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Anti-enterovirus Activity of Paris polyphylla
Smith and its Immune M odulation

Yuan-Chuen Wang, Ph.D.
Department of Food Science and Biotechnology, Mati€hung Hsing
University

ABSTRACT

Aim:

In this study, we investigated anti-EV71 and CVRE3iaty of the P. polyphylla
Smith 95% ethanol extract as well as its immune utaitbn. The 50% inhibitory
concentration (Igy), selective index (Sl), time-of-addition assay,dalevels of
cytokines and nitric oxide in the EV71- and CVB3ecied cells were determined.

M ethod:

A trypan blue exclusion method was used for themenation of CG, for the
Paris polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract. The neutralization metaod plaque
reduction assay were used for bothg@nd time-of-addition assay against EV71 and
CVB3, respectively. Cytokine determination was adecw to the manufacturer’s
instructions of the commercial kits. Griess reage@thod was used for the nitric
oxide determination.

Results & Discussion:

The 1G, for theP. polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract against EV71 and CVB3
were 12.5-23 and 99-156% of that of ribavirin, a&ipee control. Prophylactic virus
infection, direct contact viricidal action, and iavital replication for the extract were
observed in both EV71 and CVB3 infections. The aottisiginificantly increased the
IL-6 and decreased the IL-8 levels both for the EV@nd CVB3-infected cells. A
high correlation was demonstrated in the high artswf IL-6 induction and the
anti-viral activity of theP. polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract. The decreasing IL-8
and IL-18 levels carry the benefit of decreasing immune oasp pathogenesis from
the host cells. In conclusion, tli® polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract exhibited
both anti-EV71 and CVB3 activity and neutralizede tlviral-induced severe
pathogenesis.

Keywords: Paris polyphylla Smith, enterovirus 71, coxsackievirus B3, immune
modulation
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Yopmd T13lp 1997 & R AL MR TSR c LR P A B
BB KRG LE > B R eI 2 87 JIE g4 s it G (8
F 0 1999)c EV71 - #5lde— & dm g K o Ao S s e “liﬁ':f%-‘fﬁﬁ 550>
ER R AEH PR FEZERTLE PRARE L B2 E
POIRAY SR SR HAcTe LR R TE R Tag e = R (lin et al, 2002;
Lin et al., 2007; Lin et al., 2008 % - 1999; # % - 1999) EV71:i& » ¥ %4!
gideE g TAFHM S LAk (Shen et al., 2000)

o d B3 AlE & AR R & 5 ¢ 3¢ & 0w 7 (Morens and Pallancsh,
1995)- £ R 4 % 2. T35k ™ F 5 5.4% (Khetsuriani, et al., 20068)% %
> % 1996 # 2 2005 & R o 7 0 i3 ) B Rt R G EHE BE R o
7= %% i 11% (Hsieh et al., 19977 sctafirs % 7 s § #145 > 2006) CVB3
A7 E g 2 F g pras2aR 4 (Ouellet et al., 20049 5.4 B33 4 & &)
SRR Med pTA S 5 R 2 SRR R 0 8 FR R e s e g ek
TR 4 R 33 % (Kim, et al., 2001; Chau, et al, ZOO'Groarke and Pevear,

1999)° CVB3 i = wivil 2 R F]» 1 & 5 & sc WS - f F e %
SIS O N RSN LS ;\(Ollvettl et al., 1997) pt ¢ > CVBS € LR
BrEFmFFE @+ M2 BF I (Henke et al,, 2001)

R 5 - At k] 9 RNA .;%,* » &> Picornavirusesdk® 7
enterovirus - & & ¥ % (positive single strain) RNA 54 o A 4% 5 4 4
mapdikeny 70 5 fEa 3 29 @ 45 3 31 2R RES  (poliovirus)
type-1- type-2- type-3; 23 A5 # o+ A ¥ (coxsackievirus A, CVAJ
Al1-A22>A24 3] ;6 R 5 & :fﬁqi B ## (coxsackievirus B, CVB)B1-B6 7] ;
31 3| # #* 5 # (echovirus): 1-33 i‘](*,éf type 102 28 *)2 4 3|5 5=
(enterovirus): 68-71 (Melnick, 1996} # 54 713|(enterovirus 71, EV7H_
BB ﬁbz’v’ﬂ;:fﬁi » > & & 7,4081% nucleotides (Brown et al., 1995)

~#iEV71%2 CVB3z# 3

Pofesk &z v I EVI1 2 CVB3 2 &4 o 3 - By ‘[];‘5:% 71
A2 LA B3R REFEERG LSS A2 A2 LA L
o4 K tg(OClmmbasllum)+%# 3P EVTIR 42 45 ®iv% > Hjwr
#] EV71 2. % = & # 3£ linalool ~ apigenin% ursolic acid% (Chiang et al,
2005) 2 % (Salvia miltiorrhiza Bunge)‘&/ﬂ\«fn T Al EV7L1ig = e g %

2 E M (Wu et al,, 2007y d %2 % (Spirulina platensis) 4 32 B &% &%
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(allophycocyanink # #r4|% :fﬁ;i 7135 Hpag 2 B % frd ) EV7133
X imiE k= & ﬁfifliﬁ—%- RNA 34 = (Shih et al., 2003) £ £7 4 754 48 -
v 355 3 g EVI1soi3t i A4 e 2 (8% (Lin et al,, 2002y — & #7 & fk 47
4 4 EV712 1Cg 5 0.45 £ 0.05-14.58 + 1.3uM (Genovese et al., 1995)
& = 2_ pyridyl imidazolidinonesi=# ¥ 3 4p % 4 2 #r 4| EV71;% {4 (Shia et al.,
2002)- Ribavirin 3 io o+ & % 2 §oik 4 0 £ 5 #r4] EV7147 it 4 (L
etal.,, 2008) 5k (1998} + & v Jr2 52 » X7 ¢ %3 RAedl e ~ 547
2pREC P B ER S ER TR 4 AR R
BT P CEEIRF ORI IFFHEEAFE BRSNS
AP E 34 SIS

Z ¥ £ 2 (Ardisia chinensis Benthyk % 2~ 4 (Su et al., 2006) & & =~ x
% (Guanidine Sargentodoxa) % 6 # % ¥ 2 ;%-k 5 B4 (Guo et al., 2006}
CVB3 2% 7+ 1 Frd] 514 o 2= #H(Pithecellobium clyperia) £ % 4 &2 § %
#f (flavans)~ = # % (Rhodiola rosea)z. = 4 salidrosidez #g ¥ 3 & 32 = i
#g (triterpenoids)=4g o+ 11 ¥+ CVB3 2 #r#]7% 14 (Li et al.,2006, 2007; Wang et
al.,, 2009)- gt ¢t > & & it & % & F homoisoflavonids: amiloride -
[(biphenyloxy)propyllisoxazolé arbidol % 2_ ji=2 $ > 7% 43 3. E 4] CVB3
&1 (Tait et al.,2006; Harrison et al., 2008; Makardvak, 2005; Shi et al.,
2007)> # B~ £ H 7 (2003)% #+(2005)" 45 10— H ek ¥ Edog K~ <
FE AP EA R X2 FE

LR RTINS T 2
EN NS Rt e PR

WE 2 - P Bag S o | 88 F
Fr4] CVB3 z_ # 3%
ERNAE R RN ERCLER LY S

‘m¥e ek (Cytokine)i mre sz [ A Fd B B G A E w4
HoFLE L FEY > PR RFRL TR G 204048 255 M
z_ %z gre 353 interleukin Tn (IL-10) ~ IL-1B ~ IL-2 ~ IL-4 ~ IL-12 ~ interferon
a (IFN-o) ~ IFN-B ~ IFN-y ~ tumor necrosis factax (TNF-o)% TNF-f & - H
Er SFrdlpma i~ drdlpd AR B p XL B B e )
Jcs 12§ (reactive oxygen species, RGBY ~t# ™ Biwme 2 FE T wmbe
4 v % (Neuzil and Graham, 1996) & w2 < EV71g %> ¢ £ F 4 4 %
% 7 ) (proinflammatoryy. % ek 4o IL-1B ~ IL-6 2 TNF-a % » rj= 4 5
# (Lin et al., 2002, 2003; Lin, 2007)ie f pF 7= & 512 b B = > L@ 45+
WA e A ey RS EVIIRpI L Bl JeE Sl
EocwhokdE e A dmie il X CVB3E % » BI€ A2 IFN-y» TNF-a~ IL-2 ~
IL-10 ~ IL-12 2 NO % (Wang et al., 2009; Szalay et al., 200G)NF ¢ F#r+] %
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78 RNA 2 DNA 4 2 47 8l » & § (%5 chfups 4 % 2 (Ramshaw et al., 1997,
Herbein and O’Brien, 2000) iz 4t #ps 4 i th e 4 S d k= ~ T p4
AP BN L ERE L }‘%* MRNA % )Ea* -0 & & = % (Herbein and O'Brien,
2000; Seo and Webster, 2002nterferons (IFNe. ~ IFN-B 2 IFN-y)d v = 3§

% gt e (fibroblast) 22 > 5d Wpmd R A2 FLwe st b - AR
FRs#tA 2 » B3 Frdlp 4 47 fis ko gt ¢ s interferons™ ¢ 3% % nitric oxide
synthase (INOSy - 22 NO->NO %3 X7k FZ fs i | Lg kR
BP O HEA wreorig 4 2 (Linetal., 1997)

o~ R

3 R4 &304 8 1800-3000NTF 2 gtk ® o DFRIZT ~ F 5 GILE ¥ A0
W@iﬁ‘%%@iioiﬁﬁﬁﬁbﬂ%%‘ﬂWk‘&ﬁ RER
JEE o B R a4 & 3 steroid glycosides phenylpropanoid glycosides
diosgenin glycosidepennogenin glycosidesteroidal saponig gosaccharides
X.H4m@mEMe f”ﬁ b (TR S FE R S Frd)] 4&-"3—#5% S REA S TE
* R R B AUp ’]{,‘q'ﬁ—?‘i- iT* (Wang et al.,, 2007; Zhang et al., 2007; Guo et al.,
2008; Yan et al., 2009)

ApLw e L BFEY ER SRS TLAFEREEREY > FRE 17
dF 2 w71 A1E 2 (Hsu et al., submitted to Indian J Med Res for
publishingy = >*2 4 (Wu et al., 20074 % #5 (3% > 2003)% 4. * % (%],2005)
B 2 A KTFV4 ﬁ»w v H 3 oRANERE R %%ﬂﬁa@i & % 2 ribavirin (Li
et al., 2008y ApiT*t 2 5448 F-v (Lin et al., 2002y F]* » AF 7 $F 31 2 kPr
F% o4 (EV7L 2 CVB3)E{Lz HARM 23 &4 4] > P15 & % #j 0203
ﬁﬁ%#ﬁﬁ%%ii%@%%’é@—ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ’W%*?ﬁ
%%*7
I ~FF P Mg

AR E R R om A (EV7L 2 CVBI)Eth 2 St A dwbe 2 f R
BEIEE o FUHmE ML S 47D ¢ G S0%Rm A Frdlik R - Eddpdk
EgbpA r L PERBAITE c AADEER £ R RITFFHE LR

% 3 me 2 e ek (IFN-a ~ IL-1B ~ IL-2 ~ IL-6 ~ IL-8 ~ TNF-0)% - § it §
£ R BE
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-~ R
(- ) % #(Paris polyphylla Smith)

d Ag 3% 3 pEE 3 R(Paris polyphylla Smith)# 2544 (~ 2 3%
=5 1R) s B & #(Liliaceae) L : - FE - E- &
H-EHAMZZRTE 3R AGd Y BB A Y S
RFEHETAR > T hrF 5307 218 548 k& 4 4 (No.
TCF 13518)

(=) % mm

A g g WPz (human embryonal rhabdomyosarcoma,
RD; BCRC 60113} + #+ ¥ 5 & =% (Human cervical epitheloid
carcinoma cell, HeLa S3) BCRC60101 (ATCC CCL-2.2} p
Bioresources Collection and Research Center (Haintaiwan)> 4
b i EV712 CVB3 2 7 mbe o

(=)=t

RIS opa pa ko @ % op+ 71 A(EVIL)E b+ B3
A](CVB3) - EV71 ¢ 45 1R 4k EV71 ATCC-VR784 pip % W Ffa
? « (American Type Culture Collection, ATCC)% =/ t= EV71
CMUH 527-1- CMUH-V4079 2 CMUH-627-14> % p »t+# 7 ¥ =
+ & - CVB3 ¢ £ 7=4 thA CVB3 KMUH-92225- KMUH-034189-
KMUH-K516 2 KMUH-99168> % p >t 3% i@.%b}:%«’ 2 o

_:\"’S}‘z":‘

(<) ¥4 1A
30 g3 k2 &4 12 200 mlz. 95%:¢ Azt 2 R E B 1 he
9000 rpma.s 15 mins Jcjmie » RATAFZ P20 > £ #H 23N
F B 0 O 40 CRR K $F1dc 0 FE g o
(z)wmie 2 %
w1z 3 10%Fs £ & 5 (Fetal Bovien Serum, FBS)
Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s minimum essential (DMEGibco, NY)
(RD m*z)& Nutrient Mixture F-12 Ham (F-12k, Sigma, USA) (HeLa
S3mre)» >+ 37°C7 7 5% 3 A2 kIEE 2 1 &% 80%- 1 pk
ph 3 BB iR d % o 4o~ trypsin-EDTA ' tm e > 1132 & B AFHY
3 3-5¢10° cell/ml » it {7 & 78 35 o
(2)50%m%e & 4k & (50% cytotoxic concentration, G§ #] T_
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Bl E_h R 95%¢ fiE F B ¥t A fwie 2. 50%m e £ kR
" trypan blueptt i ip] %_- 448 RD (EV71)® Hela S3 (CVB3)n
¥t 243445 5 3 3 4 5% CQ Ik % 24 h (K 7% 80%)- 2 PBS
ik der 2B BIFRL F P4 0%FE b S R e 3 37T
7z 7 5%CO kB £ % 48 (Hela S33¢ 72h (RDY #r » trypsin-EDTA
e o M| BAAE R > FRAINER o Fithe B R
AR L3235 WPz & trypan blueE ##E R & > BB 3t 3§
TR AR St P > 7 E A ERE B 2w
s (%) XL E N E B4 RD e & Hela S3im¥ 2
50%mre & LER - Bz B ZE%R & BiE%RHA- 2470 %
R T HEHERRBAL AT o
(2 )50%Fr+4]k B (50% inhibitory concentration, kg) i#] %_
1.7 fe3i#% (neutrolization test)
B T h R 95%¢2 fg HB~dr 4 EV71 2 1Cs0 11 ¥ fridfh i i
70963t 45 4r » RD % (3x10 cell/ml)> *+ 37°C 2. 5% CQ % 5
¢ 324 24 ho 12 PBSikjis» £3F 4> 0.1 ml 3§ 100 TCIDy
2 A2 01 ml 2 kR BGEES (13 F 2% FBS 2
DMEM & #1373 #1) 5 1 ribavirin (Wako, Japany & 3342 » 12
0%% B~ & f x#le (W% f24]%2 : mock-infected cells 5 + 3
#1] % virus-infected cells) ** 37C2 5% CQ#EBE ¥ % 721
he m PBS#ig o 4 » 0.5% (w/v) methylthiazol-2-yl-2,5-diphenyl
tetrazolium bromide (MTT) (Sigma, USA)** /8 % o ik & 2
h> 4 > DMSO # % @ #& ¥ formazani3 j# > 2 FLUOSstar
OPTIMA spectrophotometer (BMG Labtech, GermaiiypDso "
TelE > - B RIB RS RS R Frdld o 23T R A B2 R
o B BERWRZEH 0 BENTOEHERERL LT o
2954 s 0 4 117%  (plaque reduction assay)
B T3 Tk 95%¢ fig 5B~ ¥+ CVB3 2 1Csq0 14 :}%i b5 SR A
}572 3817 063445 ¢ 4 » Hela S3:w 7 (5x10 cell/ml)> »+ 37°C 2
5% CQ 4 ¢ 32 % 24 he 12 PBSi£iis > £ 34k 4 » 0.5 ml 5 3
100 PFU:}%J% RE 2R 51]%%—%%1 ko A O%ﬁ ENN A ok YRR
2 ribavirin (Sigma, USA) & & #r#4]% > >+ 4C2 5% CQ HE 5
T 1hf§:}§sivx"ﬁ’a¥f§7§ iR A& e 2ml g
W ERRGFRSZRERZAL W ITCZ 5% COERBY B 4
48 £ 1 ho 4 2GS HA L% > NELE A > P Hopd

o
¥
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(plaquesiwelly 3+ & % P~4 $f CVB3 i & thz Fri|F # 5 o 230
FHA Bk FRERR LA S THEHER
A % 5% o
(1) E PP B~ 47
WA R AL e P E (2~24 h) 4~ 3k 95%C fEE B
o BIEFBPT R LR B CVB3 2 Fr ] & o
1. % EV712 PR 8L 47
™ EV71 ATCC-VR784 % ;é%%f?ai o P ok iR o
963t 4 4 » RD wm®¢ (3x10 cell/ml) > *+ 37°C 2. 5% CQ % 5 ¢
BA 24 he mie s 5 F B (A) > f#iEdle (B) 2 wiwiy
#lke (C)e(A) FEE 72 FPFFE ((2—24h) 4o » 553 o
2h~-1h:i3tiF4e » 75 2 FERZ FB4 5 3 37C2 5% CQ
HE YA L& 2h 0 PBSikjig 4~ 2 3 10,000 TCID,o:fl%i
3 37C2. 5% COQ®xu e it 1 ho &",f:fﬁii.’% IR LI
Fofez 3%k o0h:3tip @ 4o x 10,000 TCIRe 4 % 2 7 I
ERZ2 EP4 3 37TC2. 5% CQ®HEE P iF* 1ho vl%i%%fl; ’
e r A FEPS 2 ER L2403 k¢ 4 54 10,000
TCID507?3-%;‘&7‘ BER 2 37C2 5% CO®muE Y iv% 1h =
FRAF R AR TR R R A TR~ 123 hig sk
A ter g ERbond A (B) AR 4o
10,000 TC|QO}}§\‘3-&”Q » 3 37C2. 5% CO %k E Y % 1ho e “f
fﬁ*/li’%“%ZZ*%*”’F%EE (C) Mm¥e iy 'JﬁE':';"?fﬁ-*#D
Fladpke o i3 e x5 3% o (A) ~ (B)Z (C)t 37C 2 5% CQ
B YA 72+£1h 2 PBSikjig > 2 MTT 4 ¢ » 12 FLUOstar
OPTIMA spectrophotometep] OD570 sz i » 3+ & & pFif b3
P it E 235 (%) 0 2R SR B RER O S BRER
Mz g4 BENTHEHERERL AT -
2. % CVB3 z_ pF [ 2L 4 47
2 CVB3 KMUH 0341895 ;&5 5% th o 14 SIS A 47
F {7 0 6344 ¢ 4 » HelLa S3wm#e (5x10 cell/ml) s ++ 37°C 2
5% CQ % 4 ¥ i‘“% 24 he s-tmre & 5 % 2 (A) & 4] 2(B)
2w 4 (C)e (A)RBRE A FRERF A » B4 -2 ~
lhiditFEe e r 33 2 RIEREPP AL 3 37C2L 5%
COZ#E" 3% 12 2h> 11 PBSi&jig > 4 » 7 3 100 PFU:}%i
e N AC2. 5% CQxkB P v 1h &",f:fﬁii.’% v hur AT E
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b2 BEHAK QN IIFY 4o r 35 100 PFUR 4 % 2 7
FERZEP 43 4C2 5% COHEE Y i£% 1h = ﬂfﬁ%ﬁ_\
her P FEBSZ RERAA L2403 F ¢ 4~ $ 5 100 PFU
1@&:& '3 4C2 5% CQAER Y 8% 1he igopd it o 2o »
FEERSLgAA T 123 g AL e r T
__,_Bx;}va? hERA A B)pFHle stk ? 4o~ 23 100 PFU
\;,;M,,z 3 4C2 5% CQIkH® iF% 1he wtppmd i 4
PR hEinAA Ol 2ipdpdlenk
fg * A r g a ko (A)~ (B)E (C) e 37TC 2 5% CO R E ¥ 1 %
48 + 1 ho g &ﬁ“f‘%z% A AR S FRF R o LSRR L

PR A o 3R LR BRI RS A L3l F (%) - 2
PR Bk & BEKRWR T4 BETEEHE
iy £ 27

(7))L mPe 2 LB &R
» (hO5%e FE HBfrde » B A BA 2 A wre? > RIAHF L
i A 4wk (IL-8, 6, 2, B, TNF, INF0)% - 5 it § 2 %
m,u% 45%\mn;w%%£
1. 4R 2EVTLE A fmre 2 LA D &2

7 EVT71 ATCC-VR?84:% PRI A0 R L3 Tk 95%e fiF E
P RDw%2 w2t 2 - 5 1§ 3 £ 2352430 % 4 »
RD im#e (3x10 cell/ml)> »* 37C2 5% CQ#®kHE # 2 4 24 he &
ik e » 33 3000 TCIDo s # % 2 3 ik & 2 5 B~4 0% &
A Al e G g AR R R 2 P d e @A i ot 37C
2 5% CQEHE ¥ 24 48+ 1 he = Bwmrz 12 %% » 12 9000 rpm
WACH< 10miny Jo b F ik UEER LA A TR BR Lwe
J#c% ¢ 35 IL-6 (R&D, USA) - IL-8 (R&D, USA) ~ IL-2 (R&D,
USA) - IL-1B (DIACLONE, France) TNF-o (DIACLONE, France)
% |FN-o (VeriKine™, USA)% 2. 5 £ ; 1 Griess reagent| z_ - ¥
g 7 EUM)- Av\’}‘r” R A AL CR

2. ¥ 2 CVB3z 7 1 fm¥e 3 &Rl &

12 CVB3 KMUH-034189% i3k 4 th » Bl L3 i 95%a il
P54t Hela S3ww 2 e ek 2 - § L § s R2 B4 - 24
FudF 4o » fmre i (5%10 celllml) » 3+ 37°C 2 5% CQIiw’ ; B %
24 he &34 4~ 3§ 200 PFUR# % 2 7 kR 2 554 > 0%
Haps e we e s g AR RARRIFRSERBSEo
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37C2 5% CQ®EHE ¥ 124 48+ 1 he s BlmPe 33 %% » 12 9000
rpm>s AC4s 10 mins Jcf ik > UEER LA AT E BBl T
wPe gk ¢ 3 IL-6 (R&D, USA) ~ IL-8 (R&D, USA) ~ IL-2 (R&D,
USA) ~ IL-1B (DIACLONE, France) TNF-a (DIACLONE, France)
% |FN-o (VeriKine™, USA) % 2 3 £ (pg/ml) ; 1 Griess reagent
Ple-3i % 78 (uM) AATT R R E 2 B iTdgon o
(=) s34
PFRFELA 37 2 W2 i E 7 E 2.8 % 0 4 B2 Duncarg Dunnette
(T2 17 pE K31 0.05% 0.0 B A T St £ B F
BEFALE o
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%~ BR

~ ~ 3k 95%¢ 3 & B~ 4 RD 2 Hela S3iwm## 2. CCq
B ded - 97 o 3 ik 95%2 EE Bt ¥ EV71 2 CVB3 54 e 2
CCso 4 8] & 744.77 +£9.05ug/ml (RD) % 522.25 + 19.29ug/ml (HeLa S3) %t
ribavirin (i $+ B8 )4 %] 5 2593.37 + 183.22g/ml (RD) % 2120.94 + 125.20
ug/ml (HeLa S3)
=~ 3 R 95%e f E B4 4 EV71 2 CVB3 2 ICy
3 R 95%2 fiE X B4 4t EV71 2 CVB3 2. ICsp 8 % 4vdk = #7771 o 3 1k
95%¢ fis 3 B-f 4+ EV71 2 CVB3 58+ IdrdiEit» B EV712 SR
+ CVB3o 4 EV712 ICso2. & % A7 11 5 B3 % }REV712 ICs % 78.46
+ 2.80—125.00 + 0.00ug/ml> % & =2 12.5-23% (338.15 + 3.68
1000.00 + 0.0Qug/ml)» H ¢ %+ EV71 ATCC-VR784% # 12 ICso i o ¥ %
iplic (CGICs) mifodipd F4r2 Sl EfF > 27 FF I 114
Pt A LA R o Btk 95%¢ i P-4 e $k EV712 S| 5 5.96-9.49
LI ¥R E (253-7.67) 2. 123.73-235.57%
4 CVB3 2 ICso2. % % 87 11 > % ik 95%¢2 fit ¥ B~ 2 +k CVB3 2
ICs0 5 126.39 + 1.44-197.15 + 4.93ig/ml > % i ¥ B8 2. 100.00-156.00%
(96.70 £ 5.72-161.98 + 4.3ug/ml) > # ¢ %+ CVB3 KMUH-034189z_ ICsp 5«
M o % tk 95%2 fE ¥ B~ 4w $k CVB3 2. Sl 4 2.65—4.137 5 I $p 2
19.32—20.24% (13.09-21.38)-
=~ %o TR 95%e fEE B b A E L pERVEEA 4T
(- )% EV71 2 PP BLA $5
12 EV71 ATCC-VR784% I3 & th o 3 ik 95%¢ fif 5 B~4 4
EV71 ATCC VR7842_ P ¥ 8L 45 % % 4o Bl — #7577 © 3 ik 95%¢ fi
Fod 2 a2 AR f % 0 EVILATCC-VR784¥r 4] 5 B F e 4
(p<0.05)° 31.25 pug/ml &2 & € 2 ¥4 % % 0.70 + 0.28-40.39 +
3.45%:> 200 ug/ml A2 & ¢ + 2 1 20.91 + 1.09-96.51 + 2.83%
A 1 3P4 4 EVILATCC-VR7842 (£ % & A £ kif 3] o ¥
F R A e (-2 % -1 hybe » 554 é"ﬂ'-‘[ﬁi B Frd it 5 31.25—
200.00pg/ml EJ2 2_#rd4] & % 0.70 + 0.28-23.44 + 1.54% &
3 R O5%C M E B i me BT - BRER OHEA w LG IR
B % EV712 (8% o 3 0] Brde » ¥ B4 > 31.25-200 pg/ml A2
2 4rdlF 5 4.92+0.37-25.17 +2.08% B I EF PP B 5 B 4R
7t :)}%% E“%f»’r’ﬂ%d:);ai BN TR A dmre 2 (R o %?:}[;‘3% R4z ts 1—24
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CFFEAE (RBRK) B-B B

] P4~ E B3 5 31.25—200 pg/ml A2 2 Frd F 5 4.46 + 0.27-
96.51+2.83 %H ¥ rips5d B4 18 1) e d»r’# “ &8 (40.39
+3.45-96.51 +2.83 %) S 5 Brdr b » P 2048 B 0 e R BT
%0 240 PEis e~ K o 44l F D 446 £0.27-55.22 + 3 51 %
SRR E P EVTLZ gl e S dlp A o 20 s IR
B A 2 (8% o

LB - 2 %% 0 3k 95%c fiE ¥ B4 4 EV71 ATCC-VR784
ZFHIIER > ¢ AP HF R E o DRET RS (S FFEE
WAL me) MR gl s 2 Ag WEr o B Fe ‘)}%% 2 AFH e A
&2 Friglivt *‘v?:fﬁi ®r a2 4= (1h) 2 #r4 3 :E 96.51 +
2.83% (20Qug/ml) -

(= )% CVB3 2 pF [ gL A4 45

12 CVB3 KMUH-034189 % iRl:# 5 # th » & th 95%¢ ff 5 P4
% CVB3 KMUH-0341891 PR BE A 5 55 & 4o B S 7o o 3k 95%
RSP 2 RJEA R A% 0 Frdl S R A F g3 4 (p<0.05)- 50
ug/ml e 3‘?11 2 Frd]F 5 4.93 £0.01-16.30 £ 0.89% 200 ug/ml
EIEAE A2 1 19.04 £ 1.43-59.18 + 2.74% % 3~% 4%t CVB3
KMUH-034189z it * % 3pL& & iz ¥ 4] (dose- dependentj“}?s* N
Fimrzan (2% -1h) 4o r FPPftpa Zpel (5% 5 200pg/ml &
A E 2 Prg) & 5 23.56 £ 5.60-38.66 + 15.60% %25+ 11 % ik 95%
I EBF A e B - REFHF L e LG PR 2k
oo 3 Q) P » E B4 > 50—200 pg/ml RS2 Frd] F L 9.69 +
0.11-19.04 £ 1.43% B I 554 5§ B M7 4 S Frdlp+
KT O dme 2 (R o f‘“'}‘%i}g;@ﬁwé 6 1 /] P4 » 3 3% > 50
—200pg/ml g 2_Fr4) % % 15.18 + 0.74-34.22 + 1.47 % A 7 4
F BT RS T ”Ez\mmflii—* " e [%.;,,_‘}.ﬁp g
?iomgsi B4 g {5 2—8 ) Pr4r » X B4 » 50— 200pug/ml Ea2

2 FrdF 5 4.93+£0.01-34.64 £2.63 %k o+ 4 % itk 95%¢ fig X B~

P53 Frl J?a-* A2 1 o %?.[?54@ A iwre 12—24 /) P4 » F
B~ > 50—200 pg/ml md® 2 Fr4] 5 5 13.93 + 0.93-59.18 + 2.74
% > gt I‘"’*EU d ¢ 3w p4f llx + (Buenz and Howe, 2006)
Td Al NI RRY O FERS RS LI EY 24
Fralps 2 W02 EERBSD gl Bhlms -

LB - 2 % 0 3 ik 95%ce fiE X B4 ¥ CVB3
KMUH-0341892 Fr ] e % » ¢ 25 7 fid B % ~ E #2857 3 (2
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CREEA (RPR) BoP Bz

FralpE R L e )& priplpd 2 g lier o A
r. 3Bz ;};r,:rp ﬁ—y -—%{\‘]}5_—3_}5\)‘.;4[‘%:“ tmPe 12 h{;_;g;jw |1
+ 3tk 95%¢ ﬁgirmmﬂt Apd G mrek A4S 2
( ViR 2 EV71 5 A e 2 B

™ EV71 ATCC-VR784% Bl:# flii—a- FRo B Tk 95%¢2 f% X B4 4
RD fFiwmez2 we gz 4 22 2540 = 971 - Bl=(A) 5 IL-6
2 %% o RD Mm% &£ 2 IL-6 2 2§ #(77.42 + 9.32 pg/ml) 20—
160 pg/ml 2 3k 95%¢ fii 5 B4 %t RD w2 IL-6 # & i B 48
(p<0 01)- RD ‘% i3 EV71 ATCC-VR784R % ¢ 4 % IL-6 4 &
% A% 2 155.2% 3 d& 05%2 fi% % P~4r ¢ BF 3 4o ¢ R —’L[ﬁi RD
wmiz 2 |L-6 2 2 > HEAXF IL-6 4 & £ 483 (p<0.05): 40 pg/ml
g2z IL-6 4 =& 5 ¥R & (celllvirus) 2. 155.4%:- & & 1% H| &
>80 ug/mlpF > P IL-6 4 =& & F "5 484 > 160 ug/ml 2. A2 #| &
WL e 24.0% (39.16 +23.92 pg/mE & F]¥ i G K Bode 2
fe% &% B 4 EV71 ATCC-VR7842 ICs (78.46 + 2.8Qug/ml) -

@‘(B)ﬁ IL-82 4 AR -RDim% & A 2 rs*ElLILS(91847+
45.73 pg/ml) “F# & (20 ug/mNEB-F= 4 IL-8 4 = & 3258 > v ¢ &
Ppr HE =40pug/ml pF > IL-8 4 = & P AT 'E > (E R %'J_‘,@ % IL-8
4 X g Tg ﬁ < '80p,g/mlﬁ 2 2_|L-8 4 = £(409.62 + 27.51 pg/ml)
5 HR 22 44.6% F1H 5 304 RD swmre 4 5 B4 dr | (CCso: 744.77
+ 9, 05ug/mL) 160ug/ml Bl |L-8 4 X B LEFTTE D YRS
0.5%- RD Mm%z g 2 EV71 ATCC-VR7847 ¢ #2538 IL-8 2 = ; &
£ (40 pg/ml) 5 B4 4 & 4 EV71 ATCC-VR7842 RD % 2 IL-8
4R E B F XA E =80 ug/ml B0 IL-8 4 X F @ AT %
(p<0.05, p<0.01)> f&* #E g% IL-8 2 =+ 7" g+~ ;80 ug/ml
Fd2 2z IL-8 4 = ¥(569.26 + 35.22 pg/mi} % ¥ & #(869.04 +
10.30 pg/ml)'; 65.5%: 160ug/ml £ * 3 $Fpe 22 1.4%-° & Bl =
(B)2. 5 % » 3 th O5%¢ s X Bdr € b PERE AR 42 2 g 4 EVTL
ATCC-VR784z_ RD m¥®z z_ IL-8 24 = o

B=(C)s IL-1p2 2% 28 - RD 7% 4 ‘wmw 2 ||_1[3 4%
% (9.34 £ 0.41 pg/ml) % tk 95%¢ fig % B4 2 £ 2 (20— 160
ng/mh¥ RD ez 2 IL-1p 2 & £ & & F(p<O. 05) B2 EV71
ATCC-VR7847 RD ‘m® % 8 4% IL- 15 4 4(11.39 + 0.54 pg/mh) £
42 B R PP TR £ W 4@ 4 (p<0.05)> 20-160 pg/ml e
AT 2 IL-1P 7 £ 5 #AR 22 50-92%-

éﬂi—’rﬁf
T* B o
vy
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B=(D)5 IL-22 4 28 - RDmr2 IL-2 2 &8 24 £(6.90
+ 0.27 pg/ml)> 20—80 pg/ml 2_ 3. k 95%¢ ff ¥ B~ 4 %+ RD ‘7% 2
IL-2 4 &8 & %+ 8 %(6.36 £ 0.40-7.66 = 0.26 pg/mh g 4 EV71
ATCC-VR7847% %2 RD iz 2 IL-2 # £ (6.90 = 0.22 pg/mly 20
—80pug/ml | £ 4 IL-2 2 = £ & # %(p<0.05) 160pug/ml 2. 3 B~ 4+
HAR L2 e g4 EV71 ATCC-VR7842 RD ¥ 32t i |L-2 2. 4
% (p<0.05) FIEILH|§ ¢ 384 RD ‘¥ & 4 3 14 (CCso: 744.77 +
9.05ug/ml) -

Bl=(E)5 TNF-a 2 2 % £ -EV71 ATCC-VR7842. RD % i ‘m
22 TNF-o 2 & 8 289 14(4.52 + 1.29 pg/ml) 3 k 95%¢ f% % B~
42 % B2 (20— 160 pg/ml)st RD iz 22 TNF-o 2 & § & 82 58

(p<0.05)- g % CVB3 KMUH-034189 % & 4 # % # & TNF-u

(5.46 + 1.09 pg/ml) % % B3 w4t g 4 EV71 ATCC-VR784

2. RD im® 2. TNF-a 4 & & %% (p<0.05)-

B=(F)% IFN-o 224 2% - RD mm*% 2 IFN-¢ 4 = &
(2.93+1.22 pg/mh® 7 H 4& %> 5 K 95%2 fiF ¥ Bgr 2. & A (20
—160 pg/ml) % RD 0% 2. TNF-o 2 & £ & % %(p<0.05) RD ‘@
¢ it 4 EV71 ATCC-VR7847 ¢ 3 ¥ w?e 4 = IFN-o (0.34 + 1.38
pg/ml) > ¥ B4 2 % EJT > R 4 EV71 ATCC-VR7842. RD ‘m
%2 2. TNF-o 24 = & 825 (p<0.05)-

FLBZ 2 B% R4 EV712 RD % 2 e ek 0 5 1k 95%
LR E P B ER B4 IL-6 4 2 > B BT IL-6 4 2 EAF o
BHE(=80 pg/mhskie IL-8 2 X EPHE T - HELHF T Y
L Hap2 e ¢ 32 IL-1B ~ TNF-o 2 IFN-o £ B 8248 o

(= )¥ R % CVB3 75 i tm¥e 2 B2 58

12 CVB3 KMUH-034189 % iRl:# 5 # th » & itk 95%¢ ff 5 P4
# Hela S3% 4 w2 e e 4 22 2% 4cBle “757 o Bz (A)
LIL-6 2 %% - Hela S3m*e 24 ¢ 4 4§ £2 IL-6 (6404.4 +
852.6 pg/ml) (5. 5 B~ 4 2 € £ A ¥ + 3 F Hela S3wz 4 = IL-6
(p<0.05, p<0.01) > 31.25 pg/ml i@z IL-6 # & § % %P6 22

163.8%; & ¥ EJLH £ i 250pug/mlifE » IL-6 2 & £ T % » 8 7
LB e 1A Hela S3w% A 2 4 1 (CCyp: 522.25 + 19.29
ug/ml) - HeLa S3%m* g 4 CVB3 KMUH-034189% ¢ i +c IL-6 2
4 &5 fe 3tk O5%¢ fiE E Bt AT ¢ @ 4 CVB3 KMUH-034189

2 Hela S3wm% » plAF ¥ # 2% IL-6 # & (p<0.05,p<0.01)’ 31.25

N i S
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CREEA (RPR) BoP Bz

—125 pg/ml z_ g2 2. IL-6 4 = & 5 ¥ ez 176.2—209.5%; i
3 T A E 250pug/mlpF > IL-6 4 = & 45‘?"" % L X B 2
T HE e L ¥ CVB3 KMUH-0341892. 1Cs; (126.39 + 1.441g/ml)
BB E 0 FoARIE 50%r b 2 A A S FB ]

Wz (B): IL-8 224 &% -Hela S3ww ¢ A4 F£2 IL-8
(1832.8 + 144.1 pg/mi)i<#| & (31.25—62.5ug/ml)z. % 2~ 4 ¥+ Hela
S3im 2 IL-8 # @& g (¥* £ =2125ug/ml pF » HelLa S3

w2 |L-8 4 & § T % (1260 6 +192.6 pg/ml) = ¥+pe ¥ (1832.8 +
144 1 pg/mly. 67.8%; F]H 5 384 Hela S3 imfe 4 5 B4 e
(CCso:522.25 +19.24g/ml) ; 250ug/mL4 fT* &2 IL-8 &3 %
3 ¥/ 22 0.3%- Hela S3w % g % CVB3 KMUH-0341897 ¢ #
BOL-8 2z 4 = 5 2 d k 95%zC fREPB-F P R 'R MR 4 CVB3
KMUH-034189z. HelLa S3iw® IL-8 24 = & » X B4 & £ ﬁ % ’1L-8
4§ 7T f 4 (p<0.01)> 125 pg/ml A2z IL-8 # & £(381.0 +
48.7 pg/ml): %P %2 (1983.7 £ 89.0 pg/mb. 19.2%> 250ug/ml 2_ Jaw

BRIE S MEHREZ 24%° & B2 (B)2 %% > 3 K 95%¢C f%
_rﬁxjm ¢ R MARZZE ¢ g4 CVB3 KMUH-0341892 Hela
S3mPe 2 |L-8 4 = o

Bz (C)s IL-1p 2. 4 = # - HeLa S3wm* 2 2_ IL-1B 4 = & 2L %
% (4.78 £1.02 pg/mb) 3 ik 95%¢ fiE % B~ 2. & g2 (31.25—-250
ug/ml) ¥+ HelLa S3wrz 2z IL-1f 2 = & & 825 (p<0.05)- g 4
CVB3 KMUH-034189 # ¢ # # m 4 = IL-1p (4.63 = 0.41
pg/ml) > & X B3 g2 7~ H R 4 CVB3 KMUH-0341892. HelLa S3
wmie 2 IL-1B 4 & & B 5(p<0.05)o

Ble (D)5 IL-2 2 4 28 - HeLa S3wm*e 2 IL-2 4 X B 224 i1
(6.68 £ 0.59 pg/ml)y 31.25—125ug/ml z_ % B~ 3 ¥+ Hela S3iw % 2_
IL-2 4 =& & 8% (p<0.05)> 250pg/ml A2z IL-2 4 & £ gl 4
% 14(5.00 £ 0.11 pg/ml) F]+ F# & = %4 Hela S3iwm*z 2 4 & 4
(CCso & 522.25 + 19.29ug/ml) - HeLa S3 w *¢ g 4 CVB3
KMUH-034189% ¢ # & IL-2 2. # =(6.22 + 0.33 pg/ml) iz 62.5—
125 pg/ml 2. 3 ik 95%¢z ﬁ%:”;%% LA E IL-2 4 2 E(6.84 £
0.15-7.08 + 0.15ug/ml) - & Bz (C) %% > AR 4% = R 4
CVB3 KMUH-034189z_ Hela S3im*z z_ IL-2 # = § 524 M » 3
PREAEE S SRBEE

Bz (E): TNF-a 2 4 =& - HeLa S3w% 2. TNF-q # = £ 2t
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CREEA (RPR) BoP Bz

¥ %(3.49 £3.89 pg/mly # H AL T > 5 h O5%C fiE K Pir 2 & AT
(31.25-250pug/mL)%+ HelLa S32. TNF-o 2 & & & % (p<0.05)-
B % CVB3 KMUH-034189% ¢ 3 ¥ %z 2 & TNF-a (3.34 £ 2.34
pg/ml) > % ¥ B~ g® 7 # 4 CVB3 KMUH-0341892. Hela S3
e 2. TNF-o 4 & & 8 %5(p<0.05)-
Bz (F)5 IFN-a 2. 2 & £ - HeLa S32 IFN-o # & & 2£% i
(3.86 £ 2.68 po/ml)x 7 H = > 3 k 95%2 P 2 & e
(31.25— 250 pg/ml) % Hela S3 im* 2. IFN-a 4 = § & &
(p<0.05) & % CVB3 KMUH-034189% ¢ # # ¥ # & IFN-a (4.96
+ 2.43 pg/ml)> % ¥ B4 a2 32 4 CVB3 KMUH-034189 2
Hela S3iw® 2. IFN-0 2 = & %8 (p<0.05)-
FERr 2 %% g% CVB32 HelLa S3w e 2w % » &
ik Q5% FE E Bt 6 A F 4 M 4 IL-6 4 S BEF H E L8 4 &
H 4z fmie ek ¢ 45 1L-2 ~ IL-1B ~ TNF-0 2 IFN-a 5 B2 8258 o
T~ 5 hO5%e BERFHE LB Gl - F L AL LY

BT 77 o BT (A) % EV71ATCC-VR784: & % -EV71ATCC-VR784
2 RDfaimre2 NO4 & 8284 14(10.49 £ 6.1uM) > * 2 H £ % > 3 ik
95%¢ fif 3 B4+ 2. % EJ2 (20— 160 pg/mi)¥ RD 2. NO 2 = £ & %8
(p<0.05) & % EV71 ATCC-VR784% ¢ # # %z 4 & NO (8.41 + 4.541M)
FBpr & Ege 4o R4 EV71 ATCC-VR7842. RD fm®2 2. NO 4 = & %%
(p<0.05)-

Bl 7 (B): CVB3 KMUH-034189z % % -CVB3 KMUH-0341892. Hela
S37%amie2 NO4 & 824 K (0.55+0.7AM)> * 2 #4£% > 3 ik 95%
2 fiE 3 Bdp 2 & jEJT (31.25—250 pg/mi)$ HelLa S3iwe 2. NO 2 & £ & 8
% (p<0.05) & % CVB3 KMUH-034189% ¢ % & HelLa S3wm#z # & NO (0.55
+0.04uM) > & F B g EJT 4t e B4 CVB3 KMUH-0341892. Hela S3:m
w22 NO 4 & @ 8258 (p<0.05)-

V)

=% g

-

=g
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CFFEA (REE) F-P ¥

5 3

® (k 95%¢ AR E P b g 7132 5 $ B30k 4 AL R
e $ EVTL2 1Cs & it ¥R 2 (ribavirine - fATesk + $Hup+ 2 eﬁ.&if') Z
12.5—23%: ¥t CVB3 A& It $+ R fefpin o 5 B~4= % EV71 2 CVB3 2 #r ]
T% & L3E I .;%%@ -J|L B OERBO /ﬁ% (2% #7441 75:3 vwﬁ%@fg A R ) B

Flmd 2 AFWEY o § ik 95%¢ ﬁ%iﬁ»iﬁﬁ 2 EV71 2 CVB3 2 % i m
e o 3o g REE R 4 L- 6 2% M IL-8 FwizrE 7 £

FoEIS RS T1AE VS BB A2 o P ERP d
AT R A SR L R ) /éiig(OcimumbasllumH ﬁ»ﬁrn N EIE R
# 71 3117 % (ICs0: 198.9 £ 1.8-202.2 + 3.2ug/mL) , # ¢ 2 = & & 35
linalool ~ apigeninz ursolic acid% 7~ £ $r#4]75 14 (ICs : 0. 5 + O 2-42.2+1.8
ug/mL) (Chiang et al, 2005) = % (Salvia miltiorrhiza Bunge)® 4 += #f EV71
2_ I1Csp 5 364 £ 205- 847 + 475ug/mL (Wu et al., 20079 d % %% (Spirulina
platensis) 4 gz # & "% % (allophycocyaninyt EV71 2z ICsp 2 4.68 + 1.25
ug/mL (Shih et al., 2003) 2+ £ A #5544 F-v 325 Frq] EV71# 22 1Csp 4 B
% 105 + 2.1- 245 £ 6.2% 103.3 = 22.5 185.0 + 37.7ug/ml (Lin et al.,
2002)- %7 % fr 474 # %+ EV71 2 ICs 5 0.45 * 0.05 14.58 * 1.39uM
(Genovese et al.,, 1995)& = z_ pyridyl imidazolidinonesit# 1= % EV71 2.
ICs0 » 0.04 £0.001- 12.04 = 0.776M (Shia et al., 2002) # i & % 60 f& 4
AE R HILEVILGE 27y 0 2P 8 542 95%¢ fif 5B~ HiRliE 2 4
TR EV71397 & st £487 g8 @ 2 34 1C5 % v 5 RF B4
(5 # 2 100-311%y) >+ ¢+ 60 f& 4 4 &+ fﬁ% I N %(Ficuspumila
L.) ~ ¥ 4+ 2 (Melastoma candidum D. Don): 2 I"Jrﬁxl_t » B S IRRY
(Lemmaphyllum microphytlum Presl} %t ”i?(ajatthbl Caulls) H 42 50
iz FLEVTLE M £ IR7P & 7 & (Hsu et al.,, 2009. Submitted to Indian J
Med Res for publishing)

=¥ £ 2 (Ardisia chinensis BenthYk % 23 (Su et al., 2006 ¢ 4& * =
% (Guanidine Sargentodoxa) % 6 fa#% ¥ 2 /* -k % P-4 (Guo et al., 2006}
CVB3z IC54 %] 2 31.3% 19.2-115.3ug/mL-4§ ¥ % (Schefflera heptaphylla)
IR A RS PP CVB3 2 1G5 5 12.5—70pug/mL (Li et al., 2007} %=
#H(Pithecellobium clyperia) # 4 #t2_ 4 *= #f (flavans)s =z # % (Rhodiola rosea)
Z_= & salidroside «§¥ % & 32 = f54F (triterpenoids) ¥ CVB3 z ICsg
> W % 12.5-2539.0+1.2 2 12.5-25ug/mL (Li et al., 2006, 2007; Wang et
al.,, 2009)- pt ¢t » & = it & % & F homoisoflavonids~ amiloride -
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[(biphenyloxy)propyllisoxazole% arbidol % z_ =4 $ » 7~ 4 3 B E Fr4)
CVB3 #E14»ICso4 8] 5 40£0.2-30+2.1 2-60uM~0.013-3.99% 13.1
+ 0.6 ug/mL % (Tait et al., 2006; Harrison et al., 2008; Makaet\al., 2005; Shi
et al., 2007)

WA Y 2% 0 3 R 95%¢2 fif X P~ 4 EV71 2 CVB3 2 ICgo &
L) % 74.09 £5.86-150.48 £ 1.06%2 126.39 + 1.44 197.15 £ 4.93 pg/mL%
Z ) ¥ EV71 2 ICs 143t 4 & 5 5 B~F (Chiang et al, 2005) + %-(Salvia
miltiorrhiza Bunge)® ~ # (Wu et al., 2007) * #5548 v (Lin et al., 2002}
A2 B0ARMAL BFEY B s HEFER C ARV UIRY 2 e B
% (2009, Submitted to Indian J Med Res for publishing >+ } itz & &gt &
= it & # (Chiang et al, 2005; Shin et al., 2003; Lin et 2002; Genovese et al.,
1995; Shia et al., 2002)¥+ CVB3 z_ I1Cs > B B >t} #= )gJe o

IL-6 ~ IL-1B % IL-8 =5 2 = ¥ (pro-inflammatory)w s % > &R %
EV71 2 % L 3 5w ¥ Ko 2 (Lin et al., 2002b, 2003; Hein and Weiss, 2004;
Liang et al., 2004; Wang et al., 2086} # CVB3 z B’b:"(:)}%,& (Hemi and
Weiss, 2004; Hemi et al., 2009); % £ 224 - IL-6 g 4#r#lp+ W > ¢ 3
EV71 (Lin et al., 2007) human immunodeficiency (HIV) (Rogez-Kreuz et al.,
2005)% hepatitis B virus (HBV) (Kuo et al., 2008) - IL-6 5 + 47 E 2 1%
#1 > Kuo & 4 (2009): HVB z 7 7 45 - IL-6 F¥r4] HVB 2 capsid &~
(transcription) F]pt i = £+ capsidz Fd F & = T ' > 3t pF IL-6 T
P& 'E i< HVB :)}%% Z_ genome-containing nucleocapsidg ; #]# capsidi-
v B £ = <[22 genome-containing nucleocapsid® ~ tF'# 4 > L IL-6 F¢
#IHVB 4 2. 3 F]o > EV71 % CVB3 R 4t > 3 €2 IL-6 513 wmre g
K= 3 ‘ffﬁ‘ﬁilz’é Fo2 dmbe o FEIRHE TG A e A WA Riet AL
i % EV712 CVB3R il eni Fo fd & i #2544 2 o ¥ ko8 (EVT7L)
(Li, et al., 2002; Lin, et al., 2002b, 2003, 20Q¥ang et al., 2004; Wang et al.,
2006)% « » (CVB3) % (Schmidtke et al., 2000)L-1p »* & % {s #p ¥ 12 e
i+ 48 ®W(Lin etal., 2007)* *t - IL-1B ¢ 3% % cyclooxygenase type 2 (COX 2)
% inducible nitric oxide synthase (INOS)Z 3.2 4 = i = prostaglandin-E2
(PGE2) - § i § 4 S 34r > R mfe b= ~ 3|15 g2 g L%
(Dinarello, 2009) IL-8 % — #& chemokine ¢ & it @ {40 & 7k (neutrophil)
it 2. 7 F(infilration) 2 4 B A8 WREACEAL A RIERF HF
(reactive active substances, ROROS i®# v gt L FRix2 Mm% » R s ff
&~ k- LRI (Mizuki et al.,, 2000; Huang et al., 1995; Noach abt
1994)> Flt IL-8 & 3 gp4 2 (8% o gt ' % fid 3t ROSHTH R -

|
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Ay 2 RT3 ik 95%2 fiF X B iR 4 EV7L & CVB3 2
FA o ¢ B :‘g‘ira%g ||_6(5g] “Ble )z s IL-1B (Bl = )% IL-8 (B =
Ble )2 et 78 o %KD 5143"4’7’1‘]’}}%-&-»5}”’%] €% » B EPtp
o5 R ﬂfg.;,;w(Evna CVB3)gim% a2 382 IL-6F & Rephi;
IL-6 + it »’rvﬁljsfgqi capsidi-v % genome-containing nucleocapsidi I
Bd prilpmE 2 A7 Wien (Kuo etal.,2009) prRFBEL 472 % % (Bl- ~Bl=)
AT oA AR WA S L R 2 prdliEr o IL-6 B R prdlm A AF W2 17
oo e HApg 3R L6 T FA e A2 Eha g 0 @ TR
Ko~ iR (EVTL)R i (CVB3) ¥ B 2 Rt o Bt o Hu|EiFiL
eh o Ak 95%2 fE X B et 4;?5-% Fa w2 IL-1B (%
infected-RDY. IL-8 (infected-RD% infected-Hela) 157 i » # je &8 » 5
B G M A AR RN S R Er s
S EV71£ CVB3 2 BcE Mot & 6 chi®® o 32 » 5 ik 95% ff 5 P~

JEgEEHT - 3 5 FEFLmE AL B EL |L6'}§fiﬂ-‘fﬁ5—*"—;’
# “é% MIL-8 2 IL-1B 2 4 =& » R A e g Lid & 2 R it o
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CFFEAR (RPE) Fop Bz

1B ~ B RIE R

31k O5%e PR EEFHGHE TLAIZ i) F B3 ZSKT 4 2k *ﬁ
FLF L o EV71 2 1Cs 5 & ¥R 2 (ribavirin — f&fe/k b $Hiupm & 2
#ﬂ) 12.5—23% % CVB3 P& I $4 /R e fp v o 5 P~F~ ¥ EV71 2 CVB3
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Fig. 1. Time-of-addition assay for tlie polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract

against EV71 ATCC VR-784. The extract was addedthe cell
monolayers at pre- (-1, -2 h), co- (0 h) and past4 h) infections at the
concentrations of 31.25«(-), 62.5(=-), 125 (=-), and 200 @-) pg/mL.
Data points represented are mean = SD (n = 3).
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Fig. 2. Time-of-addition assay for tlie polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract
against CVB3 KMUH-034189. The extract was addedthe cell
monolayers at pre- (-1, -2 h), co- (0 h) and past4 h) infections at the
concentrations of 50 §-), 100 (=-), 150 (=-), and 200 (m-) png/mL.
Data points represented are mean = SD (n = 3).
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Fig. 3 Effect of theP. polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract on the cytokines of

(A) IL-6, (B) IL 8, (C) IL-1B, (D) IL-2, (E) TNFe, and (F) IFNe
productlons in the EV71 ATCC VR784- mfecteti{} and mock-infected
(-m-) RD cells. Bars represented are mean + SD (n wi3ich are labeled
with single and double symbols showing significdriference from the
controls afp<0.05 andp<0.01, respectively.
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Fig. 4 Effect of theP. polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract on the cytokines of
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Table 1 CG, for theP. polyphylla Smith (PPS) 95% ethanol extract against RD
and HelLa S3 cells

Cell CCso(ng/ml)®
ell line .
PPS 95% ethanol extract Ribavirin
RD 744.77 +9.05 2593.37 +183.22
Hela S3 522.25 + 19.29 2120.94 +125.20

 Values are mean * SD, each value was obtained fhwae individual experiments in
triplicates per experiment.

#2 v 5tk 95%e fEE P o4 7142 R v d B3 Al ICs * Eik iy
o EV71 0P ez > CVB3 2 :)}?s% 5 o) ARV L ES

Table 2 1Gy and Sl for theP. polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract against
EV71 and CVB3. A neutralization method and plageduction assay
were used for EV71 and CVB3, respectively.

Enterovirus PPS extract Ribavirin
ICs0 (ng/ml) 2 SIP ICs0(ng/ml)? Sk
EV71
ATCC-VR784 78.46 £ 2.80 9.49 338.15 + 3.68 7.67
CMUH-527-1 119.21 £6.71 6.25 1000.00 + 0.00 2.59
CMUH-V4079 125.00 £ 0.00 5.96 509.68 + 11.86 5.09
CMUH-627-14 92.79 £2.98 7.32 1024.08 +41.71 2.53
CVB3
KMUH -92225 154.55+4.19 3.38 130.35+1.28 16.27
KMUH-034189 126.39 + 1.44 4.13 127.23 +6.29 16.67
KMUH-K516 150.84 £ 6.70 3.46 96.70 £5.72 21.38
KMUH-99168 197.15 +4.93 2.65 161.98 +4.31 13.09

#Values are mean + SD, each value was obtained ffoee individual experiments in
triplicates per experiment.

® Selective index (Sl), C£/ICso. The CGo for the P. polyphylla Smith 95% ethanol extract
against RD and HelLa S3 cells were 744.77 + 9.055@2025 + 19.299/ml, respectively;
and for ribavirin were 2593.37 + 183.22 and 212&945.20ug/ml, respectively.
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