoxy-
genatedmedium containing 50 μMdeferoxamine. Mitochondria prep-
arations and PPH stock solutions were kept on ice (50 μg protein
mixed with 1 mM PPH and mitochondrial substrates in 100 μl incu-
bation medium with the same composition as described for oxygen
consumption). Accumulation of PP-nitroxide was measured with a
Bruker ESP 300 X-band spectrometer and a super-high Q microwave
cavity. The following ESR settings were used: microwave frequency
9.78 GHz, modulation amplitude 2 G, microwave power 10 dB, con-
version time 1.3 s, and time constant 5.2 s.

2.6. Mitochondrial hydrogen peroxide production

MitochondrialH2O2 net productionwasdeterminedfluorometrically
with the Amplex Red reagent. Oxidation of Amplex Red coupled by
horseradish peroxidase to reduction of H2O2 produces the red fluores-
cent product resorufin. Mitochondria (0.05–0.12 mg mitochondrial
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protein ml−1) were incubated under the same conditions as those
used for oxygen consumption. All incubations also contained 5 μM
Amplex Red, 12 units ml−1 horseradish peroxidase and 45 units ml−1

superoxide dismutase. The reaction was routinely initiated by addition
of mitochondria followed by successive addition of substrate (as
described for oxygen consumption), followed by rotenone (0.7 μM)
or GDP (1 mM) or FCCP (actual concentrations indicated in figure
legends). In some experiments, substrates and GDP or rotenone
were added simultaneously. The increase in fluorescence emitted
through a band pass filter of 600 ± 20 nm from an excitation wave-
length of 545 nm was followed in a 3 ml cuvette for 2–5 min with a
Sigma spectrofluorometer. In some experiments, fluorescence was
detected with an EnSpire® Multimode Plate Reader (PerkinElmer,
USA) in 24-well plate. Optimisation was applied, the excitation
wavelength was set to 563 nm and the fluorescence emission was
detected at 584 nm. The rate of H2O2 production was calculated as
the change in fluorescence intensity during the linear increase
phase, as earlier described [8,30]. Calibration curves were obtained by
adding known amounts of freshly diluted H2O2 (the concentration of
stock solution was checked at 240 nm using a molar extinction coeffi-
cient of 43.6) to the assay medium. The standard curve was linear in
a range up till 500 nM H2O2. The calibration was performed also in the
presence of GDP, rotenone and all substrates used for this study; no ad-
ditions had any effect on the calibration. We specifically paid attention
to possible effects of glycerol-3-phosphate (DL-α-glycerolphosphate,
disodium salt, 95–99% of α-isomer), but in contrast to [31] we did not
observe any assay interference with 5–10 mM of this compound.

2.7. Immunoblotting

Immunoblot analysis was performed principally as in [32]. Aliquots
of freshly isolated mitochondrial suspensions were supplemented
with a protease inhibitor cocktail (Complete Mini, Roche), placed in
liquid nitrogen and then stored at −80 °C. Protein concentrations
of the thawed mitochondrial samples were re-quantified using the
Bradford assay. Mitochondrial proteins were analysed by Tricine SDS-
PAGE on 10% gels [33] using the Mini-Protean III apparatus (BioRad).
Proteins were transferred from gels to PVDF-membranes (Immobilon-P,
Millipore) using semidry electrotransfer (BioRad). The membranes
were blocked with 5% (w/v) non-fat dried milk in TBST (150 mM
NaCl, 10 mM Tris, 0.1% (v/v) Tween-20, pH 7.5) for 1 h and incubated
for 2 h with the specific primary antibodies diluted in TBST. A mono-
clonal antibody against subunit SDHA (70 kDa) of succinate dehy-
drogenase was obtained from Abcam; rabbit polyclonal antibodies
to glycerol 3-phosphate dehydrogenase (mGPDH) were custom pre-
pared [32]. The dilution of SDHA antibody was 1:2000. The dilution
of mGPDH antibody was 1:5000. Membranes were then incubated
for 1 h with corresponding secondary fluorescent antibodies —

IRDye 680- or 800-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG (Life Technolo-
gies) or goat anti-rabbit IgG (Rockland). Both secondary antibodies
(mouse and rabbit) were diluted 1:3000. Detection of proteins was
performed using an Odyssey fluorescence scanner (Li-Cor). The
quantification of signals was carried out in Aida Image Analyzer
programme version 3.21 (Raytest).

2.8. Enzyme activity assays

Activities of glycerol 3-phosphate dehydrogenase (mGPDH), glycerol-
3-phosphate cytochrome c reductase (mGPDH+Complex III; systematic
name, glycerol-3-phosphate:ferricytochrome c oxidoreductase; GCCR)
and succinate cytochrome c reductase (Complex II + Complex III; sys-
tematic name, succinate:ferricytochrome c oxidoreductase; SCCR) were
determined spectrophotometrically (Shimadzu UV-1601) in frozen-
thawed mitochondria as described [34]. 2,6-dichlorophenolindophenol
(DCPIP), electron acceptor for the dehydrogenase itself (mGPDH)
was monitored at 610 nm, molar absorption coefficient ε610 =
20.1 mM−1 · cm−1. Cytochrome c, electron acceptor for oxidoreduc-
tases (GCCR and SCCR)wasmonitored at 550 nm,molar absorption co-
efficient ε550 = 19.6 mM−1 · cm−1. The assay medium contained
50 mM KCl, 10 mM Tris–HCl, 1 mM EDTA, 1 mg BSA ml−1, 1 mM KCN,
pH 7.4 and 100 μM DCPIP or 50 μM cytochrome c (from bovine heart)
and approximately 0.1 mg mitochondrial protein. The reaction was
started by addition of 10 mM sn-glycerol 3-phosphate or succinate,
and changes in absorbance were monitored at 30 °C. Enzyme activities
were expressed as nmol · min−1 · mg−1 protein.

2.9. Chemicals

Fatty-acid-free bovine serum albumin (BSA), fraction V, was
from Roche Diagnostics GmbH. Rotenone, FCCP (carbonyl cyanide p-
(trifluoromethoxy)-phenylhydrazone), GDP (guanosine 5′-diphos-
phate) (sodium salt), pyruvic acid (sodium salt), DL-α-glycerol-3-phos-
phate (disodium salt, 95–99% of α-isomer), succinic acid (disodium
salt), L(−) malic acid (disodium salt), palmitoyl coenzyme A (lithium
salt), xanthine (2,6-dihydroxypurine), xanthine oxidase, safranin O,
EDTA (ethylenediamine tetraacetic acid), bovine recombinant superox-
ide dismutase, horseradish peroxidase, alamethicin were all from
Sigma-Aldrich Co. Fluorescamine (4-phenyl spiro-[furan-2(3H),1-
phthalan]-3,3′-dione) was from Fluka Chemie GmbH. Amplex Red
and dihydroethidium were from Life Technologies. GDP was dis-
solved in 20 mM Tes (pH 7.2) and the pH of the solution readjusted
to 7.2. FCCP was dissolved in 95% ethanol and diluted in 50% ethanol;
oligomycin was dissolved in 95% ethanol. Ethanol in a final concen-
tration of 0.1% did not in itself have any effects on the parameters
measured.

2.10. Statistics

All data are expressed asmeans± standard errors. Statistical analysis
was performed using KaleidaGraph 4.5.0 software, Student's t-test.

3. Results

The main aim of this investigation was to ascertain whether
the presence or absence of UCP1 affected the generation of ROS in
brown-fat mitochondria. Therefore, the experiments were basically
comparisons between ROS production in brown-fat mitochondria
isolated from wildtype or UCP1-ablated mice. The mice were housed
at 24 °C to provide a level of UCP1-mediated uncoupling that resulted
in a fairly modest reduction in membrane potential, “mild uncoupling”.
The experiments were initially performed in the absence of GDP,
i.e. UCP1 in the wildtype mitochondria is then innately active, which
is expected to lead to a physiologically relevant, lower membrane
potential and a high rate of oxygen consumption. The experiments
were performed with different substrates (glycerol-3-phosphate,
succinate, pyruvate and palmitoyl-CoA) and initially in the absence
of rotenone, i.e. reverse electron transport was possible.

3.1. No effect of UCP1 on glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS production:
verification by three different methods

Glycerol-3-phosphate is a favoured experimental substrate for
brown-fat mitochondria, as compared not only to white- [35] and
brite-fat mitochondria [36] but also to mitochondria from most other
tissues [37]. The particular physiological role of glycerol-3-phosphate
in brown adipose tissue metabolism has not been fully established,
but mitochondrial glycerol-3-phosphate dehydrogenase activity is
probably associated with the transfer of reducing equivalents from the
cytosol to the mitochondria [38]. Due to the high activity of glycerol-
3-phosphate dehydrogenase in brown-fat mitochondria, it is relevant
to examine ROS production with glycerol-3-phosphate as substrate.
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Fig. 1. No effect of UCP1 on ROS production in mitochondria energized by glycerol-3-phosphate. (A, B) Rates of oxygen consumption and level of membrane potential in brown-fat
mitochondria from wildtype (UCP1(+/+)) and UCP1(−/−) mice. Respiration was supported by 5 mM glycerol-3-phosphate. These and all other experiments in this figure were
performed in the absence of GDP and rotenone, i.e. allowing for full innate activity of UCP1 and for reverse electron flow. Data are means ± SE from 10 to 12 independent experiments;
* indicates difference between genotypes (two symbols indicate P b 0.01, three symbols indicate P b 0.001). (C) A representative trace of DHE fluorescence (superoxide release rates)
measured in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) brown-fat mitochondria. Initial additions were 0.08 mg/ml brown-fat mitochondria and 5 mM glycerol-3-phosphate, DHE added as indicated.
(D) Change in DHE fluorescence rate (measured principally as shown in C) in brown-fat mitochondria isolated from wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mice. Data are means ± SE from 3 to 4
independent experiments. (E)Measurement of superoxide with ESR and the spin probe PPH. PPH reacts with superoxide (obtained here from xanthine plus xanthine oxidase), producing
stable PP-nitroxide detected with ESR spectroscopy (orange signal, upper panel). The reaction was almost completely inhibited by 50 units/ml of superoxide dismutase (pink signal, upper
panel). To measure biologically produced superoxide we followed the middle peak (as indicated) of the ESR signal, as studied in brown-fat mitochondria from UCP1(−/−) (blue signal,
lower panel) and wildtype (red signal, lower panel) mitochondria. (F) Examples of changes of amplitude of the ESR signal (measured as in E (lower panel)) with time, followed in
brown-fat mitochondria preparations. (G) Rate of superoxide generation measured by ESR (as shown in E and F) in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mitochondria. Data are means ± SE of
3–4 independent preparations. (H) A representative trace of Amplex Red fluorescence (H2O2 levels) measured in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) brown-fat mitochondria. Additions were
0.03 mg/ml brown-fatmitochondria (Mit) and 5mMglycerol-3-phosphate (G3P). (I)Hydrogenperoxide production rate (measured principally as shown inH and expressed as hydrogen
peroxide amount, based on calibrations) in brown-fat mitochondria isolated from wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mice. Data are means of 10–12 independent preparations.
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We initially verified the significance of UCP1 for glycerol-3-phosphate
oxidation. As seen in Fig. 1A,wildtypemitochondria demonstrated a high
rate of respirationwhichwas about double that observed in UCP1(−/−)
mitochondria; addition of GDP to wildtype mitochondria (Fig. 2A)
reduced respiration to the level seen in UCP1(−/−) mitochondria
(Fig. 2A and [24,39,40]). Concomitant with the difference in respiration
seen betweenwildtype and UCP1(−/−)mitochondria, a clear difference
in membrane potential was seen, with the membrane potential being
markedly higher in UCP1(−/−) mitochondria (Fig. 1B).

With regard to ROS production, we [3] and others [1] have earlier
demonstrated that despite this clear difference in membrane potential,
brown-fat mitochondria with or without UCP1 produce equal amounts
of superoxide. These earlier experiments were conducted in the
presence of rotenone, and reverse electron flow was thus inhibited.
There is therefore a possibility that under conditions of unmanipulated
electron flow through the respiratory chain, a UCP1 effect on ROS
production could become unveiled. Therefore here, brown-fat mito-
chondria were incubated without rotenone, to allow for reverse
electron flow and therefore for superoxide generation possibly sensitive
to membrane potential/proton motive force (Fig. 1C-I).

As it is recurrently discussed whether different methods for detect-
ing ROS could yield different results, we used three different methods
for ROS detection under otherwise similar circumstances.

3.1.1. Dihydroethidium
First, net superoxide release rates were assessed in isolated brown-

fat mitochondria by following the fluorescence of OH-ethidium, which
is generated when superoxide interacts with the dye dihydroethidium
(DHE). Chemical and biological validation of this method has been
performed earlier with brown-fat mitochondria [28]. In the present
experiments, we found that wildtype brown-fat mitochondria
incubated with glycerol-3-phosphate showed a linear increase in



Fig. 2. Bioenergetic parameters of wildtype brown-fat mitochondria, a comparison of
glycerol-3-phosphate or succinate as substrate. (A, B) Representative recordings from
oxygen consumption (A) and membrane potential (B) measurements of brown-fat
mitochondria isolated from wildtype mice. Mitochondria were supported by either
5 mM glycerol-3-phosphate (red line) or 5 mM succinate (black line). Additions
were 0.25 mg mitochondria (Mit), substrates (subs), 1 mM GDP and 0.7–2.1 μM
FCCP (added successively) for glycerol-3-phosphate in A, 0.7 μM FCCP (single addition)
for succinate in A and for both substrates in B, and 0.02 mg/ml alamethicin (Ala)
(to allow for full de-energization). Note that no rotenone was present. To allow for direct
comparisons, all parameters shown are from one experimental day, with parallel
preparations of glycerol-3-phosphate and succinate, examined in parallel for respiration,
membrane potential and hydrogen peroxide release. (C) Hydrogen peroxide production
rate (measured principally as in Fig. 1H) in wildtype brown-fat mitochondria supported
either by 5 mM glycerol-3-phosphate or by 5 mM succinate. Values are means ± SE
of 5 independent mitochondrial preparations analysed in parallel on two sub-
strates. ***: statistically significant difference between glycerol-3-phosphate and
succinate (P b 0.001).
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fluorescence (Fig. 1C); as exemplified in Fig. 1C, the result with
brown-fatmitochondria fromUCP1(−/−)micewas similar. A compila-
tion of the results from a series of such experiments indicated an
identical rate of superoxide formation in wildtype and UCP1(−/−)
mitochondria (Fig. 1D). Thus, even in the absence of rotenone, we
could not observe any effect of UCP1 on ROS production,when followed
in this way.
3.1.2. Electron spin resonance spectroscopy
We also used the spin probe PPH (1-hydroxy-4-phosphono-oxy-

2,2,6,6-tetramethyl-piperidine) to follow superoxide production.
This method for superoxide detection may be considered more
specific than the dihydroethidium method (where other substances
than superoxidemay interfere [26]). Validation of this assay of superox-
ide radicals was performed with a superoxide (O2

•−)-generating system
(xanthine+ xanthine oxidase). The chemical generation of superoxide
by the xanthine plus xanthine oxidase system resulted in a significant
PP-nitroxide formation (Fig. 1E, upper panel). This was blocked by the
addition of recombinant superoxide dismutase (Fig. 1E, upper panel),
demonstrating the specificity of the signal. This method was then
applied for comparison of superoxide production in brown-fat mito-
chondria from wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mice; superoxide was clearly
detectable (Fig. 1E, lower panel). As seen in the example in Fig. 1F,
the amplitude of the signal increased similarly with time in both types
of mitochondria. Thus, also with this method, no effect of UCP1 on
ROS generation was observable (Fig. 1G).

3.1.3. Amplex Red
ROS production may alternatively be followed as release of

hydrogen peroxide, which can be monitored with the dye Amplex
Red. Also here, ROS production was linear with time in bothwildtype
and UCP1(−/−) mitochondria (Fig. 1H), and no statistical difference
in hydrogenperoxide production could be observeddue to the presence
or absence of UCP1 (Fig. 1I). It may be noted that there was no ROS pro-
duction from endogenous substrates.

Thus, based on congruent results from three independent assays for
ROS production,we conclude that the presence or absence of UCP1 does
not influence ROS production supported by glycerol-3-phosphate. This
is thus still the case evenwhen reverse electronflow is possible, perhaps
because most glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS production occurs
within the enzyme itself (see below).

3.2. Succinate is a poor substrate for brown-fat mitochondria

In studies on the control of mitochondrial ROS production in any
tissue, ROS production has primarily been examined with the complex
II-coupled substrate succinate. Succinate reduces ubiquinone (Q) and
generates a proton-motive force that is sufficiently high to drive
electrons thermodynamically uphill through complex I to reduce
NAD+ to NADH (i.e. reverse electron flow), resulting in superoxide
production from a not fully clarified site, probably from semi-
reduced coenzyme Q (semiquinone) at the coenzyme Q-binding site
of complex I [41,42]. As both succinate and glycerol-3-phosphate dehy-
drogenases deliver electrons to coenzymeQ,wewanted to examine the
influence of UCP1 on succinate-supported ROS production, in compari-
son with glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS production.

First, the functionality of isolated brown-fat mitochondria respiring
on glycerol-3-phosphate versus succinate was examined (Fig. 2A and
B) in classical bioenergetic experiments. As seen in Fig. 2A, wildtype
brown-fat mitochondria responded to glycerol-3-phosphate addition
with a large increase in respiration that was inhibitable by the UCP1
inhibitor GDP; respiration could be re-induced with FCCP. In contrast
to glycerol-3-phosphate, succinate was a poor substrate for brown-fat
mitochondria and unable to support a high rate of oxygen consumption
(Fig. 2A), as pointed out earlier [5,7,36]. Based solely on succinate oxida-
tion rates, no evidence for any role of UCP1 in brown-fat mitochondrial
bioenergetics can (apparently) be observed (no effect of GDP or FCCP
(Fig. 2A)). This misleading conclusion is presumably mainly due to a
low capacity of the succinate transporter [43,44], although under
these conditions, oxaloacetatemay also exert inhibitory action on succi-
nate dehydrogenase.

The results concerning the membrane potential were different. We
assessedmembrane potential by safranin O absorbance inmitochondria
respiring on glycerol-3-phosphate or succinate (Fig. 2B). The addition of
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glycerol-3-phosphate was in itself sufficient to markedly increase the
membrane potential, with inhibition of UCP1 activity by GDP leading
to a further increase. The addition of succinate led to a much smaller
but still measurable increase in membrane potential, smaller probably
because the ability of the brown-fat mitochondria to oxidise succinate
was so low (Fig. 2A) that the respiratory chain proton pumping could
not counteract the backflow of protons through UCP1. However, when
UCP1 activity was inhibited by GDP, the pumping capacity was
Fig. 3.UCP1 has effect only on succinate-supported ROS production. (A) Effect of UCP1-ablation
wildtype and UCP1(−/−) brown-fat mitochondria (measured principally as in Fig. 1H). To ma
wildtype andUCP1(−/−)micewere isolated and analysed in parallel, examinedwith both glyc
mitochondria was expressed as 100% and the rate in UCP1(−/−) was expressed as percentage
genotype. (B, C, D) Effects of FCCP (B), rotenone (C) and GDP (D) on relative H2O2 production ra
3-phosphate and succinate as substrate. FCCP (0.7 μM)or rotenone (0.7 μM)orGDP (1mM)was
day, the rate of hydrogen peroxide production on each substrate was expressed as 100% and th
this. Values are means ± SE of 3–5 independent mitochondrial preparations for each genotyp
supported by 5mM glycerol-3-phosphate (E) or 5 mM succinate (F) measured principally as in
for each genotype. For all these panels, * indicates statistically significant differences between w
rotenone or GDP) and $ statistically significant differences between substrates used. One symb
sufficient to raise the membrane potential nearly to the fully coupled
level. Thus, despite the low rate of succinate oxidation, the membrane
potential of the brown-fat mitochondria could still be increased signifi-
cantly when UCP1 was not active.

In these wildtype brown-fat mitochondria (where UCP1 activity
is rather high), a much lower rate of ROS production was observed
with succinate than with glycerol-3-phosphate (Fig. 2C). This is again
probably due in part to the limitations caused by the low capacity of
on rate of H2O2 production supported by 5mMglycerol-3-phosphate or 5mM succinate in
ke this direct comparison we only used data from experiment where mitochondria from
erol-3-phosphate and succinate as substrate. Themean rate of H2O2 production inwildtype
of this. The values are means ± SE of 5 independent mitochondrial preparations for each
tes inwildtype andUCP1(−/−) brown-fatmitochondria; a comparison between glycerol-
added following substrate addition or simultaneouslywith substrate. For eachpreparation
e rate after addition in the same trace or in parallel traces was expressed as percentage of
e. (E, F) Membrane potential levels in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) brown-fat mitochondria
Fig. 2B. The values represent means ± SE of 3–5 independent mitochondrial preparations
ildtype and UCP1(−/−) mitochondria, # statistically significant effect of additions (FCCP,
ol indicates P b 0.05, two symbols indicate P b 0.01, and three symbols indicate P b 0.001.
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the succinate transporter; e.g. in muscle mitochondria, the rates are
substantially higher [8]. Since glycerol-3-phosphate is oxidised on the
outside of the mitochondria, no transport limitations are relevant for
this substrate. In addition direct ROS formation by the glycerol-3-phos-
phate dehydrogenase may also contribute to high ROS production rate
[37].

3.3. UCP1-dependent ROS production in brown-fat mitochondria under
classical conditions of ROS assessment

We proceeded to investigate the UCP1-dependence and further
characteristics of succinate- versus glycerol-3-phosphate-supported
ROS production (Fig. 3). For simple comparisons, and because the
wildtype ROS production rates were so different with the two sub-
strates, we have expressed the effects relative to the rates in wildtype
mitochondria.

In contrast towhatwas the case for glycerol-3-phosphate-supported
ROS production – that was unaffected by the presence or absence of
UCP1 (Figs. 1D, G and 3A) – we found a marked effect of UCP1-
ablation on succinate-supported ROS production (Fig. 3A). The higher
membrane potential in UCP1-ablated mitochondria (Fig. 3F) was thus
associated with nearly a tripling of ROS production.

In support of the succinate-driven higher ROS production in
UCP1(−/−)mitochondria being due to the highermembrane potential,
dissipation of the membrane potential with FCCP was associated with
an almost complete elimination of succinate-supported ROS production
(Fig. 3B). Notably, this FCCP effect was also evident in wildtype mito-
chondria that are generally considered to be innately “uncoupled”.
However, as demonstrated in Figs. 2B and 3F, succinate was able to
build up some membrane potential even in the wildtype mitochondria
thatwere thus uncoupledwithout being totally de-energized—whereas
FCCP addition leads to a full de-energization (Fig. 2B), probably
explaining the inhibition of ROS production even in the wildtype mito-
chondria. These observations on succinate-supported ROS production
in brown-fat mitochondria are fully in accordance with what would be
expected based on classical data obtained with mitochondria from
other tissues, demonstrating that succinate-supported ROS production
is highly sensitive to changes in membrane potential [45,46], reviewed
in [17,41,42].

There was also a small tendency to an inhibition of glycerol-3-
phosphate-supported ROS production by de-energization with
FCCP (Fig. 3B). This may imply that a small fraction of glycerol-3-
phosphate-supported ROS production also occurs through membrane-
potential-dependent reverse electron flow (see below); the reason
that this is not visible as an effect of the presence or absence of UCP1
would be the same as that for succinate: that even in the presence of ac-
tive UCP1, a fairly highmembrane potential is reached (Figs. 2B and 3E).

To more directly examine the significance of reverse electron
flow for ROS production from succinate or glycerol-3-phosphate, we
examined the effect of rotenone (Fig. 3C). Rotenone inhibits complex I
at subunit ND1 [47] and through this it eliminates reverse electron
transport. We found, as expected from other tissues, that a substantial
part of succinate-supported ROS production was inhibited by rotenone
and thus was due to reverse electron flow. Therewas amarkedly small-
er effect of rotenone on glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS produc-
tion (Fig. 3C) and the effect was thus comparable to the effect of FCCP
(Fig. 3B). Taken together, these data thus imply that the major part of
glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS production is not due to reverse
electron transport, but also that a small fraction is indeed due to reverse
electron transport, principally in agreement with observations in [31].

To further examine the significance of UCP1 activity on ROS produc-
tion, we analysed the effect of the UCP1 inhibitor GDP. As expected,
therewas no effect of GDP onROS production inUCP1(−/−)mitochon-
dria with either substrate (Fig. 3D), in accordance with an absence of
effect on membrane potential (Fig. 3EF). In accordance with expecta-
tions and with the data in Fig. 3A, inhibition of UCP1 activity by GDP
led to a large stimulation of succinate-dependent ROS production
(Fig. 3D), explainable by an increase in membrane potential (Fig. 3F).
Unexpectedly, GDP also increased glycerol-3-phosphate-supported
ROS production (Fig. 3D), an observation that does not immedi-
ately concur with the absence of effect of UCP1 ablation (Figs. 1D, G,
I and 3A). Indeed, the observation that the ROS production rate was
higher than in UCP1(−/−) mitochondria (Fig. 3D) cannot be explained
by an even higher membrane potential being observed in GDP-
inhibited mitochondria than in UCP1-ablated mitochondria (Fig. 3E).
Thus, the effect of GDP here may be of a different nature (see below).

It is clear from Figs. 1–3 that the magnitude of ROS production
observed with succinate as compared to glycerol-3-phosphate is much
lower: succinate generated about 10% of the ROS obtained from
glycerol-3-phosphate. However, it is also clear that qualitatively
remarkably different results were obtained when succinate or glycerol-
3-phosphatewas examined, yielding contrasting conclusions concerning
the significance of membrane potential for ROS production. The conclu-
sion remains that UCP1 does not affect glycerol-3-phosphate-supported
ROS production but does notably affect succinate-supported ROS pro-
duction, when succinate is presented as an externally added substance.

3.4. No effect of UCP1 on glycerol-3-phosphate dehydrogenase and
succinate dehydrogenase amounts and activities

The possibility may be raised that some of the difference in ROS pro-
duction observed between wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mitochondria
(e.g. Fig. 3A) could be explained by an alteration in the levels of the
enzymes responsible. In Fig. 4, we have examined the effect of UCP1
ablation on the protein levels and the enzyme activities of both
glycerol-3-phosphate and succinate dehydrogenase systems. We saw
no effect of UCP1 ablation on any of these parameters (Fig. 4).

3.5. No effect of UCP1 on ROS production supported by physiologically
relevant substrates (fatty acid/pyruvate)

Although succinate is a favourite substrate for ROS production
studies, externally added succinate is not a physiologically relevant
substrate for brown-fat mitochondria (hardly for any mitochondria).
We therefore examined ROS production with more physiologically
relevant substrates. Brown-fat mitochondria are normally energized
mainly with fatty acids (supplying reducing equivalents from
β-oxidation to complex I and to electron transferring flavoprotein-
ubiquinone reductase) and with pyruvate (supplying reducing
equivalents to complex I). For both substrates, there is good reason
to believe that oxidation (in the presence of malate) proceeds through
the citric acid cycle, and this means that physiologically relevant
succinate oxidation will also take place and influence observed ROS
production rates. Both fatty acids and pyruvate support UCP1-
dependent changes in oxygen consumption andmembrane potential
in brown-fat mitochondria in a way reflecting naturally regulated
uncoupling [7,24,36].

To examine the significance of UCP1 for ROS production with these
physiologically relevant substrates, brown-fat mitochondria were
allowed to respire on palmitoyl-CoA + carnitine + malate (Fig. 5A–D)
or pyruvate + malate (Fig. 5E), and ROS production was measured.

As seen in Fig. 5AB, fatty acid-supportedROS productionwas observ-
able in both wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mitochondria, although the rate
was much lower than that for glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS
production (Fig. 1I). Again, despite the membrane potential being
lower in the wildtype than in the UCP1(−/−) mitochondria (Fig. 5D),
ROS production rates were unaffected by the presence or absence of
active UCP1 (Fig. 5AB).

We further added rotenone to the mitochondria. The addition of
rotenone increased ROS production in both wildtype and UCP1(−/−)
mitochondria (Fig. 5AB) to a similar degree. Thus, both endogenous
fatty acid-supported ROS production and inhibitor-enhanced,
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Fig. 4. No effect of UCP1 ablation on glycerol-3-phosphate dehydrogenase and succinate
dehydrogenase levels and activities. (A) Western blot analyses of glycerol-3-phosphate
dehydrogenase (mGPDH) and the subunit SDHA (70 kDa) of succinate dehydrogenase
in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) brown-fat mitochondria. 3 or 6 μg of protein was loaded
as indicated. (B) Relative concentrations of mitochondrial proteins. Western blots as in
A were quantified. The mean level of each protein in wildtype mitochondria was set to
100% and the levels of this protein in othermitochondria expressed relative to this. Values
are means ± SE of 5 independent mitochondrial preparations in each group, analysed in
duplicate. (C) Activities of glycerol-3-phosphate dehydrogenase (mGPDH) and succinate
cytochrome c reductase (SCCR) in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) brown-fat mitochondria.
Means as in (B).
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complex-I-derived ROS production were unaffected by the presence of
UCP1 and the ensuing decreased membrane potential.

To further examine the significance of UCP1 activity for ROS produc-
tionwith fatty acid substrates, we analysed the effect of the UCP1 inhib-
itor, GDP. As seen in Fig. 5C, GDP increased the rate of ROS production in
wildtype brown-fat mitochondria, as would indeed be expected if ROS
production was influenced bymembrane potential. However, the effect
of GDP on membrane potential was not higher than the effect of UCP1
ablation (Fig. 5D) (that did not affect ROS production), so there was
no simple relationship between membrane potential and ROS produc-
tion in this case. Even more remarkable, there was a clear stimulation
of ROS production by GDP in UCP1(−/−) mitochondria (evidently
without any effect on membrane potential (Fig. 5D)), making it clear
that this GDP effect was unrelated to its inhibition of UCP1 activity.
Rather, we would suggest that UCP1-independent GDP effects on ROS
production may occasionally be observed. We do not know the nature
of such effects; however, there is no reason to think that they are related
to any uncoupling protein activity, as we have also seen such effects in
liver mitochondria (not shown), i.e. in mitochondria that totally lack
any of the so-called uncoupling proteins.

Also pyruvate is a good complex-I substrate for supporting thermo-
genesis in brown-fat mitochondria [7,24,36]. ROS production was low
(Fig. 5E), the lowest observed with any of the substrates examined
here. Pyruvate exhibits some capacity to scavenge ROS [48], and this
could be a reason that ROS appeared lower than with fatty acid sub-
strate. We did not observe any effect of UCP1 on pyruvate-supported
ROS production, and similar to what was the case for fatty acid-
supported ROS production, rotenone increased ROS production, again
to the same extent in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mitochondria (Fig. 5E).

Thus, with physiologically relevant substrates, we find no evidence
that the presence of active UCP1 affects ROS production. As the total
oxidation process in the mitochondria would include the oxidation of
succinate in the citric acid cycle, the data also imply thatwhen succinate
is generated in the mitochondria as part of the physiologically relevant
oxidation process, there is no measurable effect of the presence or
absence of UCP1 on endogenous-succinate-supported ROS production.

3.6. Cold acclimation induces increased uncoupling but concurrently high
ROS production

To directly study the relation between UCP1 amount and ROS pro-
duction rate, we examined ROS production in brown-fat mitochondria
isolated from warm-acclimated and cold-acclimated mice (Fig. 6).
As compared to mitochondria from warm-acclimated (30 °C) mice,
mitochondria from cold-acclimated (4 °C) mice possess about 3-fold
higher amounts of UCP1 [7,36]. This difference is reflected in the
mitochondrial membrane potential being much higher in the warm-
acclimated than in the cold-acclimated mitochondria, both when
palmitoyl-CoA and when glycerol-3-phosphate were used as substrates
(Fig. 6A and D). Despite these large differences in UCP1 amount and
membrane potential, ROS production rates supported by palmitoyl-
CoA were identical in mitochondria from warm-acclimated and cold-
acclimated mitochondria (Fig. 6B), also after the addition of rotenone
(cold acclimation does not alter the concentration of complex I in
brown-fat mitochondria [36]). There was a stimulatory effect of GDP
on ROS production in both types of mitochondria (Fig. 6C), an effect
that could have been ascribed to inhibition of UCP1 activity by GDP
and an ensuing higher membrane potential. However, the effect of
GDP was higher in the warm-acclimated than in the cold-acclimated
mitochondria (Fig. 6C), which is the opposite of what would be ex-
pected if the effect was due to inhibition of UCP1. We therefore
also here suggest that GDP effects observed in these and other
types of mitochondria are not (necessarily) due to UCP1 inhibition.

Concerning glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS production, accli-
mation to cold was associated with a higher and not lower rate, as
would have been expected if UCP1 activity was protective against ROS
production (Fig. 6E). Also in these mitochondrial preparations,
inhibition of ROS production by rotenone implied that some part
of the ROS originated from reverse electron flow (as implied above
(Fig. 3)). The effect of GDP addition was similar in the two types of
preparations (+21 ± 5% in mitochondria from warm- and +29 ± 9%
inmitochondria fromcold-acclimatedmice; not shown), again indicating
that the GDP effect is probably not related to UCP1 activity.

As one possible cause of the increased ROS production in cold-
acclimated mitochondria, we examined whether the activity of the
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Fig. 5. No effect of UCP1 on ROS production from complex-I-linked substrates. (A) A representative trace of Amplex Red fluorescence measured in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) brown-fat
mitochondria. Successive additions were 0.08 mg/ml brown-fat mitochondria (Mit), 5 mM carnitine, 50 μMpalmitoyl-CoA and 0.7 μM rotenone. Note that these experiments are initially
run in the absence of GDP and rotenone; thus, neither UCP1 activity nor forward electron flow is inhibited. (B) ROS production (measured principally as shown in A and expressed as
hydrogen peroxide amount, based on calibrations) in brown-fat mitochondria isolated from wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mice. In this panel and the following ones, values are
means ± SE of 4 independent mitochondrial preparations of each genotype; statistics are as in Fig. 3. (C) Comparison of effects of 1 mM GDP on relative H2O2 production
rates in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) brown-fat mitochondria supported by 50 μM palmitoyl-CoA plus 5 mM carnitine. GDP was added following substrate addition, principally
as shown for rotenone in (A). The rate of hydrogen peroxide production supported by substrate was expressed as 100% and the rate after GDP addition from the same trace
was expressed as percentage of this. (D) Membrane potential level in wildtype and UCP1(−/−) brown-fat mitochondria supported by 50 μMpalmitoyl CoA plus 5 mM carnitine,
measured principally as in Fig. 2B. (E) ROS production rate (measured principally as shown in A but after addition of malate instead of carnitine and pyruvate instead of
palmitoyl-CoA) in brown-fat mitochondria isolated from wildtype and UCP1(−/−) mice.
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glycerol-3-phosphate dehydrogenase systemwas altered as an effect of
cold acclimation. We observed nearly a doubling of the activity of this
system (Fig. 6F), in agreement with our earlier observations [49]. We
therefore find it probable that the increased ROS production in
the cold with glycerol-3-phosphate as substrate reflects the higher
amount of the dehydrogenase system in itself and has nothing to do
with UCP1 activity (where, as said, the opposite relation would have
been expected).
4. Discussion

The present study addressed the issue whether UCP1 regulates ROS
production. The answerwas qualitatively dependent on the experimental
approach used. Under standard conditions for examining ROS production,
i.e. with reverse electron flow from exogenously added succinate, UCP1
activity led to diminished ROS production. However, with physiologically
relevant substrates, representing lipid and carbohydrate oxidation, ROS
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Fig. 6. Effect of increased UCP1 levels on ROS production. In each panel, comparisons were made between brown-fat mitochondria isolated from wildtype mice acclimated to either
thermoneutrality (30 °C) or to cold (4 °C). (A, D) Representative recordings from membrane potential measurements of brown-fat mitochondria supported by palmitoyl-CoA plus
carnitine (A) or by glycerol-3-phosphate (D). Additions were 0.25 mg mitochondria (Mit), 50 μM palmitoyl CoA (PalmCoA) (5 mM carnitine was already present in the medium) or 5
mM glycerol-3-phosphate (G3P), 2 mM GDP, 1.4 μM FCCP and 0.02 mg/ml alamethicin (Ala). (B, E) ROS production rates (measured principally as shown in Figs. 1H and 5A). Values
here and in (C) and (F) are means ± SE from 3 to 5 independent mitochondrial preparations for each environmental temperature. (C) Comparison of effects of 1 mM GDP on relative
ROS production rates in brown-fat mitochondria supported by 50 μM palmitoyl-CoA plus 5 mM carnitine. GDP was added following substrate addition, principally as in Fig. 5A and C.
(F) Activities of glycerol 3-phosphate cytochrome c reductase (GCCR) in brown-fatmitochondria. *: statistically significant difference betweenmitochondria isolated frommice acclimated
at 30 °C versus 4 °C temperatures; #: statistically significant effect of additions (rotenone or GDP). One symbol indicates P b 0.05, two symbols indicate P b 0.01.
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production was independent of UCP1 amount and activity. These results
may not only be of significance for understanding the ROS issues of
brown adipose tissue. If extrapolation to other tissues is allowed, our re-
sults may have an important bearing on the physiological relevance
of the “mild uncoupling” hypothesis for protection against oxidative
damage, and particularly on the hypothesis that oxidative damage may
be prevented by activation of members of the uncoupling protein family.
The implication from the present experimentswould be that activation of
uncoupling proteins and decreases of mitochondrial membrane potential
may not be feasible avenues for decreasing ROS production and oxidative
damage. However, dedicated experiments would be needed to prove the
generality of our observations.

4.1. The singular substrates and ROS production

As implied above, the relationship between UCP1 activity, mem-
brane potential and ROS production is different depending on the
experimental system studied, particularly which substrate is used to
support mitochondrial respiration and thus ROS production. These sub-
strates will therefore be discussed separately.

4.1.1. Glycerol-3-phosphate
We found no effect of the presence or activity of UCP1 on glycerol-3-

phosphate-supported ROS production. These results expand those
reported by us [3] and others [1] demonstrating that despite a clear
difference in membrane potential levels, brown-fat mitochondria with
or without UCP1 produce equal amounts of superoxide, as determined
by the DHE method. The earlier experiments were conducted in the
presence of rotenone, and reverse electron flow was thus inhibited.
The absence of effect of uncoupling on ROS was therefore as expected,
as discussed above. However, the continued absence of UCP1 effect
even in the absence of rotenone would indicate that reverse electron
flow is not important for glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS produc-
tion. This in turn is in agreement with our observations of only a small
inhibitory effect of either rotenone or FCCP on glycerol-3-phosphate-
supported ROS production. This low but existing ROS production from
reverse electron flow is in agreement with what has been suggested
[2,31]. The reason that FCCP has an inhibitory effect but UCP1 has not
may be understood as reflecting the only limited decrease inmembrane
potential observed fromUCP1 activity (Fig. 1B), as compared to the total
de-energisation introduced by FCCP (Fig. 2B) in these mitochondria
from 24 °C-acclimated mice with limiting UCP1 capacity.

Thus, we adhere to the idea that the main part of glycerol-3-
phosphate-supported ROS production in brown-fat mitochondria
comes directly from the glycerol-3-phosphate-dehydrogenase com-
plex itself or its interaction with coenzyme Q [50,51], rather than
from activity elsewhere in the respiratory chain. It may thus accu-
rately be said that a membrane potential effect cannot be expected
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for glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS production. However, in
that case the possibility of diminishing ROS production and oxidative
damage through membrane depolarization becomes untenable.

The ROS production we observed with glycerol-3-phosphate was
much higher than that seen with any other substrate. This primarily
reflects the very high level of glycerol-3-phosphate dehydrogenase
in brown-fat mitochondria [35,38,52]. An issue is whether such
high rates would ever be relevant in-vivo. This is doubtful, as the
rates reported here are observed with 5 mM concentrations of
glycerol-3-phosphate. Measurements of tissue levels of glycerol-3-
phosphate imply much lower levels of cytosolic glycerol-3-phosphate
(≈0.2 mM) [53,54]. Thus, in reality the brown-fat mitochondria may
not become exposed to the very high ROS levels observed with the
high glycerol-3-phosphate concentrations experimentally used.

4.1.2. Succinate
Concerning succinate-supported ROS production, we obtained ex-

actly the type of results that would be predicted from many similar
studies in other cell types. When reverse electron flow was allowed,
membrane potential-sensitive ROS production could be demonstrated,
which was thus also sensitive to the activity of UCP1. This is also what
has been observed by others working with brown-fat mitochondria
[2]. However, this ROS production is supported by what are probably
high concentrations of exogenously added succinate; there are indica-
tions that endogenous succinate concentrations (from the citric acid
cycle) may be much lower [13,55,56]. Thus, had succinate been a
“typical” substrate, there would have been good evidence for UCP1
and uncoupling as protectors against enhanced ROS production and
oxidative damage. However, since succinate represents the exception
rather than the rule, the results obtained with succinate cannot be
extrapolated to be relevant for ROS production in general.

4.1.3. Acyl-CoA/acyl-carnitine
We found no effect of the presence or activity of UCP1 on ROS pro-

duction supported by the palmitoyl-CoA. In contrast, Oelkrug et al. [2]
suggested that UCP1 mitigates mitochondrial superoxide production
during fatty acid oxidation. This was based on experiments different
from those used here and of a somewhat more complex type. First
Oelkrug et al. [2] ran what is traditionally referred to as a “carnitine
cycle” in brown-fat mitochondria from wildtype and UCP1(−/−)
mice. During this ATP-induced oxidation of endogenous fatty acids,
more ROS was produced in the UCP1(−/−) than in wildtype mice.
While this would be in accordance with UCP1 activity diminishing
ROS production, another possibility would be that the difference could
be due to different amounts of endogenous fatty acids being present
in the two types of mitochondria. We have observed that UCP1(−/−)
brown-fat mitochondria contain more fatty acids than do wildtype mi-
tochondria (not shown), and the difference in ROS production may ad-
equately be explained based on this difference in amount of substrate.
Oelkrug et al. [2] further found that addition of palmitate to the mito-
chondria enhanced ROS production more in UCP1(−/−) mitochondria
than in wildtype mitochondria. However, palmitate addition to the
UCP1(−/−) mitochondria seemed to decrease the respiratory rate, and
electronsmay accumulate in Complex-I due to limitations in electron
flow (cf. our Figs. 5B and 6B). In our conditions, we see no effect of
the presence or amount of UCP1 on ROS production (Figs. 5B and 6B).

If it is accepted that only reverse electron flow is sensitive to
membrane potential [41,42], and fatty acid oxidation does not support
reverse electron flow [57], our results of lack-of-effect of UCP1 on
palmitoyl-CoA-supported ROS production would indeed be the ex-
pected outcome. Our findings of UCP1-independence of palmitoyl-
CoA-supported ROS are also principally in agreement with those of
Schönfeld et al. [5] that suggested that acylcarnitine-supported ROS
generation in brown-fat mitochondria is mainly associated with
acyl-CoA dehydrogenase and electron transferring flavoprotein-
ubiquinone reductase, rather than with the central complexes of the
respiratory chain. Still, it is in the form of external substrates that elec-
trons are fed into the respiratory chain, and if alterations in membrane
potential should alter physiologically relevant ROS production rates,
these effects must be observable when the relevant substrates are
made available to the mitochondria.

Thus, the indications are that acyl-CoA-supported ROS production is
independent of UCP1 activity in brown-fat mitochondria. There are,
however, further implications of these observations. Fatty acids are un-
doubtedly a major substrate source for brown-fat mitochondria in-situ,
and the implication from the present investigations would therefore be
that there is no reason to think that UCP1 activity in-situ should affect
the risk for oxidative damage in brown-fat mitochondria. Indeed, we
have observed that, as compared with wildtype mice, there is no in-
crease in HNE/protein adducts in brown-fat mitochondria isolated
from UCP1(−/−) mice, irrespective of whether they were adapted to
thermoneutral temperature (30 °C) or to the cold (4 °C) [3]. The ab-
sence of oxidative damage in UCP1(−/−) mitochondria was not due
to enhanced activity of antioxidant enzymes [3]. There was also no dif-
ference in phospholipid fatty acyl composition in brown-fat mitochon-
dria between wildtype and UCP1-ablated mice [58] in contrast that
would be expected if lipid peroxidation was activated due to absence
of UCP1.

Thus, the present and the earlier observations converge to indicate
that UCP1 would appear not to be physiologically involved in defence
against oxidative stress.

Additionally, as mentioned above, mitochondrial oxidation of
complex-I-linked substrates is the only source for succinate in-situ.
Succinate being the only substrate with a demonstrated membrane
potential effect on ROS production, any ROS originating from succinate
oxidation should be visible in the ROS production observed during acyl-
CoA oxidation. No part of the ROS production was, however, affected
by the membrane potential when acyl-CoA was the substrate. Thus,
despite the accumulation of biochemically convincing evidence for
decreased ROS production due to decreased membrane potential
when succinate is solely used as substrate, these observations can clearly
not be extrapolated to physiological circumstances.

4.1.4. Pyruvate
We found no effect of UCP1 presence or activity on ROS production

supported by pyruvate. Our results are in agreement with [2,4],
and principally this is as expected, based on the conclusions by Brand
and by Murphy that forward electron flow supported by pyruvate is
insensitive to membrane potential [41,42]. However, when Dlaskova
et al. [1] used Amplex Red (as we did here), they observed UCP1 depen-
dence. These data are difficult to reconcile with ours and others [2,4].
One reason for this discrepancymaybe related to the experimental con-
ditions. As pointed out earlier [7], UCP1(−/−) mitochondria are very
sensitive to medium tonicity and the low tonicity medium used by
Dlaskova et al. [1] may have influenced the results.

The reasoning above concerning acyl-CoA-supported ROS produc-
tion is equally relevant for pyruvate-supported ROS production, with
the addition that the very low rates of ROS production observed with
this substrate (about 100-fold lower than with glycerol-3-phosphate)
would indicate that pyruvate-supported ROS production may not be a
quantitatively important contributor to ROS in the cell. Thus, our data
again imply that uncoupling activity has no effect on ROS production
with physiological substrates.

4.2. Possible misleading effects of GDP

In several types of experiments, we observed that the addition of
GDP to themitochondria increased ROS production. The obvious expla-
nationwould be that this was caused by GDP inhibition of UCP1, leading
to an increase in the membrane potential and an ensuing increase in
ROS production. Indeed, this is probably what happens when
succinate-supported ROS production is followed, as in Fig. 3D. However,
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several other experiments indicate that this explanation is not relevant
for most GDP stimulation observed here. We see effects of GDP even in
UCP1(−/−) mitochondria, and these effects are not accompanied by
(further) increases in membrane potential, eliminating the possibility
that GDP could inhibit any other “uncoupling”(-like) protein. We have
also observed such ROS production-stimulating effect of GDP in liver
mitochondria, i.e. mitochondria that do not possess any of the named
“uncoupling” proteins (not shown).

GDP could interact with other membrane proteins, such as the
adenine nucleotide transporter [59,60], but again, the effects we
saw were not paralleled with any membrane potential effects
which could have been anticipated if the adenine nucleotide trans-
porters are responsible for a significant fraction of the “basal proton
leak” of the mitochondria [61,62]. Suski et al. found [63] effects of
GDP on ROS production in brain mitochondria — but they were in-
hibitory and are thus not relevant for the discussion here. Others
have seen very varying effects of GDP on ROS production in thymusmi-
tochondria [64], and there is indeed good reason to think that GDP can
interact in different ways with many processes.

What we conclude from all observations of GDP and ROS produc-
tion is that although GDP effects may be observable and may even in
some cases be truly due to UCP1 inhibition, the observation that GDP
has an effect can in no way be taken in general as a demonstration
that UCP1 (or any so-called uncoupling protein) is involved in the
process, at least not in a way related to mitochondrial membrane po-
tential control.
4.3. The relationship between membrane potential and ROS production in
brown-fat mitochondria

In this paper, we have a series of conditions where the membrane
potential of the mitochondria is decreased (Figs. 1B, 3E, 5D) but
where parallel measurements of ROS production do not indicate
any effect of this depolarization (Figs. 1D, G, I, 3A, 5B). Taken togeth-
er, these results imply that the mitochondrial membrane potential is
of minor significance for controlling mitochondrial ROS production.
The further implication of this would be that protection against oxi-
dative damage cannot be obtained by reduction in membrane poten-
tial, at least not in brown-fat mitochondria. This may mainly be
because most ROS is released from enzymes (dehydrogenases)
slightly distant from the core respiratory chain. However, this
does not alter the conclusion that alterations in membrane poten-
tial do not markedly affect ROS production.
4.4. The significance of UCP1 for ROS production in brown adipose tissue

The data presented here – and most of the data presented else-
where – arrive at the conclusion that UCP1 is not a regulator of ROS
production in brown-fat mitochondria; we have not been able to
replicate the few data claiming the opposite. Indeed, it has been
pointed out by Mailloux et al. [4] that the increased level of UCP1
in the cold is actually associated with a higher ROS production (cf.
also our Fig. 6). We have examined the literature to establish the re-
lationship between increased UCP1 amounts and the activation of
other protective means (which would be expected to be less needed
if UCP1 was active). Although cold acclimation is a situation with in-
creased amounts of UCP1 [65], the antioxidant system of brown adi-
pose tissue is significantly upregulated in the cold [4,66,67]. We have
also observed significant upregulation of SOD2 and thioredoxin re-
ductase 2 in brown-fat mitochondria isolated from cold-acclimated
mice (G. Mathy, I. Shabalina, J. Nedergaard, F. Sluse, unpublished ob-
servations). Thus, even if UCP1 would have any effect against oxida-
tive damage, it is clearly not so that the tissue would rely solely on
this for protection.
4.5. The general significance of uncoupling proteins for protection against
oxidative damage

In a broader context, this investigation of the significance of UCP1 for
ROSproduction also constitutes a general investigation of the possibility
that other uncoupling proteins (or other proteins that could have
uncoupling characteristics) could function as ameliorators of oxidative
damage. For this thesis, observations of positive effects of UCP1 could
have been seen as a proof-of-principle. As the data presented here arrive
at the opposite conclusion, i.e. that UCP1 through membrane depolari-
zation has little ability to protect against oxidative damage, suggestions
that other UCPs could be protective by mediating uncoupling appear
less relevant. Several suggestions have been made for the existence of
agents that could activate an uncoupling activity in other UCPs [9,15];
the validity of such agents has been questioned [3,8,28,68,69]. However,
based on extrapolation of the data presented here, this issue would
be of less interest — in that even if activated, the UCPs could not be
expected to affect ROS production and oxidative damage through
an uncoupling activity.

Of course, the present observations do not exclude the possibility
that UCP1 or other UCPs may be able to protect against oxidative dam-
age through other means. Indeed, several such suggestions have been
made [69–72]. What is demonstrated here is merely that innate
uncoupling (as mediated through UCP1) at physiological conditions
does not seem to have the potential to decrease ROS production and ox-
idative damage, at least not in brown-fat mitochondria.

Acknowledgements

B.C., J.N. A.V.K. and I.G.S. were supported by the Swedish Research
Council Formas (216-2012-442), the EuropeanUnion Collaborative Pro-
ject DIABAT (278373), and the Knut and Alice Wallenberg Foundation.
A.V.K. was supported by a salary from the Stockholm University Aca-
demic initiative for international research collaboration. J.H., M.V., A.P.,
Z.D. and T.M. were supported by the grants from theMinistry of Educa-
tion, Youth and Sports of the Czech Republic (ERC CZ LL1204 and RVO:
67985823) and Grant Agency of the Czech Republic (14-36804G). We
thank Solveig Sundberg for establishing and verifying themouse strains
and the late Nina Voevodskaya (Department of Biochemistry and Bio-
physics, Stockholm University) for help with the ESR experiments. J.N.
is an SAB member and a shareholder in Ember Therapeutics.

References

[1] A. Dlaskova, K.J. Clarke, R.K. Porter, The role of UCP 1 in production of reactive
oxygen species by mitochondria isolated from brown adipose tissue, Biochim.
Biophys. Acta 1797 (2010) 1470–1476.

[2] R. Oelkrug, M. Kutschke, C.W. Meyer, G. Heldmaier, M. Jastroch, Uncoupling protein
1 decreases superoxide production in brown adipose tissue mitochondria, J. Biol.
Chem. 285 (2010) 21961–21968.

[3] I.G. Shabalina, N. Petrovic, T.V. Kramarova, J. Hoeks, B. Cannon, J. Nedergaard, UCP1
and defense against oxidative stress. 4-Hydroxy-2-nonenal effects on brown fat
mitochondria are uncoupling protein 1-independent, J. Biol. Chem. 281 (2006)
13882–13893.

[4] R.J. Mailloux, C.N. Adjeitey, J.Y. Xuan, M.E. Harper, Crucial yet divergent roles of
mitochondrial redox state in skeletal muscle vs. brown adipose tissue energetics,
FASEB J. 26 (2012) 363–375.

[5] P. Schonfeld, L. Wojtczak, Brown adipose tissue mitochondria oxidizing fatty acids
generate high levels of reactive oxygen species irrespective of the uncoupling
protein-1 activity state, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1817 (2012) 410–418.

[6] J. Nedergaard, V. Golozoubova, A. Matthias, A. Asadi, A. Jacobsson, B. Cannon, UCP1:
the only protein able to mediate adaptive non-shivering thermogenesis and
metabolic inefficiency, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1504 (2001) 82–106.

[7] I.G. Shabalina, M. Ost, N. Petrovic, M. Vrbacky, J. Nedergaard, B. Cannon, Uncoupling
protein-1 is not leaky, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1797 (2010) 773–784.

[8] M. Nabben, I.G. Shabalina, E. Moonen-Kornips, D. van Beurden, B. Cannon, P.
Schrauwen, J. Nedergaard, J. Hoeks, Uncoupled respiration, ROS production, acute
lipotoxicity and oxidative damage in isolated skeletal muscle mitochondria from
UCP3-ablated mice, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1807 (2011) 1095–1105.

[9] K.S. Echtay, D. Roussel, J. St-Pierre, M.B. Jekabsons, S. Cadenas, J.A. Stuart, J.A. Harper,
S.J. Roebuck, A. Morrison, S. Pickering, J.C. Clapham, M.D. Brand, Superoxide
activates mitochondrial uncoupling proteins, Nature 415 (2002) 96–99.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0045


2029I.G. Shabalina et al. / Biochimica et Biophysica Acta 1837 (2014) 2017–2030
[10] M.D. Brand, T.C. Esteves, Physiological functions of the mitochondrial uncoupling
proteins UCP2 and UCP3, Cell Metab. 2 (2005) 85–93.

[11] B. Cannon, I.G. Shabalina, T.V. Kramarova, N. Petrovic, J. Nedergaard, Uncoupling
proteins: a role in protection against reactive oxygen species — or not? Biochim.
Biophys. Acta 1757 (2006) 449–458.

[12] D.G. Nicholls, The physiological regulation of uncoupling proteins, Biochim. Biophys.
Acta 1757 (2006) 459–466.

[13] I.G. Shabalina, J. Nedergaard,Mitochondrial (‘mild’) uncoupling and ROS production:
physiologically relevant or not? Biochem. Soc. Trans. 39 (2011) 1305–1309.

[14] J. Nedergaard, B. Cannon, The ‘novel’ ‘uncoupling’ proteins UCP2 and UCP3:
what do they really do? Pros and cons for suggested functions, Exp. Physiol.
88 (2003) 65–84.

[15] K.S. Echtay, T.C. Esteves, J.L. Pakay, M.B. Jekabsons, A.J. Lambert, M. Portero-Otin, R.
Pamplona, A.J. Vidal-Puig, S. Wang, S.J. Roebuck, M.D. Brand, A signalling role
for 4-hydroxy-2-nonenal in regulation of mitochondrial uncoupling, EMBO J. 22
(2003) 4103–4110.

[16] A.S. Divakaruni, M.D. Brand, The regulation and physiology of mitochondrial proton
leak, Physiology (Bethesda) 26 (2011) 192–205.

[17] V.P. Skulachev, Role of uncoupled and non-coupled oxidations in maintenance
of safely low levels of oxygen and its one-electron reductants, Q. Rev. Biophys. 29
(1996) 169–202.

[18] M.D. Brand, Uncoupling to survive? The role of mitochondrial inefficiency in ageing,
Exp. Gerontol. 35 (2000) 811–820.

[19] G. Paradies, G. Petrosillo, V. Paradies, F.M. Ruggiero, Oxidative stress, mitochondrial
bioenergetics, and cardiolipin in aging, Free Radic. Biol. Med. 48 (2010) 1286–1295.

[20] M. Lagouge, N.G. Larsson, The role of mitochondrial DNAmutations and free radicals
in disease and ageing, J. Intern. Med. 273 (2013) 529–543.

[21] S. Enerbäck, A. Jacobsson, E.M. Simpson, C. Guerra, H. Yamashita, M.-E. Harper, L.P.
Kozak, Mice lacking mitochondrial uncoupling protein are cold-sensitive but not
obese, Nature 387 (1997) 90–94.

[22] B. Cannon, J. Nedergaard, Studies of thermogenesis and mitochondrial function in
adipose tissues, Methods Mol. Biol. 456 (2008) 109–121.

[23] S. Udenfriend, S. Stein, P. Bohlen, W. Dairman, W. Leimgruber, M. Weigele,
Fluorescamine: a reagent for assay of amino acids, peptides, proteins, and primary
amines in the picomole range, Science 178 (1972) 871–872.

[24] I.G. Shabalina, A. Jacobsson, B. Cannon, J. Nedergaard, Native UCP1 displays simple
competitive kinetics between the regulators purine nucleotides and fatty acids, J.
Biol. Chem. 279 (2004) 38236–38248.

[25] J. Nedergaard, The relationship between extramitochondrial Ca2+ concentration,
respiratory rate, and membrane potential in mitochondria from brown adipose
tissue of the rat, Eur. J. Biochem. 133 (1983) 185–191.

[26] H. Zhao, J. Joseph, H.M. Fales, E.A. Sokoloski, R.L. Levine, J. Vasquez-Vivar, B.
Kalyanaraman, Detection and characterization of the product of hydroethidine
and intracellular superoxide by HPLC and limitations of fluorescence, Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 102 (2005) 5727–5732.

[27] B. Fink, S. Dikalov, E. Bassenge, A new approach for extracellular spin trapping of
nitroglycerin-induced superoxide radicals both in vitro and in vivo, Free Radic.
Biol. Med. 28 (2000) 121–128.

[28] J.P. Silva, I.G. Shabalina, E. Dufour, N. Petrovic, E.C. Backlund, K. Hultenby, R.
Wibom, J. Nedergaard, B. Cannon, N.G. Larsson, SOD2 overexpression: enhanced
mitochondrial tolerance but absence of effect on UCP activity, EMBO J. 24 (2005)
4061–4070.

[29] A. Panov, S. Dikalov, N. Shalbuyeva, G. Taylor, T. Sherer, J.T. Greenamyre, Rotenone
model of Parkinson disease: multiple brain mitochondria dysfunctions after short
term systemic rotenone intoxication, J. Biol. Chem. 280 (2005) 42026–42035.

[30] K. Sahlin, I.G. Shabalina, C.M.Mattsson, L. Bakkman,M. Fernstrom, Z. Rozhdestvenskaya,
J.K. Enqvist, J. Nedergaard, B. Ekblom, M. Tonkonogi, Ultraendurance exercise increases
the production of reactive oxygen species in isolated mitochondria from human
skeletal muscle, J. Appl. Physiol. 108 (2010) 780–787.

[31] A.L. Orr, C.L. Quinlan, I.V. Perevoshchikova, M.D. Brand, A refined analysis of
superoxide production by mitochondrial sn-glycerol 3-phosphate dehydrogenase,
J. Biol. Chem. 287 (2012) 42921–42935.

[32] T. Mracek, P. Jesina, P. Krivakova, R. Bolehovska, Z. Cervinkova, Z. Drahota, J.
Houstek, Time-course of hormonal induction of mitochondrial glycerophos-
phate dehydrogenase biogenesis in rat liver, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1726
(2005) 217–223.

[33] H. Schagger, Tricine-SDS-PAGE, Nat. Protoc. 1 (2006) 16–22.
[34] M. Vrbacky, Z. Drahota, T. Mracek, A. Vojtiskova, P. Jesina, P. Stopka, J. Houstek,

Respiratory chain components involved in the glycerophosphate dehydrogenase-
dependent ROS production by brown adipose tissue mitochondria, Biochim.
Biophys. Acta 1767 (2007) 989–997.

[35] K.I. Ohkawa, M.T. Vogt, E. Farber, Unusually high mitochondrial alpha
glycerophosphate dehydrogenase activity in rat brown adipose tissue, J.
Cell Biol. 41 (1969) 441–449.

[36] I.G. Shabalina, N. Petrovic, J.M. de Jong, A.V. Kalinovich, B. Cannon, J. Nedergaard,
UCP1 in brite/beige adipose tissue mitochondria is functionally thermogenic, Cell
Rep. 5 (2013) 1196–1203.

[37] T. Mracek, Z. Drahota, J. Houstek, The function and the role of the mitochondrial
glycerol-3-phosphate dehydrogenase in mammalian tissues, Biochim. Biophys.
Acta 1827 (2013) 401–410.

[38] J. Houstek, B. Cannon, O. Lindberg, Glycerol-3-phosphate shuttle and its function in
intermediary metabolism of hamster brown-adipose tissue, Eur. J. Biochem. 54
(1975) 11–18.

[39] A. Matthias, A. Jacobsson, B. Cannon, J. Nedergaard, The bioenergetics of brown fat
mitochondria from UCP1-ablated mice. UCP1 is not involved in fatty acid-induced
de-energization (“uncoupling”), J. Biol. Chem. 274 (1999) 28150–28160.
[40] S. Monemdjou, L.P. Kozak, M.E. Harper, Mitochondrial proton leak in brown adipose
tissue mitochondria of UCP1-deficient mice is GDP insensitive, Am. J. Physiol. 276
(1999) E1073–E1082.

[41] M.P. Murphy, How mitochondria produce reactive oxygen species, Biochem. J. 417
(2009) 1–13.

[42] M.D. Brand, The sites and topology of mitochondrial superoxide production, Exp.
Gerontol. 45 (2010) 466–472.

[43] B. Cannon, V.S. Bernson, J. Nedergaard, Metabolic consequences of limited substrate
anion permeability in brown fat mitochondria from a hibernator, the golden
hamster, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 766 (1984) 483–491.

[44] A. Unami, Y. Shinohara, K. Kajimoto, Y. Baba, Comparison of gene expression profiles
between white and brown adipose tissues of rat by microarray analysis, Biochem.
Pharmacol. 67 (2004) 555–564.

[45] A. Boveris, B. Chance, The mitochondrial generation of hydrogen peroxide. General
properties and effect of hyperbaric oxygen, Biochem. J. 134 (1973) 707–716.

[46] S.S. Korshunov, V.P. Skulachev, A.A. Starkov, High protonic potential actuates a
mechanism of production of reactive oxygen species in mitochondria, FEBS Lett.
(1997) 15–18.

[47] U. Fendel, M.A. Tocilescu, S. Kerscher, U. Brandt, Exploring the inhibitor binding
pocket of respiratory complex I, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1777 (2008) 660–665.

[48] A.K. Salahudeen, E.C. Clark, K.A. Nath, Hydrogen peroxide-induced renal injury.
A protective role for pyruvate in vitro and in vivo, J. Clin. Invest. 88 (1991)
1886–1893.

[49] A. Jacobsson, M. Muhleisen, B. Cannon, J. Nedergaard, The uncoupling protein
thermogenin during acclimation: indications for pretranslational control, Am. J.
Physiol. 267 (1994) R999–R1007.

[50] T. Mracek, A. Pecinova, M. Vrbacky, Z. Drahota, J. Houstek, High efficiency of ROS
production by glycerophosphate dehydrogenase in mammalian mitochondria,
Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 481 (2009) 30–36.

[51] T. Mracek, E. Holzerova, Z. Drahota, N. Kovarova, M. Vrbacky, P. Jesina, J. Houstek,
ROS generation and multiple forms of mammalian mitochondrial glycerol-3-
phosphate dehydrogenase, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1837 (2014) 98–111.

[52] P.L. Ratner, M. Fischer, D. Burkart, J.R. Cook, L.P. Kozak, The role of mRNA
levels and cellular localization in controlling sn-glycerol-3-phosphate dehy-
drogenase expression in tissues of the mouse, J. Biol. Chem. 256 (1981)
3576–3579.

[53] T. Saheki, K. Inoue, H. Ono, A. Tushima, N. Katsura, M. Yokogawa, Y. Yoshidumi, T.
Kuhara, M. Ohse, K. Eto, T. Kadowaki, D.S. Sinasac, K. Kobayashi, Metabolomic
analysis reveals hepatic metabolite perturbations in citrin/mitochondrial glycerol-
3-phosphate dehydrogenase double-knockout mice, a model of human citrin
deficiency, Mol. Genet. Metab. 104 (2011) 492–500.

[54] J.T. Barron, L. Gu, J.E. Parrillo, NADH/NAD redox state of cytoplasmic glycolytic
compartments in vascular smooth muscle, Am. J. Physiol. Heart Circ. Physiol. 279
(2000) H2872–H2878.

[55] J.M. O'Donnell, R.K. Kudej, K.F. LaNoue, S.F. Vatner, E.D. Lewandowski, Limited
transfer of cytosolic NADH into mitochondria at high cardiac workload, Am. J.
Physiol. Heart Circ. Physiol. 286 (2004) H2237–H2242.

[56] M.A. Selak, S.M. Armour, E.D. MacKenzie, H. Boulahbel, D.G. Watson, K.D. Mansfield,
Y. Pan, M.C. Simon, C.B. Thompson, E. Gottlieb, Succinate links TCA cycle dysfunction
to oncogenesis by inhibiting HIF-alpha prolyl hydroxylase, Cancer Cell 7 (2005)
77–85.

[57] P. Schonfeld, M.R. Wieckowski, M. Lebiedzinska, L. Wojtczak, Mitochondrial
fatty acid oxidation and oxidative stress: lack of reverse electron transfer-
associated production of reactive oxygen species, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1797
(2010) 929–938.

[58] A. Ocloo, I.G. Shabalina, J. Nedergaard, M.D. Brand, Cold-induced alterations of
phospholipid fatty acyl composition in brown adipose tissue mitochondria are
independent of uncoupling protein-1, Am. J. Physiol. Regul. Integr. Comp. Physiol.
293 (2007) R1086–R1093.

[59] E. Aguirre, S. Cadenas, GDP and carboxyatractylate inhibit 4-hydroxynonenal-
activated proton conductance to differing degrees in mitochondria from skeletal
muscle and heart, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1797 (2010) 1716–1726.

[60] L.S. Khailova, E.A. Prikhodko, V.I. Dedukhova, E.N. Mokhova, V.N. Popov, V.P.
Skulachev, Participation of ATP/ADP antiporter in oleate- and oleate hydroperoxide-
induced uncoupling suppressed by GDP and carboxyatractylate, Biochim. Biophys.
Acta 1757 (2006) 1324–1329.

[61] M.D. Brand, J.L. Pakay, A. Ocloo, J. Kokoszka, D.C. Wallace, P.S. Brookes, E.J. Cornwall,
The basal proton conductance of mitochondria depends on adenine nucleotide
translocase content, Biochem. J. 392 (2005) 353–362.

[62] I.G. Shabalina, T.V. Kramarova, J. Nedergaard, B. Cannon, Carboxyatractyloside
effects on brown-fat mitochondria imply that the adenine nucleotide translocator
isoforms ANT1 and ANT2 may be responsible for basal and fatty-acid-induced
uncoupling respectively, Biochem. J. 399 (2006) 405–414.

[63] J.M. Suski, P. Schonfeld, M. Bonora, I. Shabalina, P. Pinton, M.R. Wieckowski,
Guanosine diphosphate exerts a lower effect on superoxide release from
mitochondrial matrix in the brains of uncoupling protein-2 knockout mice:
new evidence for a putative novel function of uncoupling proteins as superoxide
anion transporters, Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 428 (2012) 234–238.

[64] K.J. Clarke, R.K. Porter, Uncoupling protein 1 dependent reactive oxygen
species production by thymus mitochondria, Int. J. Biochem. Cell Biol. 45
(2013) 81–89.

[65] J. Nedergaard, B. Cannon, UCP1 mRNA does not produce heat, Biochim. Biophys.
Acta 1831 (2013) 943–949.

[66] G. Barja de Quiroga, M. Lopez-Torres, R. Perez-Campo, M. Abelenda, M. Paz Nava,
M.L. Puerta, Effect of cold acclimation on GSH, antioxidant enzymes and lipid
peroxidation in brown adipose tissue, Biochem. J. 277 (1991) 289–292.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0325


2030 I.G. Shabalina et al. / Biochimica et Biophysica Acta 1837 (2014) 2017–2030
[67] M.B. Spasic, Z.S. Saicic, B. Buzadzic, B. Korac, D. Blagojevic, V.M. Petrovic, Effect of
long-term exposure to cold on the antioxidant defense system in the rat, Free
Radic. Biol. Med. 15 (1993) 291–299.

[68] E. Couplan, M. del Mar Gonzalez-Barroso, M.C. Alves-Guerra, D. Ricquier, M.
Goubern, F. Bouillaud, No evidence for a basal, retinoic, or superoxide-induced
uncoupling activity of the uncoupling protein 2 present in spleen or lungmitochondria,
J. Biol. Chem. 277 (2002) 26268–26275.

[69] R.J. Mailloux, E.L. Seifert, F. Bouillaud, C. Aguer, S. Collins, M.E. Harper,
Glutathionylation acts as a control switch for uncoupling proteins UCP2 and
UCP3, J. Biol. Chem. 286 (2011) 21865–21875.

[70] K. Hirasaka, C.U. Lago, M.A. Kenaston, K. Fathe, S.M. Nowinski, T. Nikawa, E.M. Mills,
Identification of a redox-modulatory interaction between uncoupling protein 3 and
thioredoxin 2 in themitochondrial intermembrane space, Antioxid. Redox Signal. 15
(2011) 2645–2661.

[71] Y. Bai, H. Onuma, X. Bai, A.V. Medvedev, M. Misukonis, J.B. Weinberg, W. Cao, J.
Robidoux, L.M. Floering, K.W. Daniel, S. Collins, Persistent nuclear factor-B activation
in Ucp2−/− mice leads to enhanced nitric oxide and inflammatory cytokine
production, J. Biol. Chem. 280 (2005) 19062–19069.

[72] S. Collins, J. Pi, E. Yehuda-Shnaidman, Uncoupling and reactive oxygen species
(ROS) — a double-edged sword for beta-cell function? “Moderation in all
things”, Best Pract. Res. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 26 (2012) 753–758.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-2728(14)00112-1/rf0380

	ROS production in brown adipose tissue mitochondria: The question of UCP1-�dependence
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Animals
	2.2. Isolation of brown adipose tissue mitochondria
	2.3. Oxygen consumption
	2.4. Measurement of mitochondrial membrane potential
	2.5. Mitochondrial superoxide production
	2.6. Mitochondrial hydrogen peroxide production
	2.7. Immunoblotting
	2.8. Enzyme activity assays
	2.9. Chemicals
	2.10. Statistics

	3. Results
	3.1. No effect of UCP1 on glycerol-3-phosphate-supported ROS production: verification by three different methods
	3.1.1. Dihydroethidium
	3.1.2. Electron spin resonance spectroscopy
	3.1.3. Amplex Red

	3.2. Succinate is a poor substrate for brown-fat mitochondria
	3.3. UCP1-dependent ROS production in brown-fat mitochondria under classical conditions of ROS assessment
	3.4. No effect of UCP1 on glycerol-3-phosphate dehydrogenase and succinate dehydrogenase amounts and activities
	3.5. No effect of UCP1 on ROS production supported by physiologically relevant substrates (fatty acid/pyruvate)
	3.6. Cold acclimation induces increased uncoupling but concurrently high ROS production

	4. Discussion
	4.1. The singular substrates and ROS production
	4.1.1. Glycerol-3-phosphate
	4.1.2. Succinate
	4.1.3. Acyl-CoA/acyl-carnitine
	4.1.4. Pyruvate

	4.2. Possible misleading effects of GDP
	4.3. The relationship between membrane potential and ROS production in brown-fat mitochondria
	4.4. The significance of UCP1 for ROS production in brown adipose tissue
	4.5. The general significance of uncoupling proteins for protection against oxidative damage

	Acknowledgements
	References


