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MDV) 244 5| & 1 XSG R — bk 2 2H 230G A 1 o e 0 A% B4 o MDV s — B (1) B
IR RE, P 5] R A A P I S R . AR SR IRAT R R A 4 R R, MDV
EFRERAT A RS . R R H MDV BRI A 0T B, BEE Rk # /11%
58 DA K 5 e 2 00 B R VR 5 SRR L 2 B v e R, IR 2 ARl i i —
b B R SR Z R BT R O, R Ew#E LS (Lentinan, LNT) [ 11452 5%
e

LNT & —Fl A A 5 vh 2 HIUF) 2 BT SR 1 G B YA T 70, il R e 2 4 P 3 o
Gl S BEAN A 0 f R 4 R HE G B A, T s B R LA, 4R
e E LA R R T EERSEAETE R T R SOV, RS BUREE. UM
LT IZ R

NHIEFE LNT %f SPF 4HEXS ¥ 4 2 1 55/ H LA S 1 MDV 858 A 51 /B2 1) S22 41 )
MIPERT, AHFSE B 64T T LNT X SPF 46X 1) Guie 3 s /E F w7, JFRre LRl Bt
AT 7 P EAE A LNT % MDV G HI/E B FT, J097 PEAEH LNT % MDV BE4L 4 A
WF7T LA K LNT S5 BEA X vMDV Al vwMDV 3L 1 1E I 5T
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FEE A E B BE FIF (P<0.01) o ZETRBGPESEFH LNT X MDV E4LHI1E B 7, 45
REW, FEHEEG 35d, AR LNT BXEE4 MDV 4 i) 44 5 0 8 225 41K T T 148 0
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control ZHf) FiR$EAREEE ZR (P>0.05) , HEKEG 21, 35d, LNT+MDV 414t
SRR AR FPUEFIENE S MDYV i RS E I EE KT MDV 4 (P<0.01)

FEVRITPEAE A LNT X MDV S IE B e, 45 RR W], MR A 42d, REEH
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Study on the Inhibitory Effect of Lentinan on Chicks Against

Marek's Disease Virus Infection

Abstract

Marek's disease (MD) is a lymphoproliferative immunosuppressive disease of chickens
caused by Marek's disease virus (MDV). MDYV is an important oncogenic virus, which can
cause severe immune suppression in chicken flocks. Epidemiological studies have revealed a
rising trend in MDV prevalence in China in recent years. While vaccination is the most
effective means of preventing and controlling the MDV infection, co-intection with
immunosuppressive virues frequently results in vaccination failure increase the virulence of

the strain.

Lentinan (LNT), an immunomodulator containing B-glucan extracted from shiitake
mushrooms, it can play an immunological role by stimulating immune cell maturation,
differentiation, proliferation, and production of cytokines, thus improving or restoring the
host's homeostasis and increasing the responsiveness of host cells to biologically active
factors like lymphokines and hormones. Consequently, it finds extensive application in

various domains such as immunological modulation, antiviral therapy, and anti-tumor therapy.

To study the immunomodulatory effects of LNT on SPF chicks and its effects against
MDYV infection and its induced immunosuppression, firstly, this study was to investigated the
immune-enhancing effects of LNT on SPF chicks. A study on the protective effect of LNT
against MDV infection was carried out based on this, therapeutic effect of LNT on MDV

infection, and the combined use of LNT with vaccine against vMDYV and vwvMDYV infections.

In study of the immune-enhancing effect of LNT on SPF chicks, the results showed that
the body weight of the LNT group, which had been continuously using LNT for 6 days was
significantly higher than that of the Control group at 7 days of age (P < 0.01),
interferon-gamma (IFN-gamma), interleukin-2 (IL-2), tumor necrosis factor-alpha (TNF-a),
and Mx antiviral protein (Mx protein) and many other cytokines in the LNT group were
up-regulated compared with the Control group, and the proportion of CD4+ T lymphocytes
and its ratio to CD8+T lymphocytes were also significantly up-regulated in the LNT group (P
< 0.01). In the study of the prophylactic use of LNT on MDYV infection, the results showed
that the body weight of the MDV group without LNT treatment group, was extremely
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significantly lower than that of the LNT+MDYV group and the Negative control group, which
were prophylactic use of LNT (P < 0.0001) after 35 days post infection (dpi), the samples of
liver and spleen development index in the MDV group were significantly higher than those of
the LNT+MDV group and Negative control group, whereas there was no significant
difference in the above indicators between the LNT+MDV group and the Negative control
group (P>0.05), the MDV viral loads in peripheral lymphocytes, liver and spleen of the
LNT+MDV group were all extremely significantly lower than those of the MDV group after
21 and 35 dpi (P>0.05).

In the study of the therapeutic effect of LNT on MDYV infection, the results showed that
after 42 dpi the body weight of the MDV group without LNT treatment group, was
significantly lower than that of the Low-dose LNT treatment group, and that of the High-dose
LNT treatment group with therapeutic use of high doses and the Negative control group (P <
0.01), the liver development index of the MDYV group was significantly higher than that of the
Low-dose LNT group (P < 0.05), and extremely significantly higher than that of the
High-dose LNT group and Negative control group (P < 0.01), however, there was no
statistically significant different in the above indicators between the Low-dose LNT group
High-dose LNT group and Negative control group (P > 0.05). After 14 and 28 dpi, the MDV
viral load in peripheral lymphocytes of the Low-dose LNT group and High-dose LNT group
was extremely significantly lower than that of the MDV group (P < 0.0001), and the MDV
viral load in peripheral lymphocytes of the High-dose LNT group was extremely significantly
lower than that of the Low-dose LNT group (P < 0.01).

In the study of the effect of LNT combined with vaccine on vMDV and vwMDV
infections, the results showed that when infected with vMDYV infections, the MDYV viral loads
in peripheral lymphocytes, liver, spleen, and feather sacs, vaccine only treatment group with
SCO9-1 were lower than those of the SDAU1501 group, which did not use both LNT and
vaccine, and the MDYV viral load of  the LNT+SC9-1 group, which were treatment group
wiht LNT and vaccine further lower than those of the SC9-1 group. After 21 dpi, MDV viral
loads in peripheral lymphocytes of the LNT+SC9-1 group was significantly lower than those
of the SC9-1 group (P < 0.0001). When infected with vvMDYV infection, the body weight of
the SC9-1 group was higher than that of the Md5 group, however, the body weight of the
LNT+SC9-1 group was higher than that of the SC9-1 group, and was significantly higher than
that of the SC9-1 group after 3 and 21 dpi (P < 0.05). The MDYV viral loads in peripheral
lymphocytes, the samples of liver, spleen, and the feathered sacs of the SC9-1 group were

v
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lower than those of the Md5 group, and the MDYV viral loads in the LNT+SC9-1 group were
further lower than those in the SC9-1 group, the MDYV viral loads in peripheral lymphocytes
and spleen of the LNT+SC9-1 group was highly significantly lower than those of the SC9-1
group after 14 dpi (P < 0.001), the MDYV viral loads in the liver of the LNT+SC9-1 group
after 21 dpi was significantly lower than that of the SC9-1 group (P < 0.0001).

Based on the above results, the present study confirmed that LNT could promote the
growth and development of SPF chicks during the brooding period and improve the innate
immunity level and cellular immunity levels of SPF chicks. The preventive and therapeutic
use of LNT can inhibit the replication of MDYV in chicks and alleviate MDV infection and its
immunosuppression, and LNT can enhance the immunization effect of the meq-deleted
Marek’s disease virus vaccine strain SC9-1, better inhibit the replication of MDYV in chicks,
and prevent or alleviate vMDV or vvMDYV infection and its immunosuppression. It provides

an adjunctive measure for better control of MDV infection.

Keyword: Marek's disease virus, immunosuppression, lentinan, immunomodulation,

vaccine immunization
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1 BI85

[l

iff

1.1 B KK

L7 5 K9 (Marek’s disease, MD) & H 557 50 IR 88 (Marek’s disease virus,
MDV) 5| XS ) — itk L AL 2V A 1 S e 4 VAL G o MDV XS HE 2 AT 1Y
— PRI R, TSR AG H Rk LA S A bk R R S B B B (Witter
1997; Witter et al., 2003) . T RIIFATIH FIHEEL R ERx, MDV {E9 HHRAT
BEE S (Yuetal,, 2023; Zhangetal., 2022) . P %% 2456 MDV Y5 A 3L
5Bt (Nair, V, 2022) , {EXSAE QT MBI EE (CIAV) 85 WK P R 2 208 GE s 5 25
(REV) &5 2 11 i 75 VR A IR e 22 0 S B0 1 )% R (Li et al., 2021; Zhang et al.,
2017; Zheng et al., 2022) . $bAh, HLEFEMRIEINA 1 DR HIHRIE AL ZWTIE 2 (Li
etal., 2022; Liuetal, 2023) .

1.1.1 JREZE

MDV J& T2 AL, o2 TR WA S IR FE)E, MRS EkE. A
T, AR ERLT BN 130~170 ZH0K, @A THER LR AT, 29
Mgk, IR, AN RIS, RSP P iE B MDV KRR
AR EBE N . TR RN T BHA RN 85~100 2Rk, AT MRmAL I, 2
IR SE &P, AR R BRSBTS, MDV a8 I 08 U 7% ol 40 Mo 355 77 40 B % 5
(#NE M, 2011; Osterrieder ef al., 2004) . MDV R4 N A E 45 102 M XUsE
DNA 757, 738 6 MXI, G ARmES KX (TRL) K XE (UL . W&
HE KX (IRL) . WEELME XK (RS) . HbkE Xk (US) FkimHE LM (TRS)
[X 1 (Davison et al., 2010; Lole etal., 1999; McGeoch et al., 2006) . HEHEIHF M 1ML
E RN, B MDV 434 MDV1. MDV2 fl MDV3 =AN g, Hb MDV g 1 R4
FEARFEEORM (S8R e iis]. ARG LRSS R, TR EUR
M58 5> NF5EE (mMDV) | 515 (VMDV) | #3555 (vwMDV) FIFG 515 (vw+MDV)
(Lee et al., 1983; Schatetal., 2013; Witter et al., 2005) . MDV IfiLiE 2 % & I IR
f X by B ORI AEBOR MR bk, 2R AEUR, B T RAM LR EK. MDV
ML 3 A KA N o3 85 B 1 AR BUWR TR bk, FRO KRG B i FE (Herpesvirus of
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tuvkeys, HVT) (#iaH%%, 2019; Biggseral., 2001) .
112 SJATRE

Mt MDV EE [ HIRTE L, Frf dhf sl il R KIS REK G MDV, (EAS[R] i Fh
B RIS A Z RGN AE 451, BRI MDV &L 14881 A i 22 7+ (Barrow et al.,
2003a) o JENSAHEREAS S E B AL AR, ARG I O R A M B b S A i b B A
JE B I P BN B 2 P IRGE AL, AEXSANMETERS 5y, H RGN R AEXS 5 B (Barrow
etal., 2003b; Calnek et al., 2003) .

1.1.3 IERERZRET L

MDV = DLk sl I S 3 n Ak E g o, RURGLBF SR AN, F e R
AIE], ARAE IS AR R AR AR HRAL 4 A& A . N REARL . Bz BRI AR %Y (Schat et al., 2008).
1.1.3.1 Rz

H L AN BT A e e B R 0TS, SR IS R T, SkAEERE, S Eg
UMl AR, BBhFElT, BRESE<BE SO, M p AR B AL BN A,
IR 2-3 4, BEARRARG 2K A UK B, BREUH R JAMRE S, 2019; Gimeno
etal., 1999) .

1.1.3.2 HEEE

TEASARTE I, AR, BT, #EERL, d8E A, DEomiS sk %,
JEYE R, HEE RSO, AW, JET-RE. SIE. O, IR, BiES2A4
P E H BRSO H B AR e ok B R, DU AT BRI B A R SR o 9 ERE R R R
FEYFE IR, (H 0] 58 DLV R R R IR (BB REZE, 2009; Calnek ef al., 1998).

1.1.3.3 RBkE

RS RBUNEE . 5. KRB K I B A /NG, A A HICH &
B LRy, RYEGIMAR LI E (SR, 2009) .
1.1.3.4 BRE!

PSR IUNESLGE D, T EHE R DB RIN, MLRGSGAETT, S yrElt
KA, HRAPZFIHR S AL A I R R AN IR (G5 ockRSE, 2006) .
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1.1.4 A&
1.14.1 REPBLE

X RN 43S B 40l (Chicken Kideny Cell, CKC) , ST 440 i (Chicken Embryo
Fibroblast, CEF) FIHY R al£F 4E40 i (Duck Embryo Fibroblast, DEF) &5 &5 i 4f i &
MDV 43 BRI R IFR5 7. Hb CEF /& MDV 438k H F R 72418, CKC &t
BRI HE A 5y K& Al 4%, {2 CKC F1 DEF 8 A F] T MDV 43 B bk 4R 4 2516 ( Churchill ef al.
1967; Schat et al., 2005; Tanetal., 2008) . —fx[AIZHMIRH:F MDV 73 554k 2-8 d &
{ERE = AENRBE, FLRRIE 2 B 8 e an sl & A i) /N B R S8 B
1.1.4.2 fREMEREN

H 44l 60 AL MD i JE AR B A4 8 D 5, MDV B a1 9% 52 4 A
MDV $: 3 PRI AR 7T 72 M (Churchill et al., 1969) . EAREEIRUTIE &
(AGP) 5%, BEEEGHIZIRFHCE  (ELISA) DL A B4 i ) 495 G 2 o Y vk 2 ki 452 3 i
7E MDV IR o
1.1.43 BAEERN (PCR) AR

it ed 80 4EAY, WAEFEER RN (PCR) KK IMNAS T 4% MDV £ N F 245 4
P I8 JEL ARSI . = b I35 T ) MDV O 3E R4 DNA 751 & 34T 52 2 (K 7 73 B ( Afonso
etal., 2001; Izumiya et al., 2001; Tulman et al., 2000) . 7] L% 1T4EE R PCR 54,
FE G IR Y MDV B3E T2 W .
1.1.4.4 SERTRFEEE PCR (gPCR) AR

BE#E MD RIS I, X 20 B3 A0 W Mosh R 7 =00 RGeS 7 S =
BLR o SEIF ¢ RE f PCR R °] DLTE 1 R ) 220 X MDV #E47 4806 € & A AR 2
R, IR MDV G OCIRE (X & & 4%, 2023; Baigent, 2005; Walkden-Brown
etal., 2013) .

1.1.5 BhiztEitE
1.1.5.1 EHERERE

T R B AR ) OB, I R I AT R, MDD R kAt R
WA R T Faml, Xy AR G G G R D e 21 7 B EEH, fE MD SR

3
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— iR D A R0 TR S R 4 9% (Boodhoo et al., 2016; Haqetal., 2013) .
M THEZE ) MDV S0 3 M, BIATEES M MDV I 1 & (41 CVI9Rs) « HAR
ANEUR ) MDV I 2 (i SB1Z4) A MDV I3 3 4 (HVT) (U1 FC126) (Okazaki
etal., 1970; Rispensetal., 1972; Schatetal., 1978; Witter etal., 1970) . AN T35
[f) MDV IfiliE 1 B HSRAEURE I MDV 15 2 L EERRAER] % MDV ZH, N T IR$F
MDV FE I3, SR a A ARG ANM Y, T AT R An i gt A,
PRI AR AR RAE R ORAT DRI LR RFE 224 190 A AR BROHRE i 1) 2 T A R o T2 1 11
RARE 1. MDV IS 3 AL CHVT) 28 0l 1 BRAS 28355 1t L W o] Bl 11l 771,

{RAFFAE R (B REESS, 20235 Witter et al., 1992) . HT HARAAZUE K MDV
13 2 AU HIF MDV 3G 3 B (HVT) 0 H 2 14 58 58 (1 MDV ##RIK RS e

AFR, DR A A ] B E S vwMDV BRI HRRMRYT (Witter ef al., 1982;

Witter et al., 1984) . L3750 IR CVIOS8 EIEIE T (HBFR N Rispens CVIO8S FEFk,
AHFF RS2 =IeS RIERA SRS, Ry R 42 AR /) MDV
BEARIIIT, BN 92 MDV 1 “&ArdE”  (Bullow, 1977; Witter ef al., 2004) .
AN RIE B R XS T 57 v P B R B RIS S P (SCO-1 kD) R I H AT T Ho A
MD B AR 2001, IR C T RDAGAEF=, SRIATIATT (B, 20145 B
W%, 2018; Suetal, 2015) .

1.1.5.2 SEETFIRA

TERRE B @ RENE L AL . LR R, FRIHE LRGN, & &R
L Z AR Z RO BL R, DASER B o6 H 8™ 08 R EL A 3 FH 7018 26 BT S S0 it
Py i) R HA R ZE P IR ISR, S R T TR JE B BN B i B B D 4% B S
JUFCAR G S (R TR 1o G2 U1 77 50 E S MD S R A A, T DU S LA 1
PR GIERIL, PRI RGMEH . RS R 2R TIRE, JEE AR LK,
AR EE R SR T . REAER AP RE, 785 b 2 B 1550 77 T R 5T —
HEAR S AT WY 2R B TR A S AL Yy T O 2 CRATEE
5, 202D o HAHEZR., ARZH. FHEZH. RIERZHEEL X B MDV H 5
BRI PTIE A0 5 TR I AR OS5, 1999; IAASE, 2022; 28R R4E,
2023)
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1.1.5.3 =tk

ANE SRR BT R XS MDV 1) 5 Bt fB T aE AN E, 6 MDV 3 1 %% G BT
AR JWARTZSR . B 18 E A YRR P00 it 2 0 Sl XS a2 AR P74 MD (1) —
ANEEJTM (Lee etal., 2008; Venugopal et al., 2000) .

1.1.5.4 £¥% i

BRI, B I B ) 2 A it 2 B2 MDV (B 2 H. iy DA
HEEIE TR B R AT, Jioh, A RAEME R, SRR . HIEXSE.
POKS RPN TR 57 %, TERPT BT, BB IR BT 555 n] SeA% Gei gt A X & .
INSREATRE HE, WA, PRIFXS A R AR ERIRGES  S TR S AN 2 4 R
T RTR, A ST, B UG e IR S BT A I, BN R I LE
e, MEIRREL, RRE, R,

1.1.6 MDV BtriE Bl

MDV 4 fi J& {1 B F l“Cornell B8, iZ R IR T N MDV #1406 gL 1) 35 B 3
F R R MDV G FEHER IRF (Calnek ef al., 1986) » MDV [2E fiy & AT PL Sy
NRENS SZH R R DA ST R E I B . MDV B YL T3 RN 5 1 e
VERREE AR AY, BT CATE R XS il T b ) E R4 A A B 40 rp ey e R 2y e s ), B
WAk 4 P 49 2 18 2 bR L L R G 2 25 T, HAth 2 A R 7E TR 63 £ 52 3 /K e ( Baaten
etal., 2009; Davison et al., 2005) . ZfEH i) MDV &4 N R HITELIML . AR, R
AV 20 RN A DY AN R AT IR B o TEANRIA AR I B, R ERAE EWRZE M LA & B A T RS
M Z . FE IR G, RS T RESLERIEGY, RS 4 i
REWHFEAL, TEIRRALIS 14 B 21 K208, AT 5] A BEES B R EJE (McPherson ef al.,
2016) .

1.1.7 MDV BZErS|EHNAFEENE
1.1.7.1 e RMRE

E MDV B4 HJ5, 5l RARMERENE, BFEEWRIE (macrophage, M) H
HARRAGAM (natural Killer cell, NKD FiE. T AT (IFND FIE %8 48 i K5 11
SrUhEE. IEAh, Toll FE3Zz4A& (TLR) ALK (AMP) Ja Rk 9% 248 i H At 4H 43t mT g
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Wefih i, AHIHAETE S0 MDV 162 N2 i iR B 5 22 E— DA 9T (Akbari et al., 2008;
Abdul-Careem et al., 2009) . MoEA Tk 2 AR 40 i Thag, FF Hi&w LA
I AR PR BB (APC) SRRFEIE N % N (Qureshi ef al., 2000) . Mo#
W i, R AR VE T LR OR I — AL (NOD AN PR T 25 A1 53 P A5 R DA K A
TRIE IS 77, IR ¥ HLAEBTAEALH - AE . 3 Mer=E NO & —Fh B ZE 1) R
SN, 56T Mo A% B i P A4 ) s 2 B i) 8 OCEE 22 (Bogdan er al., 2001) o 11 H.,
MDV &4+ 373 NO & (INOS) MR, FHENO #7448, X el MDV
21l (Jarosinski et al., 2002) . MDV J&4X} iNOS [ L5 IFN-yZE 40 R 7 1 7= A
Ko fE MDV &S5, &M A d NO Fl IFN-y 3K 18 2 [6] ) 5¢ Bk O 4 78 43 iF 52
(Abdul-Careem ef al., 2007; Abdul-Careem et al., 2008) . FH4, Moer] LI MDV M
W15 B IR PR 25 B s Bk B SR 28 B, R B MofE MDV &5 M 5% 12
A FlEE R R B HEAEH  (Barrow ef al., 2003a) .

1.1.7.2 ENMRE

e N e B AR T R SRR R M RN . 7E MDYV RIS RS, BR T 91K
CD 4+l B T WRELAN AN CD 8 +4H B¢ 14 T 6k 20 fa A1 ] 9 25 Ja S 40 PR A0 e 88 400
MIRE AN, 851 R AN 5 WAt %R0 MDV R A IPLA (Kindt e al., 2007) . XL
PR AT 18 1 L 7 B a2k N 15 32 40 P O 57 FE R % 3 e A ORS00 400 2 1
TEH, 5B MDV BG4I 2% . 5 AU nT 7E 2R S0 MD 1) 43% 779 RAFAE
H, BHAGUARAZLERAR T MD . AORZ . SETIER . IR IR (Calnek et
al., 1982; Chenetal., 1992; Davisonetal., 2004) . {Hj&, BT MDV & —Fh &40
FAE G BE, BUAA T 00 R BB T 40N S N8 2 7R 58 R T
SR GPRA G I RIE R 2 5, CD 4+l T 6k ELA0 M A X6 625975 7 1) 45l e
BES 1) CD 8+l stk T bk R4 B AR e h R S 2E . JFH CD 8 +
MR T W4 S MD B TR T B S 1A % VISR (Morimura et al., 1997;
Parvizi et al., 2010) .

1.2 5 MDV RZHEXAAE T

1.2.1 FiE-y

T & -y (OFN-y) T HIH A CD4+Thl 40/ CDS+T 2 Kz NK £ g 53 4 - IFN-y

6
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HAPWRE PulsiEtE, Gef2it Tho 4815 Thl 40506 T HIH] Th2 B4 80,
Thl B35 S R bR & . IFN-y ] DUIE I 1 5 NK 40 5% 75 D Re Al Mot &g /e 71 B %
SE S I 32 ) B P S SRR e (PNEAESE, 2009) o TFEN-y7E MDV S0 M AL ) G925 S
B EEAEAH, MDV Y5 XS R N IFN-y & & T, TR B 7 2 (s 15 5t
JOREEEE . REFE SR, SRR IFN-yifi %, #AE S B AR MD Bt &g s
PP TFN-y & I 22 57 o KSR I 3R A2 LT 577 A48 BB 1K 22 57 (Jarosinski et al., 2005).
IFN-yA] 3% INOS (%3¢, # i Mo iNOS HI# B 1L NO 17=4E, T NO H] i MDV
I (Xing ef al., 2000a) o PriksS 4N H IFN-yJE T 2 B B4 i IFN-yik 2 &
U TI] i 2 BRI A BT PR RS IFN-y (1 DU i 2 0A s 7 HoAd g MDV 28 N B AR IS G B i
THIRIK . MDV IEAIAREGL], W8I CDA+T 400 A1 CD8+T 4/l IFN-y #%
SN R BE 1, CDA+T 20 A 54 (1) TNy AT {2 i3k 428 [ 2 1) Th J7 ] R FEE 4 B3
FERR S IER CDSHT 4Uff o1t 3758, Al CD8+T ik IEHii s ThRE. 75 MDV &%y
FI, SrtExg s R Az A IFN-y & &5 T 5258 (Parvizi et al., 2009)

1.2.2 BN E-2

FAf A 3R-2 (IL-2) FEH CD4+T 4iffd/ =4, CD8+T 4ifidthn] /& J3ilh. AfF
TR IL-2 P HIAFAEZE R IL-2 REdoR T A0 itk e s N, 5 SR PRt i = A=
IFN-y. TNF-o5540f 51 M- FPUmEEEH . 1IL-2 7T DAt B A 3858 . -4 gt
PR A R R T ThAE (Schmandt ef all, 1992) . IL-2 Al fig 5 MDV K A2/
5o, TR 21dpi I RSP TL-2 Bt iG M (Kaiser et al., 2003) .

1.2.3 BN -6

FZif A F-6 (IL-6) f&—MZ IIRedifR 1, JLFResm fu RN HTa 4.
IL-6 TG H =4, i PR MEGRIENE . MDV I IL-6 R IAE B S IL-18 H
fol, IL-18 AIES IL-6 MIRIA 1L-6 fldE IL-18 SEAIE 2 MG L, JA8Ek™ H 20
IL-6 SEME, H51EERSEYS RE55. MDV IE41HUEIY, SRS Rt 1L-6
KR ZE T M IL-6 ¥ i KPS Aa7R T AR BRI 1 bk R R R A T
A rpIL-6 & B AR T 0 (BRCHSE, 2011

1.2.4 BN ZE-18

HAA2R-18 (IL-18) Jyfe RAMIR 7, EMAHfl. /N 4ri . I A R 4H

7
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M52 gl =4 AT {2 E Thl 40 240 R ScR B 738 35 5 Thl. NK 40~ 4E
IFN-y K PEPUR S, RAEKMIIER . Britz4h, ERTBLIL-18 55 IL-2. TNF-o55 2 Fh4
i ER 7177 A2 o TL-18 AR T 2R AL R4 FH 7T 5 5 R e 9% [ 52 (Song et al., 2017
IL-18 7E MDV &b B B Z 1 R TR I KT 53910 5 R JOR f sk A %,
YA TL-18 S &P K B2 (Abdul-Careem et al., 2006) .

1.2.5 BJEIRFEEF-o

IR SRR -0 (TNF-a) 0]t NK 4R SR 40045 oy i, A% etk sl 58 M i
REfEidE TNF-aff4E i TNF-aZ 5o RYE G OV, (2F T 4R B 438 5E, e
NK ZHfuiE e, (Rt EmaitThae, 1EAREN IS S RIERN, AN SHMET:,
TR R A RS, 22T A T G 1 B R T R A R B e
A AGERIDRIEELNAL: BE g LA MK TR RE 77, 349 ADCC ThRE, A
P oy AL SE A D5 S A F (22875 %%, 2011; Havell et al., 1988; Rudle et al., 1987).

1.2.6 Mx IimBER

THIRFHABEHAGEANEETE, T3 Z2 0 [ 0 WS o WA g4 5 2 i L 1
KSRGS A R A= A SR SR (RS, 2014)  H Mx AL AT
THFEAFN)IE- F M 5 5 R IRGUR 8 RN 7R 2 /MR ERBIE S R Tz 4L
TREEAE A GTP BEVETE, X2 Mok edla ) WEER, I BAEDUR % 5 A Him
BMIRESE AT N AR (S, 2004; #MF%, 20105 Charleston ef al.,
1993)

1.3 BEELHE

4 Z W% (Lentinan, LNT) J& MWAF%E T SE A 43 B SR I BR 38 (0 UK 1 (kAR
Wi)si, BAAWETE, REIE T KRBIAR, HAERKREMERIN, NETHE. L.
LA NN (Ramberg et al., 2010) o ULAESR LNT 1EA—Fh G e 3 5 511 4% 52 %1%,
FFEXSRE 2 A, LNT 2000 e 5 10 B- 6 SN R e e i s, Ak H9%H
U= A 4 R 74507 ORFE S B AE R, I o5 S SR 1 £ LT 4, 5 e 7 32 4
SR IN T SRS AR TR TR R B, PR AR AU BUR R . DRI G g SRS
£ (Chen et al., 2008; Ngetal., 2002; Pandya etal., 2019) .
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1.3.1 El5WYxH
1.3.1.1 &%

LNT s PE S HAG 2 G5 M m VI oG, B B — Bl 6 1) 78 R0 2 7 s 2 W R/
M ZIE A LNT A& L(1—3)-B-D-H S M F 55, (1—6)-B-D-5 45 Bl 7R3 8% K 4
T, HALZEERN 1 5%(153)-B-D- SE0E L5 2 25(1-6)-B-D-H & TR B EE, 5 5
AN PE BT 2 NI ATRERZE (Chihara ef al., 1969; Hazime er al., 1979; Sasaki,
1976) . KT LNT A6 4 15 & B 5T G Bt I 1238 (0 352 (GPC) R B e U 1%
MASHARRT > FRRE A 3 x 105~8 x 105 (Wang et al., 2021) o RIS 4052064 5 0F S2 75 1
ZHERAIBRE SRS, RABAROE S ITER, Wil )5 770 55 (AFM) W a5 —
HAESE LNT B =2 A% (Wang et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2014) .

1.3.1.2 X FH

LNT MHiMEIER 5 R4 A& RHBR, HPiMeEtRmmeg U
B-(1-3)-D-71 54 N A, FHAPB-(1-6)7r LA HIZHE, T LAB-(1-6)&52 0y T HE 1 & 4
ZHEEPERAK (Zhang eral., 2011) o ZHEFHER) 7 SRR M S MER E R &R .
T B SR ) 22 WE ) S —EAE 20%%~33% (Meng et al., 2016) o AN T i & 2 b
TERE = MR WSS 2 T2 B-D-AHL I A &) BE 2 2 ST R $ A e e o A 431 it &
[ LNT (953 3CRERN, BRI TR AR 451, T R #5E SE s 1 e g /E A (Sheng er
al., 2021) o LNT W) =BREEES A0 MR /E R BOR . BEFUR I, 24 LNT (75 [H) 45
WRAENAR G, HBUMBEETESBK (Zhang et al., 2005) . ZHERIFN > TR B2
Wa AR AR R R OCBE R 2R o 2 WEARNT 73 T IR/, ToVE TR A I I 0 SR 5 6 A T R A
TER, T AR 231 5T 2 2 TARFREOR, AR T 2 Wl B 2 o 40 B s Pt AR
Wk N R LE 308 (Soltanian S et al., 2009; Wasser et al., 2002; Zhao et al., 2018).
H ATV 25 2 BRI 2 7 R BT B 5% 105~8 x 105 Z [ATE M A 0 o i AR T =, LNT K
ZER) S HAYHEE SIS . B (1-3)-B-D-H S0 L aESEH . HIXE 275 B AR
B BA SRR 2 SEERUME LNT AW iE T

1.3.2 12H
LNT )8 SAE TR EUT G LA T F b

(1) #UKRIRE: PORKIRIEEE R Z A R BUT%,  HA R R 6 .07

9
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i, SEHURAR, $RHCRE R, HER AR B, REFMRIN (Yaeral.,, 2017;
Zheng et al., 2011) .

(2) BREEHEHE: BRIFEEE & —Fh BN WIEREU 75, FAR S B E R sy
. BSR4 FREUSA, LB SRR TRV R 2 B OR 22 h B ki e, M VA TR i
R R TUNE, BREIRE L & SRR YRR GERAASE, 2022) .

FAMERIKIRSEIE IR B DR JUR S B EUAV:, DASE S LNT M3 HUECR

(1) BEHFBIFEHGE: M B3 DU RS M 4 B iR DL 2 —FhAEw I BT 1, 2l
B /K A A B AR AR e, (Rt 2 R, 0 S R R &, IRBUR AR, 2
Bk, Fook R BRAEER, IRIUEA S, KIS (Lyueral, 20200 .

(2) HAEGBIIREGE: 8 40 B B 2 78 AR SR B A2 A o7 FH B 75 18 & iR AT
FEACFE, EEE I BN . HUCRON AN S S ON BN A f EE , (EiE 2 EORR A, L
L AP HCR G, FRHRGR . PREN A, FREUSAMK, HEh &SRS EZ ST,
SEZ R AEDTEERRC (L%, 2008; Roselld-Soto et al., 2015) .

(3) TR B R . Aulune e B B B sk R FE Aintz 140 om0 2050 1 R0 A ) ol B 3507
YN P I FN A O BE R 2, RO AN 2 E NGB, VA AR 22 W SRR BT A Rl B N B B £
VER AN, AR SRR IR S, PEE (A5, HE SRR 5 A 2 WE S RO 2 b
SFAMERYE (Linetal., 2019; Maetal., 2014) .

(4) 7 AN A A am B AR By . v F R 1 T Al S o e B 4 BB M iR ok
fEH BN, dipREedRit, JE S RO AN A R BB D) 71 vhas J1 R0 s iR 5)
12 BETE R, HAh AR PR BUR S, HBh AR A AL ) A2 OB N 25 5 [ AR 22
WE5r¥ (Huang et al., 2012; Lietal., 2018) .

(5) EEHBIIREGE: &4 B BGE K DL iR K Bl DL L $ By 145 A
KAF A, HARSR, T AR AR BRI g — P ga s, HE s
SRR Z 1 e B A A BB R B B
1.3.3 4hifk

SEMTTIE AR, 0 22 W8 0 52 2% 0 B A P Jo A 6 R A ot 7 A B R o SR A 3 1Y
MEREESAOR. EAF. B, #2455, 2HENE, el i, hEE.

10
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ZHED A et AT S5 5 A DTS TE IR A T
1.3.3.1 lR&EHR

HARS ZHEMRNETEN RS T, BUEEARSMEZESE &, I
N 22 3 P 5 46) 25 78 JLTEVERIE 7T o — FRCR PR AL 2 R B B MR, 8 5 O S T
WA BHEARGEFEGLUTIL M. HEBE-Sevag 2. Wik, Wik, BRERENE.
ZROWIE BEEM PR %S (Qlaneral., 2018) .

1.3.32 fita

ZREE AT A R M. A HLIEFNE R B 38 e KL ST
B AN AL S B A ESE (Chenetal., 2019) .

1.3.3.3 74K

ZHEN T REMGEEETE, BN FHEY FTilE WA AR, —MR2E
FNFTHEY . 2RSS — R IRE — /T R N B AR AEYIEE I 2 hE
B YR 2oy TR A B BE, ARG TR B B e fE, DRI 2 AT 1 )
P AE Y W WM T S R ZRE R DUIEVE . BRI R
SRS (Wang et al., 2020)

1.3.4 £FFE M
1.3.4.1 ®EEY

LNT & —Fh G 15 700, XA AR SRARE e P G FRE e P S 3 L 21— @ PR B2 1 4R
REVAAT B S e 5 E ] (Hamuro et al., 1980; Péter et al., 1988) o LNT FE#i% Thi
RGN A S RN, FrT LU R Th2 B4 SRS, EREE Th2 AR MR
Thl Sr-SFHIRZ, B 4k 22 B 5 2O 40 i e B 0% (Yoshino et al., 20000 . T 4l
AL (Thy NEAFE G S B B R PZEHLEI AT 70 J9 Th Z4F0 Th2 BUR2E. Thl Hi4H
Hi 2 53 Wh 5 SE S MLAR 5G B B 15 5 4H i e % HR BT A0 U B4 B PR AR B R - (e T2,
IFN-y %) . 1fi Th2 ZY4Hf0 2250 A BT B kMg TE . o040 S5 R G2 AH 26
FI4HM A7 (Murata ef al., 2002) « LNT GeluEdis £iE400 (APC) A HLAHAE

HEASEEY I (MHCID FF ek, 2t T A4 (Th) JR5JFiEH MHC 1T 1 4
P, NI B R 7 1 B, SRR EOKT, JRiEAE B RE4A. T ik

11
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4. EWniEE, BRI nGE T 45 RE 0. B AR5 4 ML PR AN B 40 i
TUEAER R, CLE RIS H T (Moradali e al., 2007; Stephany et al., 2016)

1.3.42 MEMH

LNT S0 AE FH RO 2 SR ARV B R A 1 R FELI A 0o 4 S 17 A B 1
SRHLAAR 2 R B AL B R IX PN 7T (Tian et al., 2012) o BB CEMR ZH0E
PE% (Reactive Oxygen Species, ROS) & L&A L, H kit & RS EUR it
SEAb N B (Malondialdehyde, MDA) (Tiberi ef al., 2023) . LNT 1] LI &
THERE T (Fe2+) , MBI A R ROS & EG MIMTA R IEHL A Ak 5,
WEENATUEMNMERE (Renetal., 2018) o 534h, LNT nlilid 3L B & 4544 & A K400
FIE AR TR DA ER, did S S, BBt B is e, DLSGE %5
PBUE Nrf2-ARE Hi (5 il i, s 2 Myia bRk, £ 25 1EH (Stastny er
al., 2022) .

1.3.43 IimsE

LNT Xt —$8955 55 S0 GO0 BRI 1, FLf0m s A LR 25 20 A5 B 0 5 R i AN il
RS, ATRIEAR A BRI A DOREKCT, SESR A RRRE T, AT A B0 8% K
I H I

1.3.4.4 fphyE

LNT [fiig(E A 2N 21 . LNT i flsho)s 284 (APC) BUE Fiff
YMP SAARTR%%E (Bisen et al., 2010; Hamano et al., 1999) . LNT ] {54 Py itk E2.41
AL R AR Ak, T Thl A0 Th2 B9-F4 DL ST R )N . LNT A 35 A6 B0 B 20 i F
H AR TR B I K, 3 5 R A R AR s, R IE UM E A (Fukuchi et
al., 2014; Tanietal., 1992) . LNT i#id ROS /i FH N EIREM TNF-afr F /MR
B MR T, N ERRIETUNEEH (Wang eral., 2017) o LNT AJ AR N
Mis R Mg R FE R -0 (TNF-a) « FHiE-y (FN-y) MEAER-2 AL-2) FkE, H
IFN-y A1 TL-2 B 0% $00 1 el 9o 248 A 0t /&7 1) A e AT 406 g £ 4K (Arrinaga et al., 1992
Wang et al., 2020; Zheng et al., 2005) o FTLL, LNT nli@ 35 Reiethae, 875
A N IR ESL 0 B I A TR, AT A - I 0 %) R 0 £ e e 4 P A A R HE A
FIVEH .

12
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1.4 KRB SENX

MD {E N —Fp e R £ R BRGAT ) 2, IFBE%E MDV 8 738 3 DA HoAth S
D SR P2 SR RN, R R A SEDUA S 4% MDV B RUR AT RE AN EE
Mo F358, MDV S50 Gy H 1] 2 38 R A A% G MR 48 R g R mT e [RIE,  BR
TRERRENA MDV S 1 [F, 2R T I H %%l 72825 90%F MDV 4T B
o LNT AER—Fh G5 70), fEAHE e s o fE S Sl S 7 LA B 5 92 W e e
RIEWEER, REEE eZRCR T A A EE R L. BHAT, T LNT fSE5ER %
B T AR5, PLMDV BEGFINT MDV 5 1) % 30O 56 75 T R e J1IE 8k = R S0
FOR - A 78 5 A0 BT N LNT X SPF 4 RS f) 5 2 38 i ' R R 7, TBH 14 4 LN'T
X MDV G (1E BT T, 877 PEAE T LNT %t MDV S 1 AT 7T LR LNT S5
B % vMDV Al vwMDV AL HIAE AT FEIX A7 T LNT 5451 MDV &g & 3
S B MBI VE AT ERIT, S LNT 5408 50 K o2 FI20 i %92 1 A DL & LNT
P MDV 25% & HL 5] 10 S e 1) B4 F 4677 TH 1) R0 AU AR tE 2Rl 2% .

13
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2 5 EE
2.1 #H)

2.1.1 SEIGTHE

1 ki SPF AR, 1 Hik% SPF 4RSI B (L AR TF e SR X B RCA IR A 7], 1 HEiEE
ARSI H AR R RAREREHIRAF .

212 /&

MDV 78 SDAU1501 #k 1 A< S48 =5 1| 5 A A C G2 CVIO8S & 1y i) H I XS vh
B3], HY%w Aumeetk, JHEFGM R 4EA (CEF) #ATH 4. & 8BARAE, I
HEEN 1.05X10°PFU/mL. MDV KA1k v AT R MdS MONIETEIR, HIASSLIG =
MG IR AT AN HEAT Y G . EARAE, RS E Y 3.6 X 106 PFU/mL.

o

i

213 EH

A By 37 5 B 3 DRI R RV (SC9-1 R HH AL Bt SR AR R IR A w) A 77 4
it H9 WAL tEm & (AIV-H9) JKiE B i L AR SR BB A7 IR 2 =) 2E 77 I3 it

2.1.4 BIEZE
A 4 Z RS (Lentinan Powder) H 1L RS G RHE A A TR A & 477 IR
2.1.5 EEIKF

ATV-H9 MLEAIH ARG, W H AL il REA R AR . 1xPBS. DMSO. fif
N IR R AN E R AN Mtk AN s B0 B LR R E R A PR A F
I/ 23/ 20 DNA SR & B b5 RIRAEWRHA IR A A ML/ 23401 RNA
SRR S AR G £ 52 [F OMEGA A#]; Evo M-MLV [ i 53 1l iR 251
& (&% ¢DNA iR7), T qPCR) 1 SYBR Green Premix Pro taq HS FiiE %! qPCR
WA EI I RE CR G A TR A FRA R ; DMEM RE 23R 4 55 1 H 22K /R
FHEHBRA R APC Aric RITAY CD3 Fifk. PE Aric RPTAY CD4 FifAF1 FITC Fric BRIt
%% CD8 Bk H 2 [E SouthernBiotech 2 #] .

14
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2.1.6 EENE

V)24 (Heal Force, #F#E) ; PCRAX (ABI, E[E)D ; SEBFZ%E & PCR X
(LightCycler 96, ZEED ; ¥ s 8 A4 MI{¢ (BD LSRFortessa, EE) ; 6
AR B DL AL 200l (Eppendorf, f&[ED ; #1% TIES (Cabinets, MMEK) ;
AEEEFRAAM CO2 Bi R4 (SANYO, HA) @IKIRIKAE GR/R, HE) » BT RPN
WD-9405B RU/KFHEIK (O8N —, dbu0) s Mshfideds (B, 750 5 1HiR /K& (Grant,

HED

2.2 SERRILEE PCR ¥l 5%

22.1 ETFMaEFERSNSEFERSHFREESE PCR &M 5%

i FH B-actin /F NN SN, 3l AN RE 81907 2O G A1 2k DR BEAT AN - T2
R 75 R 5 9 2 2R R (1 SR 99 8 & PCR 514 i Bl A TAY) TREH RIS B IR A

BT BWIEIE A . SIS 1.

K1 ONERETHSEH ROtEE PCR 3IMER

Table 1 Information on quantitative real-time PCR primers for detection of cytokines

/B 5 (5°-3") P E (bp)
IFN-y-F TGAGCCAGATTGTTTCGATG 153
IFN-y-R CTTGGCCAGGTCCATGATA
TNF-a-F GTCGTGGCATCGTCCTCTCAG 102
TNF-a-R CACCAGTTTGTTCCTTCTCAGCAC
Mx-F CAGCTCCAGAATGCATCAGA 156
Mx-R GGCAATTCCAGGAAGATCAA
IL-2-F TTCATCTCGAGCTCTACACACCAA 200
IL-2-R GCATTCACTTCCGGTGTGATTTA
IL-6-F TCTGTTCGCCTTTCAGACCTA 0
IL-6-R GACCACCTCATCGGGATTTAT
IL-18-F ACAGAGAGGTTGGAGATGGGGAAG 7
IL-18-R TGGGTAGGTGAAGCAGCATAATGTG
B-actin-F GAGAAATTGTGCGTGACATCA 190
B-actin-R CCTGAACCTCTCATTGCCA

2.2.2 ETF Meq EFERSLRIRIEEE PCR HiMl7F5%

i3 Zext e w7 0 Meq BEFRIEATRLIN, T Meq JE R 1 SE R 2% 7€ & PCR 5
VARSI i KT IRUE, B R TAEY) TREBEARRSHR AR G, ET
Meq %= 1R SER 580 7 5 PCR ARt I 28 ARSI S iE i KA E, MDV #1180 5§
Cqfl (y) WI7FEN y=-3.3271x+37.94, R?>0.98 (EEfnE, 2023) . BI¥FHLE 2.
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R 2 0 MDV BIsEH 3 tE & PCR 51415 R
Table 2 Information on Quantitative Real-time PCR primers for detection of SDAU1501 strain

/B 3 (5°-3") P E (bp)
Meq-F GACGCCGCTCGGAGAAGAC 126
Meg-R CCATAGGGCAAACTGGCTCAT

2.2.3 LARHEE PCR REER
7€ B PCR RNMAA RN 20 pLo RMAR R WK 30 [RBCRF WA, RN MA:
(1) 95°CTAE: 30's, 1 MEH;
(2) 95°C71E: 5's — 60°CIR K HIIESH 34 s, 40 MEFE;

(3) NG R ERMBEMERET: 95°C, 10s; 65°C, 1min; 97°C, 1s, IRiE
T At 1 2 0 DT s N PR A e 1

K3 BOLEER PCRIBR
Table 3 Real-time PCR system

B R (ul)
SYBR Premix Ex TagTM (2x) 10
ddH20 7.2
Forward Primer (10 uM) 0.4
Reverse Primer (10 uM) 04
Template DNA 2
Total 20

23 BESWEN SPF 48 SR AR5

2.3.1 SRR

¥ 30 A 1 Hig SPF 4EXS-T355r 8 2 21, 55— 1-6 H AR oK LNT
W (0.5 gLNT My AR+1 LK) , Fric v LNT 4d; 5 “ZHAMEH LNT, #5ic v Control
M. brITANE 4.
F 4 BIEZHEXT SPF S8 H0 G AE MR 1E FI SIS B0 Wi

Table 4 Animal experimental design for the immune-enhancing effect of Lentinan on SPF chicks

paiih SPF 4 ¥= (J) AR PR T 2
LNT 4 15 1-6 H#f# F LNT (0.5 g LNT #&K+1 L 7K)
Control 4 15 ToHelE

16
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232 A&
15 7 HE 4 5%t Wi2H SPF 40Tk E, WA EZ R,
2.3.3 MHREFRIZIER

7E 7 Hi#& 53 5 )N LNT 2450 Control 4 BENLREE 6 R SPF 4EXS (1251 Ik ML, 43 25
W B A0 Pt B AR ER 4T B R A L RNA, @I RT-qPCR, fifi fi] 2-82C¢ty0: (ACt=Ct (H bz
ERD -Ct (WZERFD 3 AACE=ACt GRIGZD -ACt R4 ), PUB-actin fEANS
R HEAT A X 2 B A LNT 41/ IFN-y. TNF-a. Mx & . IL-2. IL-6. IL-18 iX 6 ff
AN FAHEL T Control 41HIFRIE L.

2.3.4 AT EKFE

7E 7 HES 43 M LNT 411 Control ZHHBENIKEE 6 . SPF %X {50 K ML, 70125
TR EE 40 A e e T v 2 AR A CD4+T W4tk 8. CDS+T il &, JHi15
CD4+T 4 f b B 5 CDS8+T ik = 40 o bt 2 (1 LA

2.4 BEHZHETRGEER XS MDV Ra S ER #1353

2.4.1 HSEIIRTT

¥ 60 A 1 H#& SPF 4EXS 34738 3 4H, ¥ MDV &k SDAU1501 #Jp #5 E {f
F DMEM F#% 4 1000 PFU/100 pL, F:A 20 2 SPF 49 7E 7 HE = R SDAU1501
B, FERNREyEE X SPF 4EXS 2000 PFU, #5idy MDV 4; 20 X SPF 4EXS1E 1-6 H i
BRI POK AN LNT ) (0.5 g LNT #R+1 LK) , 7 7 HiEEEM SDAU1501
PR, FIE AR SPF 4EXS 2000 PFU, #Fric A LNT+MDV 4H; 4 20 2 SPF 4EXS7E 7
H W8 15 s e ph SRR ) T AR B 3R /K, AMEEA LNT, FRricN Negative control 2H. b3
TINS5

R 5 BLE BTN MDV BRELHHIH(E Az ¥ 5 8t

Table 5 Animal experimental design for the inhibitory effect of Lentinan prophylactic use on MDYV infection

Pl SPF 4Ex %z (FD) A5
MDV %4 20 7 B IR EEFT 2000 PFU [¥] MDV 3E2:#k SDAU1501 #
9N NS
LNT+MDV 41 20 1-6 H#EH LNT (0.5 g LNT $3R+1 L 7K)

7 H#& g 2000 PFU # MDV 5%k SDAUL501 #
7 H#g g5 5 2000 PFU ) MDV #2558k SDAU1501 #k A4 44

Negative control 21 20 T TE T A T kK

17
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242 {KE
HEWE)G 3. 7. 21, 35d, %F=4H SPF 4EXSFRE, WA EER.
243 BREABIEH

fEXER A 7. 21, 35d, P RIANERHSRENLEEL 6 A SPF 4ERGREAT A, FRIUH T
P, Mo, ERESEE, (FESERKEHRE

2.4.4 SEIRE MR EEE

EWF)E 3 7+ 21, 35d, 73l NEEH S BENIREE 6 . SPF (XS (1 20 i Bk i, 77
B S, SEBOKE AR 1A DNA, @it qPCR & &k & kB4R i i MDYV &
1 o

245 NIEREEE

HEWE G 7+ 21, 35d, A NEHSBENLER 6 X SPF HEXS3E4T HIK, X AL AN
AR L 2R AT T B . 20 3% S S BT RN AR 2 2R b 1 L DNA, it qPCR A AT i A
RERE R ) MDV S 1750

2.5 BEZHERTHEERN MDV B p9HiHEI{ER R

2.5.1 EHSEEIIT

¥ 100 R 1 Hi#¢ SPF 4EXS~F 734 4 H, K MDV 587k SDAUL501 4 75 J5 i fd
F DMEM #: %4 1000 PFU/100 pL, Frb 25 2 SPF 4EX97E 3 H #1847 2000 PFU
f¥) SDAU1501 #&, #Fric iy MDV 4; 25 K SPF 4EXS 7% 3 H & I iz #:F4 2000 PFU (1)
SDAUI1501 ¥k, 3-9 H#eAERIE K EMRGH & LNT 3 (0.5 g LNT #RK+1 L 7K ,
PRIt A Low-dose LNT 41525 H SPF 449 7E 3 H A& H:Ah 2000 PFU [ SDAU1501 %,
3-9 Hd R RIEEJOKFEME S E LNT %3 (1 g LNT #5K+1 L /KD , #5ic A High-dose
LNT 2H; Fl4 25 2 SPF 4EXSAE 3 HRIE M SRR AR B 3K, NI LNT,
FRiCA Negative control 2. DA L VUZHFTA SPF 4357 7 Hid )% AIV-H9 KiGHE . &b
#HI7 AN 6.

18



L AR AR R A 238 5

R 6 BIEZHIRT AN MDV BRELHHIH(E Az Y L5 it

Table 6 Animal experimental design for the inhibitory effect of Lentinan therapeutic use on MDYV infection

! A e D b2 75 3K

3 HES B FE#:A 2000 PFU () MDV 588 #k SDAU1501 £
7 H# s AIV-H9 K%
3 H#E B8R 2000 PEU () MDV 3888k SDAU1501 #
Low-dose LNT 41 25 3-9 F## AMKFE LNT (0.5 g LNT ¥AR+1 L 7K)
7 HiE % ATV-H9 KiE
3 H#ES IR 2000 PEU (¥) MDV 3888k SDAU1501 #
High-dose LNT 4H 25 3-9 HH & LNT (1 g LNT #E+1 LK)
7 B AIV-HO K%
3 HEsIE R 5 2000 PFU () MDV 5838k SDAU1501 ¥k [F%%
Negative control 4. 25 PRFR B G B A B K
7 Hi % ATV-H9 K%y

MDV 4 25

252 1KAE

R 3. 7+ 14, 28, 42d, XJVUZH SPF 4HEX9FREE, LLiiAE 25
253 BFEABIEH

EWFG 7+ 14, 28, 42d, A MNEFHSBENER 6 X SPF HEXS3E4T HI4, FREL
FFAE. BRAE. MR, MREEE, (HHEBERKEER.
2.5.4 INERE MR EESE

EFESG 3. 7 14, 28, 42d, NG SBENLKREE 6 X SPF 4 X ) 2 i ik 113
B EYIN S, FEEOM 40 ) A DNA, @it qPCR &l &b & ik 40 e o i) MDV
Rl
2.5.5 AIV-H9 HL30N0

TEFEFD ATV-HO KiGZE G 21 A1 35d, 43 5 MBS BENLR4E 6 X SPF 4EAS 1) 20
BRI, 45 85 L3 J5 10 P & B 5 (H9 WA stk aeh )5, $H47 Mkt ikt
R8I 7€ 41 SPF 48 1135+ ATV-HO HUARRM .

2.6 BEHELESHREHKAERX vMDV BRpyilHEE R

2.6.1 BSLIRIRIT

100 R 1 HERHE 248553550 8 4 41, ¥ MDV 5mEErk SDAUL501 #R5% 2 JRT
fifi i DMEM #i % 4 1000 PFU/100 pL, Horp 25 WA 2 454 XS 7E 5 H R I8 s 21 2000 PFU
] SDAU1501 #£, #ric v SDAUL501 H; 25 RiG2M4EAS, £ 1 HES#Es . Ny
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I 37 e R HE R R R % 1 (SC9-1 #KD , 7E 5 Hg s+ Fh 2000 PFU ) SDAU1501
B, ARIEH SCO-1 2H; 25 RUg2ABAENS, 76 1 HUES IS B Hefhig 1 37 5 [ 2 [R5k
RIERET (SC9-1#%) , 7E 1-5 Hild g RKd i RK AR LNT %% (0.5 g LNT #3K+1 L
KD, fE 5 HESIEEEEAN 2000 PFU /) SDAUL501 ¥k, #ric  LNT+SC9-1 41; 4% 25
Hg = ARAEXSLE 5 H W IE s B SRR M JC B A= B 267K, #7104 Negative control 4. 4t
BT 7.

R T EEZESEERA AN vMDV BGe #0HE FH 3)seRe v it
Table 7 Animal experimental design for the inhibitory effect of Lentinan in combination with vaccine on vMDV

infection

! A e D b2 75 3K

SDAU1501 41 25 5 F# R E4F0 2000 PFU (] MDV 38354k SDAU1501 #%
1 #4230 T 37 50 PR R R AR V5 9 T (SC9-1 #)
5 H#sME M 2000 PFU ) MDV 5&E4#k SDAU1501
1 H #8528 3 T 57 5 B IR AR TR 1 (SC9-1 1K)
LNT+SC9-1 41 25 1-5 HE A &7 LNT (0.5 g LNT ¥ K+1 L /K)

5 H g E4ER 2000 PFU () MDV 5828k SDAU1501 #k

Neeative control 4l 55 5 HE I 5 2000 PFU () MDV 588 #k SDAU1501 R A
¢ ; {2 K

SCY-1 4 25

2.62 K=

WG 3. 7. 14, 21d, X 4 HiEF 20N RE, WRAEER.
263 BREAXBIEH

WG 21d, 70 NEHL S BENLIREL 6 R 2 HEXS HEAT 3G, FREUIFIE . JRE
MR, EREEE, HERE AT
2.6.4 SNEIMRE MR EEE

EWEG 3. 7+ 14, 21d, 73N SFENREE 6 FIRE 22 40 4 XS 1) 25 5 ik I
BRI S BB L T B DNA, JE i qPCR 6 4 ik B 40 A o ) MDV
IS
2.6.5 NitfREEH =

HEWF)G 3+ 7. 14, 21d, A NEHSBENGER 6 Wi 24 AT 51K, X AT
IR0 ORI 2 2R AT R B L 50 % i BB JUE A U 4 23 b i EL DNA, it gPCR 6 T
JE AR Y MDV & B B

20
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266 PYEERSH=

HEIWESG 14, 21d, S HINEFHSBENEE 6 RiF 28X RAEP B, WP TRk
HAPATHEE . 5K 53 B B R A A F RS DNA, @it gPCR ARSI A I AT R A
MDV &1

2.7 BEZHESEAKESFERX vwMDV BgiilF{E R =R

2.7.1 BHSEIRIRTT

K 100 H 1 HENHE 2B AEXS T35 50 R 4 41, ¥ MDV 3Rk MdS #Rom # J 08 A
DMEM #iFE A 1000 PFU/100 pL, HAr 25 Hifg =4S 7E 5 H e IR 2000 PFU 1
Md5 #, Aricoh MdS 4 25 R 2AB4ERS, 75 1 HER IR T Hefhxg B S o [ £ A
BRRTESEE T (SC9-1#%) , fE 5 HEIEE A 2000 PFU B Md5 #k, #ric v SC9-1 4
25 G EAB4ERS, 15 1 HESSUH B N el I 50 FOm L IR B SRS 2 1 (SC9-1 #k)
£ 1-5 Hid R RIEEOKFEME LNT 3 (0.5 g LNT ¥iK+1 LK) , 785 HES IS s
2000 PFU ] Md5 ¥k, ##1c8 LNT+SC9-1 4 Flap 25 RG240 7E 5 H R Ig i B
SRR TC B A B3R /K, AR1C A Negative control 4. AP 75 3L 8.

RS EWEZHGEEHKAMAXN vwMDV B KHH1E AR Bt

Table 8 Animal experimental design for the inhibitory effect of Lentinan in combination with vaccine on vvMDV

infection
432 SPF 4= (H) AbF T 3
Md5 4 25 5 H#k B R 2000 PFU [ MDV 3R 3tk Md5 ¥k
SCo.1 4 25 1 8 528 0 T 57 50 B 2 [RIBR TE R Tl (SCO-1 #)
o 5 Hk BB 2000 PFU ) MDV #8387k Md5 £k
25 1 8 528 R0 T 57 0 BOI7S Z [RI R T Tl (SCO-1 #D
LNT+SC9-1 4H 1-5 H#dfd F 778 LNT (0.5 g LNT #E+1 L 7K)
5 H#& B R 2000 PFU [ MDV # 3R 3tk Md5 ¥k
Negati 25 5 Hg I 48 5 2000PFU ] MDV #9835k Md5 kR 4F7 16
egative control Zf. HE £ K
272 K&
[[ 2.6.2.

273 BZEABIEH

[[] 2.6.3,
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2.7.4 SNEIMRE ARSI E

6] 2.6.4.

275 AltREHE
6] 2.6.5,

27.6 FTEERSHE

7 2.6.6.
2.8 & SERHRARAVAIN 75 0A

2.8.1 F|/E X HIREAN

BRERBII=HBEER () ASAEE (g x100%.
2.8.2 YRAAREFRIKE AN
2.8.2.1 SNEMEHRRRYST

(1) R 1 mL Hoe i N 555 1) MO BB IR ST RS .

(2) IR SRR I TR IR fh I BE SRR (BN S A S B AR (2mL) A E 7
BB OE T, DREFRUAR 7 28 R 215 50

(3) &Ly, 2000 ref, 25°C, 20 min. HOJGHOER I N4E (HERT) « &
—J2 M¥KZE; B WRAACKENRZ; F=F EHIERE; FIZE 240
2o

(4) HBHAE/NORECEE — ERRIAL A kBRI =E.08F, ImAEER
FR I B A B A TR 2

(5) B, 12,000 rpm, 25°C, 10 min, & EIEfEH0N 1 mL o6 B 20 it o 5 VR B
JE# A 1.5 mL B0,

(6) &y, 12,000 rpm, 25°C, 2 min, 7 EiEJEIMAGERE 1xPBS 5 GA H &,

2.8.2.2 RNA HJIEEX

(1) MAMNEMRE I 1xPBS 150 uL, BEEFH#E 1.5 mLRNA .08,

22
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(2) A 1.5 mL RNA &0 N QVL Z4#W 500 uL, =I5 E 5~10 min.
(3) ] 1.5 mL RNA E.0EHINJE/K 48 350 ul, RG]

(WL 750 uL 1.5 mL RNA B0 ik 2 8 IS B AL A, B50, 12,000
rpm, 4°C, 1 min, K.

(5) [A M PR Ao VHB 500 uL, 5.0, 12,000 rppm, 4°C, 1 min, FEK.

(6) [A) W A A i RNA wash water BufferIl 500ul, &5:», 12,000 rpm, 4°C, 1 min,
FEIRW -

(7) EX b—
(8) #E, 12,000 rpm, 4°C, 2 min, FEW.
(9) KW AEENHr 1.5 mL RNA E.08 R, 8% 6 F XTS5 min.

(10) [A) W FAE A 35503 0 20-50 uL (—f%J& 35 uL) DEPC water, Jo 37°CH¥ &

5 min.

(11) &, 12,000 rpm, 4°C, 2 min, 3] RNA JE, AJ-80°CIRAE.
2.8.2.3 RT-qPCR #&M 40 FE FFRix 15

IR DLANE R E 4 A R E ) RNA E NI R, 18 Evo M-MLV [ BTk
BRFE (58 eDNA K7, HT qPCR) Bl B [ ik R &R cDNA. KB 441
37°C 15 min, 85°C 5s, 4°C +o0., KR LK 9,

Z 9 RT-qPCR RNk &
Table 9 Reaction system of RT-qPCR
%l AR (ul)
SYBR Premix Ex TaqTM (2x) 10
ddH20 7.2
Forward Primer (10 pM) 0.4
Reverse Primer (10 pM) 0.4
Template DNA 2
Total 20

DR DB IR G cDNA {E AR, 3l qPCR eI 4 4 ik 2 20 it = 240 ffa X1
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2.8.3 ZHER SR 7K S RO G

2.8.3.1 SNERBHBEEI DS

YR 2.8.2.1,
2.8.3.2 s\ ZH AR ARG 4 Al 50 7K
(1) ROV RGN i, TR % A 5 AT 5 S S L

(2)WEHL 1 mL 41 E Wk E NS 2 1.5 mL A B O, FRB B H 4 4 1.5 mL
OB LEERNTAS. APC FRERETY CD3 Fiik gy . PE ARid BT CD4 Hifk
FAYLE AN FITC ARid BRI CD8 fifk gL,

(3) ¥ APC #ic SR ¥TXS CD3 $iufk. PE #ric SR HTXY CD4 JUikFl FITC Fricd RPTE
CDS8 Pris iR 4 H &= 347 100 5 FiRE .

(D FAEE B A I AFGRE JG 1Y APC Fric SRPTH CD3 44 PE Frid XY CD4
FUAF FITC FRi2 BB CDS Hifk % 50 uL, 11 APC Fric RPTNS CD3 Fiik s guss
Fric BRPTAY CD4 Hiik B Y45 A1 FITC FRid B PTXY CDS8 ik B yuss v 43 751 B i N APC
Fric BT CD3 $HifAk . PE Frid B3 CD4 Hifk 1 FITC Fric B CD8 Hifk & 50 uL.

(5) ff o A 4m A AR .
2.8.4 MDV R E# = RN
2.8.4.1 DNA BY3ZEX

(1 F NS AHRAE G, R S0 ik 4 oA GA 200 uL, B &G % 1.5 mL

B0E Y, I 20 ul Proteinase K W57 5 WM& ALSURE S, ISR SRR/, BIFEE

SR BB ER, A GA200uL, EEEHZE 1.5mL B0 H, 1A 20 ul
Proteinase K 8 2] J5 56°C7K¥ 1-3 he

(2) [ 1.5mL EOEH A GB 200 ul, JE2])E 70°C/K ¥ 10 min.
(3) [ 1.5 mL &0 FIMATC/KEE 200 ul, R GRS

(4)WHY 600 uL 1.5 mL 250 H il A 2 B 1 82 5 R A A, 2900, 12,000 rpm,
4°C, 1 min, FEMH.
(5) [P AE S GD 500 uL, 5.0, 12,000 rpm, 4°C, 1 min &K
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(6) AR B A3 AN PW 600 ul, &0, 12,000 rpm, 4°C, 1 min KW
(7)) HEHE E—,
(8) #¥E 12,000 rpm, 2 min, FFKR.
(9) KM PFEE NGB 1.5 mL B0+, & X S min.
(10D s R I 32 TE 50~200 uL (— %2 55ul) , 37°CH#¥ & 5 min.
(11> 12,000 rpm, 4°C, 2 min, 53] DNA JE¥K. 7]-20°CLRAF -
2.8.4.2 qPCR &l MDV fREEE

DLAD & Ik E 0 B AT I . B . OB B3R 4 4R B DNA E AR, @it qPCR &
TSR MDV R g . PIRIE 2.2.3.

2.8.5 MAS mMAHANFIR N ATV-H fisziin
kA% (HA) -
(1) 7 96 FL V R ML &EdR -H & FLIA 1 XPBS 25 uL.
(2) BHUJE 25 ul IUNEE 1 4L, RRE WK 3~5 IR .

(3) MEE 1 ALHRE 25 uL ARINANEE 2 £, RAJJEHL 25 ul INAEE 3 4L, Kk 2
MR R 28 11 4L, 28 12 SLAEJxt AL

(4) 17 96 L V B &tk & FLEMNN 1 X PBS 25 uL.
(5) 17 96 L V BfE Mt HAEFLINN 1% (RFRE0 RS2 402 25 ul,

(6) ZERHE. BIHRMNBGEE MY, =i (£)20°C) & 40 min, A5G
B ik i AT AR 4°C A4 N ERE 60 min, X HEFLATZL 0D 2 B A AR A e g5 5. A
EN, B N ETR 60°, MELLLAMA TCIHERIRA N, 5EETCIHERFER M (100%E84E)
V1) 5 ey 6 e 5 50 A LB A

MRS (HD -

(1) #R¥E HA I 2 B &y, el 4 AN EEaAs. (4 HAUD HIPili. 2541:
&N A 1:128, Bl 128/4=32 (R REAEECN 1:32) o« HXPBS 9 mL, MIAHLE 1.0 mL,
CAP 1:10 #8) EBHIIRAEL1.0mL, A 22 mLPBS H, &k R 1:32. Wi
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MBI AT RS, 2~8°CHE R

(2) M 96 fL V BRI &R 1~11 FLEEFLIN 1xPBS 25ul, 25 12 fLI0A 1xPBS
50ul 1E N2 A XA

(3) B IMIE 25 ul N 1 FLH, My S 1 XPBS 0B 5)a, MES 1 L9
HY 25 ul AR INONES 2 L, JRAJHEL 25 ul IR 3 FL, IR MRS 10 1L, M
10 FLIRE 25 ul 3525, 26 11 FLAEAPURENT IR

(4) 7F 1~11 FLh SN 4HAU FUJ5 25 ul, fE=E (£)20°C) N E 30 min
B 4°C N E#'E 60 min.

(5) FALIMAN 1% (EFRED SO 25 ul, EwmiRs], =i (4] 20°C)
N E 40 min 5¢ 4°C FH# & 60 min.

(6) FEFLHIE . FIEN, K BARIR 60°, HPUEIIRSL (55 11 40D 84k,
HY A IR S TA SN A E T 1:4 (2 5% 2log2) , BAMEX G ML B HA RN 5 E A3
REA 1 AR, 5875 T RO . LhoE A k] 4HAU 0I5 (¥ 55 5 0 7756 e 5 400
IS 1 HL ot . FTRSTA, Rsg s, HI Sudssih A s T 1:8 (22
oY 3log2) HPANRAYE, AMET 1:16 (248 4log2) HINEHYE.
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3 RS0
3.1 BYELHEXT SPF #EXBHY R 1ER(EA

3.1.1 1A%

FEAE ] LNT 6d Ji& , LNT 4L (F)°F-%)4K 5 A 82.5+8.2g, Control 4[] F- )1k H N 74+6.7g.
W 1R, LNT AR E NS 2 5T Control 1 (P<0.01) . B LNT #] LME#k SPF
HESREREE .

o, T
")
= 60
o0
=P]
2
Z 40
=
R
20
0 & '
N
<~ S
A Qo°

B1 ARHARGKE Gek: P<0.01)
Fig. 1 Body weight of different groups (**: P <0.01)

3.1.2 HpEEFRIEER

A LNT 6d J5, LNT 20/ IFN-y. TNF-a. Mx &M, IL-2. IL-6. IL-18 iX 6
Y H Rl 2R IA 7K PR Control 4434 Bl Hidt Mx SR F AR EE & H Bk 23 (P
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<0.01) , N4.056 %, HIZE IFN-yAl TNF-0, H FiREHEZE (P<0.05) , 25918

2.007 f1 1.701 /% (£ 5) . B LNT 1] LA E SPF 48X [ 56 K H iy K.
% 10 LNT %t 6 Fidtl i 8 72k f M

Table 10 Expression of six cytokines effects of LNT

YA A T Al ACT 2-AACT

IEN LNT 7.593+0.383 2.007+0.533B
! Negative control 8.556+1.104 1.000+0.000A
LNT 7.764+0.491 1.701+£0.521B

TNF-a
Negative control 8.465+0.723 1.000+0.000A
LNT 8.148+0.759 4.056+£1.921B

Mx proteins

Negative control 10.012+1.562 1.000+£0.000A
- LNT 8.313+0.510 1.5734£0.502b
Negative control 8.896+0.453 1.000+0.000a
L6 LNT 5.886+0.302 1.036+0.221a
Negative control 5.911+0.501 1.000+0.000a
18 LNT 6.524+0.541 1.067+£0.511a
Negative control 6.517£1.334 1.000£0.000a

E: FIEERBASEFEBARRSERKESE (P<0.0D) , RN SFZBARARIEREE (P<0.05) , F
BHFRSERLRSZRNEE (P>0.05) .

Note: In the same column, the data with different uppercase letter superscripts show highly significant difference
(P<0.01), the data with different lowercase letter superscripts show significant difference (P<<0.05), and the data with

the same letter or no letter superscript show no significant difference (P>0.05).

3.1.3 Mpas K

FEASF LNT 6d J5 , LNT 4] CD4+T #k EL 40 fd b 2 45 Control 4H 53 (P < 0.001);
LNT 41 /) CD8-+T ik E2 41 g Lt F 8¢ Control 41 FAHEIFAEE (P>0.05) ; LNT 41
CDA+T #REL4H e bt # 5 CD8+T bk EL20 ffd kb 2 (1) LU B 5% Control 4H 3% 1 (P <0.01)

(El2) . R LNT AJ LLEUE SPF 4EXS A S, (€1 CDA+T bk S Zm il A1 CD8+T
MR RS Sk, JRHR CDA+T WREAN I RS 24k, B2 SPF 4R 1) 4 i
TP IKF
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Fig. 2 Cellular immunity effects of LNT
(A) LNT ARA4BEARER, B) FAMETHRARRRIMBEAER, (O CD4+T MHELBELLE, (D)
CD8+T #HEMEILE, (E) CD4+T HMEMIE CDS8+T MEMMAIELS. (ns: P>0.05, %: P<0.05, k.

P<0.001)

(A) Flow cytometry results of the LNT group, (B) Flow cytometry results of the negative control group, (C) CD4* T
lymphocyte-specific gravity, (D) CD8" T lymphocyte-specific gravity, (E) Ratio of CD4" T lymphocytes to CD8" T
lymphocytes. (ns: P> 0.05, *: P <0.05, **x*: P <(0.001)
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32.1 K&

EXFEG 3. 7. 21d, ARAMH LNT [IEE4 MDV 4 44 8 2 =4 sk, i 1
B fAd A LNT B%#EE4] LNT+MDV K # 5 Negative control ZH423T, H =412 [A][1)
WELA T 2EER(P>0.05); fFEBF )5 35d, MDV 444K 5 1 2 # KT Negative control
4 (P<0.0001) , WHEZEMT LNT+MDV 41 (P<0.0001) , i LNT+MDV 4 {4k
# 5 Negative control AL EEZF (P>0.05 (K3) . £ MDV &4 T SPF 4
AGPRE I EIRSE, TR LNT 56 7 MDV B4t SPF 4 A4 K #n il /e H .

400 ns ns i gk MDV
ns ns | | ns  ns | ns ns I *%kkk ns | LNT+MDV
1 .
‘ T -|- Negative control
3001
_]_
“en
5 T T T
; 200
B
=]
=
= T
T T
1w T LT
0 = ] = ]
3 7 21 35

Days post infection
B 3 NREMAMEE (ns: P>0.05, *wkk: P<0.001)
Fig. 3 Body weight of different groups (ns: P> 0.05, *¥¥*x: P <0.001)
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322 BRELRFHEH

FEREE G 7.21.35d, £ LNT (2584 MDV 4L AFIE R B #6505 5 T Negative
control ZLAIFRBAVEAE ] LNT M4 LNT+MDV 4; HEXF ) 7d, MDV 41 ATFIE
KB BHUE 5T Negative control 4 (P<0.05) ; fEI#F /)5 21d, MDV AR &
Fe %22 7 T Negative control A1 LNT+MDV 4 (P<0.05) ; X )5 35d, MDV 41
FIEIE & & ¥8 50 238 5 T Negative control 21 LNT+MDV 4 (P <0.01) , M{EX#H
J& 7+ 21, 35d, LNT+MDV A HIE K & 545 Negative control HIN LG iH5 %27 (P>
0.05) (B 4A) . £ )G 7d, MDV 4R LNT+MDV 41 & & 1R 809 5% &
T Negative control 41 (P <0.001) ; #EKF/5 21d, MDV 21 LNT+MDV 41 1 I i &
B EH L B 2% = T Negative control 21 (P<0.001) ; HAEX#E )5 7. 21d, MDV 41
A LNT+MDV A IR B 1eE05 T4t %2R (P>0.05) ; MfEKEE /G 35d, MDV
T R B TR BRI B2 5 T Negative control 41 (P<0.01) , {H LNT+MDV 41
JRER B ECH LR B, EEMLT MDV 41 (P<0.05) , Jf15 Negative control 41 L4t
2R (P>0.05) (E4B) o fEXFEE 7. 21, 35d, —HZHRERERE B
MR R BB Gt L% 5% (P>0.05) (K4C,D) . K MDV Y TE
SPF 4 XS - AE AR 0 oK, F0ST 8 A LNT 28/@ T MDV Y% T E01¥) SPF 44 AT
AR FBRLJFE F J
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Fig.4 Organ indexes in different groups
(A) FFAE (B) RAE (C) HERZE (D) MR (ns: P> 0.05, *: P <0.05, %k: P<0.01, %k: P<0.001, skik: P<0.001)
(A) Liver (B) Spleen (C) Bursa (D) Thymus (ns: P> 0.05, *: P<0.05, %k P <0.01, k! P<0.001, skex: P<0.001)

3.2.3 SMNEMBRREH MDYV fREEH 2N

EXWHEE 3+ 7+ 35d, WFGPEAEA LNT fIBE4H LNT+MDV 285 140 F 96k B2 40 s
HHEYIWEET AR LNT f1%#%4 MDV 4 (P<0.01) , MAEKSFG 21d, X
PG 2 RS E AHE (P<0.0001) (B 5A) . FBBTEEH LNT #i5] 1
MDYV fE SPF 4HEXS 41 JiE bk B2 410 f H ) 52 1)

324 NEERES MDV mEFH RN

WG 7 21 35d, TP LNT B2 EE4] LNT+MDYV 2H i FT I 25 2 A
NSRBI T AR E ] LNT (3354 MDV 4. #X#E)5 7d, LNT+MDV 4 [HF
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e E BT MDV 4 (P<0.05) ; fEBF )G 21 35d, LNT+MDV ZH i) T
FHEMNERREEREYREZELT MDV A (P<0.0001) (K 5B,C) . R
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Fig. 5 The virus load of lymphocyte, liver, and spleen tissues in different groups
(A) #RESHE (B) FFE (C) BAE (ns: P>0.05, *: P<0.05, *%: P<0.01, %k: P<0.001, **kxk: P <0.001)
(A) Lymphocyte (B) Liver (C) Spleen (ns: P> 0.05, *: P <0.05, *%: P<0.01, *¥x: P<0.001, *kx*: P<0.001)
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3.3 BWmEHEETTEERX MDV BSayHiH{EH

3.3.1 K&

EFSG 3. 7. 14, 28d, KA LNT K520 MDV 411044 5 2 DU 20 A B A i)
T Ya 7 PEASE B8 LNT (%534 Low-dose LNT A4 77 M Ad F @ 71 & LNT [ 8

2H High-dose LNT 41 #{& & 55 Negative control ZH#%ir, HIUHKE LG ¥ ER (P>
0.05) ; fEXE )G 42d, MDV 4 1R HE T 2K T Negative control 21 Low-dose LNT
4 (P<0.001) , HHEFECT High-dose LNT 41 (P<0.01) , 1fj Low-dose LNT 4.

High-dose LNT 41 #1 Negative control 412 [RAIFIfAE S 1H2 L2 F (P> 0.05)

(K6 .

L MDV &Y 530 SPF 4 XA B IR 2%, A7 M H PIA &) LNT J5 s 7
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= ]
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=
=
=] 5 T T
1007 codlyc I
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K6 RNRELKMEE (ns: P>0.05, *xxk: P<0.001)

Fig. 6 Body weight of different groups (ns: P> 0.05, **xkx: P <(0.001)
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FEWEE)G 7. 144 28d, ARG LNT BB R4 MDV 4. 677 PEAE GG & LNT [
K5 2 Low-dose LNT ZHANVG YT M43 FH /=7 & LNT ()20 E54H High-dose LNT ZH i &
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IR B T8 B 5.3 7 T Negative control 411 High-dose LNT 41 (P <0.01) , JF@ &
F Low-dose LNT 41(P < 0.05), 1fii Low-dose LNT £l . High-dose LNT £ /1 Negative control
A2 AMATIE R Ba8giit 22 ER (P>0.05 (B7A) . fEW#H)5 7. 14d, MDV
YRR R B TR HUE 3 5 T Negative control 41 (P <0.05) ; fEX# )5 28. 42d, MDV
YRR R B TR HO 52 = T Negative control 241 (P <0.01) ; MZEXFGE 7. 14. 28,
42d, Low-dose LNT 41. High-dose LNT 41 £ Negative control ZH 2 [&] ff) B K & 5 Bk
Gt ESs (P>0.05 (B7B) . fEXFEH)G 7. 14, 28, 42d, WU ML KRR
BN B iR BN R Hgit % R (P>0.05) (B 7C,D) . &I MDV &
Je 25 SPF 4EXS BT AT RRIE i O, IR 7 MEAE FH AR 7 21K LNT 3928f% 7 MDV &
SELY SPF AR JFF TR IE F oK
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Fig. 7 Organ indexes in different groups
(A) FFEE (B) FEAE (C) HRZE (D) BifR (ns: P>0.05, #: P<0.05, %%: P<0.01, ®*: P<0.001, %¥kk: P<
0.001)
(A) Liver (B) Spleen (C) Bursa (D) Thymus (ns: P> 0.05, *: P <0.05, *%: P<0.01, *¥xx. P<0.001, %kxx: P<0.001)
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3.3.3 SNEKBE 4R MDV fREHEHRMN

FEWEEG 3 7. 14, 28, 42d, AT HEAE AR E LNT 4741 Low-dose LNT 41
AYE T PEAd 7 LNT B30 4 High-dose LNT 4L ff 41 J& bk B 40 i 95 75 2k B MR T
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MDV 4 (P<0.05) , fEX /G 14, 25d 2 EFLT MDV 4 (P<0.0001) . High-dose
LNT 41H0 50 & bk A0 i SR R A G 7. 14.28.42d W B E (KT MDV 41(P < 0.01),
HAERHG 14, 28d @ ZEMLT Low-dose LNT 41 (P<0.01) . (K8 . RWWEITIE
9 Fh 77 () LNT 2434011 7 MDV 7E SPF 408 41 J& bk T 4 i o i 2 1, EL 4k 4 F
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Fig. 8 The virus load of lymphocyte in different groups (ns: P> 0.05, *: P <0.05, *k: P <0.01, **k*: P <0.001, skkk:
P <0.001)
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Fig. 9 Avian Influenza Virus (H9 subtype) antibody titers in different groups (ns: P> 0.05, *: P<0.05, *: P<0.01,
k¥ P<0.001, **kxx. P<0.001)
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3.4 BHEZESEEKEERX vMDV BeaHlHI{E A
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Fig. 10 Body weight of different groups (ns: P> 0.05, *¥*xx: P <(.001)
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Fig. 11 Organ indexes in different groups
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Fig. 12 The virus load of lymphocyte, liver, spleen and feather tissues in different groups
(A) MEHK (B) AFHE (C) HAE (D) BEFE (ns: P>0.05, *: P<0.05, #k: P<0.01, *k: P<0.001, **
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0.001)
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3.5 BEHEZBEESEEFAFERY vwMDV BELaHNHI{E B

3.5.1 K&

FEBFE)G 34 74 14, 21d, ARAEH] LNT A1 B B4 MdS 4L 44 52 DU 2H b A
B, VR R A 4 SC-1 4. MdS ALk E A # G 3d B E KT
LNT+SC9-1 41 (P<0.0001) , fEXE 5 7d #% (KT Negative control 41 (P <0.001),
EWF G 14d BT E KT Negative control ZHAT LNT+SC9-1 241 (P <0.0001) , fEXF )5
21d % 2 % T Negative control 2. SC9-1 ZHAI LNT+SC9-1 41 (P <0.0001) . SC9-1
IR BTG 14, 21d 53K T Negative control 41 (P<0.01) , X &5 3. 21d
BZE(CT LNT+SC9-1 4 (P<0.05) . Tf# ] LNT 2 B34 LNT+SC9-1 414
HAEKE 5 3d B =T Negative control 41, 7EX# )5 7. 14, 21d 5 Negative control 41
MR, E¥TLSITEER (P>0.05) (B 13) . £ vwMDV B4 T E0E 22 484X 1k
YIRS, NS 3L T RO R R SR TR B (SC9-1 BR) R LATRBS vwMDV &4 3
S AR ARSI IR SR, 1] LNT 5% 57 57 IR FE R BRI 1 (SCO-1 Bk B At
FHBE 47 (980 T MDV BG4 4R XS A K R4 AR A
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B 13 REHAKAEE (ns: P>0.05, %: P<0.05, *x: P<0.01, %%xx: P<0.001)
Fig. 13 Body weight of different groups (ns: P> 0.05, *: P<0.05, x¥: P <0.01, *x¥kx. P<0.001)
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352 BRERAFHEH

FEBH G 21d, AR LNT fZ s B Mds AR B REE & & T
Negative control 2 (P <0.05) , T A ZE R I B SCo-1 4. fFH LNT I Hi i)
W #4 LNT+SC9-1 £ 1 Negative control ZH2 [8] [ FFIE R B F B G124 2 5+ (P > 0.05),
EAMER B SCO-1 4 (1 HFIE K B #8 20m T LNT+SC9-1 21 F1 Negative control ZH, Tfij
LNT+SC9-1 4 HI T K& B 1650 5 Negative control 40 FH-F (F 14A) . H4h, RE
VUZH 2 ) AT R B Fa B, VA RBER BB R B Ie8CC B E gty 2R (P>
0.05) , HAMEE H, Md5 A EIAER &1 &, SCo-1 HI R & s T
LNT+SC9-1 41 #1 Negative control 41, ifif LNT+SC9-1 41 () I /& & 16 %k 5 Negative control
Heeir (B 14B,C, D) . KH] vwMDV 4L 3 B = HEXS HIE R PR, S e nd 557
b EIRFE B RV T (SC-1 #R) &M 1 vwMDV B 51 P 2 ) 4 X0 A 14 e
1 LNT 5% 5 37 5 PG 2 R R SRE S B (SCO-1 MR 6 FH B 47 125 f T vwMDV J&
Gl 5 2 PRI == AR A X FE U (R iR
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3.5.3 SNAMBE LR MDV fREBEE

FEBFE 7. 14, 21d, REFHZEE R BEE 4L SCO-1 HANE A LNT Ay v 1) Beee 4l
LNT+SC9-1 ZH 41 & bk EL 20 ff 5 7 2 S 31K TR A6 A LNT A v i B4 Mds 41, H.
LNT+SC9-1 141 & bk 40 5 75 2 s3I T SCO-1 4H. SCO-1 25 1 41 J&) bk XL 448 s 2
WEBALE)G 14, 21d IEZLT Md5 41 (P<0.0001) - LNT+SC9-1 {1 4ME ik 41
FR B R AW )E 7d BEET Md5 41 (P<0.05) , EXFE/E 14, 21d B EH KT
Md5 H (P<0.0001) , HAEKFE)G 14d B EALT SCI-1 4H (P<0.0001) (K 15A).
WA 0 Ty 37 7 PO JE DR BRI B (SCO-1 #K) i 7 vwMDV 78I 22 MR 4HERS 0
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AR EEARM R  SAR], 1 INT 538 55750 O B SRR IS BT (SCO-1 #) R G HY BE
I 7 vwMDV FE I == 45 4RSS0 ] 3R LS 40 ) =

3.5.4 RELREDR MDV FHEHERN

EXFEGE 7. 14, 21d, RAAZEEBEA SCo-1 HAEH LNT FIE i i B
LNT+SCO-1 2H ) I o 75 2 B A 35 A TR A LNT R W i a3 2H Mds 4 (P <
0.0001) , H LNT+SC9-1 ZH i MEm B EE KT SCo-1 H, FHFAEBF)E 21d Z 7k
BE (P<0.0000) (E15B) . fEX#)5 3+ 7. 14, 21d, SC9-1 41 LNT+SC9-1 H
HORIE S B B E MR T MdS ., JFERGE S 7. 14, 21d ZREE (P <0.0000) ,
HAEME )G 7 14, 21d, LNT+SCY-1 4R B sk EIK T SCo-1 4, FHAEMHEG
14d ZH R (P<0.001) (& 15C) o FWHBans B 37 o7 P R R R 2 5 % 1 (SC9-1
B 1] 1 vwMDV A8 22 R AN AN B R S, T LNT 508 5 37 5 P 4 D] sk
RIGHEW (SCO-1 £k BA 8 H A F 4] T vwMDV 75 I =2 1 46 X AR B Hh 9 52
il o
3.55 PERRSHE

YR G 14d, R 9% T A0 MR 4 SCO-1 4L AN A LNT A3 1 i 2 4
LNT+SC9-1 K H B Rhma HE AR S 0T AR LNT A w5 #40 Mds 4 (P <
0.001) , TEXKEEG 21d, SC9-1 A LNT+SC9-1 4H (30 B2 T4 & i 35K T
Md5 4H (P<0.0001) . HAMEN, ERFEE 14, 21d, LNT+SC9-1 A1 M ERHFH
WEMT SCo-1 4, BRGIHHH¥ZERIAEE (P>0.05 (B15D) . £HAZEGL
A7 B i R R RV v (SC9-1 8K #lI] J vwMDV FE I 2= 45 4 XS ) 6 3 v ) 52 i) A
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Fig. 15 The virus load of lymphocyte, liver, spleen and feather tissues in different groups
(A) #E4H (B) FFlE (O ML (D) HFEE (ns: P>0.05, *: P<0.05, *x*: P<0.001, *xkk: P<0.001)
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4 Tig

R B 37 5, P e W 3 =M AL (R 2 TR R s 2, R = DL PR 2 M R

Hh s — AT DL JE I 2 S B R B B . K HIRASK, MD W R FHBEK T MDV KR
RS, B T MDV RGBT XS BEAE T8RP MR RE R IR SS LR, Zff T MDV %
Gt 51 e 1A iR R A 0 G e Pt S5 A T o (L 3 2 T8 P K 1] £ S K DA R AR R [
MDV {347 2BLEE E TS, — S Ry RN R A AN 2 . JCH R AR
AFP S R RS, —L8 MDV BT SRR IS A 1 ORI RGBT LE AT B, TR
[ — L8 G M VT B2 5 MDYV RS B P 51 MID % 1 2 2R IS S 49 2 A 4 i
(Zhang et al., 2015) , KRR Z IR0 0l 25 R R e B iR LK% MDV (1B
PERCR . Horh LNT 7E4% 6] MDV & Gs h I FEH C & %03, LNT 7E I PRASE F I 22
fi#t MDV B 555 Jeom R AFRIRCR, EHRIEME RN F R EMAE 2. LNT 2 M
Fras PR RARZHE, A 4 1) E EE R Ry, AT S IR e AT 0 R 40
BEE AR A TS (Roszezyk et al., 2022) o METCAWIFMEL T LNT XA
M FEVERE . R AN S ThRERRE M CRRRDMESE, 2017; Z5fH4%%F, 2022) , LNT X}
MD GREEE YL ARG R A0 S 1A 40 A 3R -1 RSN ARV I B RE M, LS LNT % MD
SR EE R YL NS TL-2 Vi PR bk 200 M B S S ) S (XK AR S, 19995 Wi SE 2R 4%, 2002) .

4.1 BIEZHEXS SPF HEABH %1858 1EH

FEF DRI FH0E, AT o/ LNT XF SPF 4HEXS (1 Gy 1 5 A FH A 78 Hhomi g2 1
] LNT Jaxt SPF 4HEXS & IR AA . 22 b4 i B 5~ 308 7K -7 BL R 40 i S e /K- R 52
Wi S5 R BT, AEH] LNT Xf SPF 43S & 4E 1 m i A (2t e ], H S5 RMH LNT 1
SPF 4fA8 £ R % ., FHEENZ, #H LNT J5, SPF 4% IFN-y. TNF-a. IL-2. IL-6.
IL-18 %5 Z P2 fifd 5+ DA & Mx 25 U H LNT 1) SPF #EXS 4G fis b B, Thrix 284
MR T ZHEA ISR TUR RIS AMURJR BT, RN R, LNT A
A RUFHIEEEIEM . H LNT 5, SPF 4EXS (1) CD4+T itk 40 i bt 8 DL &2 CD4+T k2
AL B S CD8+T itk L4 B i EUAE OR8] LNT #) SPF #EXS 825 i, 17 MDV
PE N MY AR 25 S Ve 2, AR S e AE TG L HRHT MDYV B b 4% | HEER
SEFRAT TR Y LNT %) MDV &3 3 e 51 k2 1) S e 1 i) B G2 i AE
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FE MDV IR YL B, RIS B A AR R T AR S, ST s bk O 4 e A o A 4
B 20 tH I 512 B R4 An T ik 4 Dy RERIE IR (Davidson ef al., 2020) .
I HCRIEANIEE R B SUABMEE SR . B k4 Regim b 4bE T ke
YA ) CD8HT k4 R k8. CD 4+T SkE i 5 S TS (Lee et al., 1978;
Schat et al., 2001; Yueral., 2013) . fE4&F MDV JEH )5, iEAHEH IR (NK) 4
7 T2 Y B A TR IEN-y 07748, IEN-yHEM AL E WG, {6377 E % MDV
S A B EEIE R —% 4% (NO)  (Schat et al., 2000; Heidari et al., 2023) .
AWEFRFMW, AN —FLEEREE (INOS) FIHMH| S ECR S E M N, £ NO 7F
Pl MDV & h 2564 /E ] (Xing ef al., 2000b; Djeraba et al., 2002) , Kt NO
OXof 5 5 A 1] FR) ) 41 FH AT A 2 MR 4 L U2 i BRI e ) £ 2N 2 — (Vileek et al.
1994) o LNT Xf AN [F)SZA A vk C 40 i 250 BoAT G e i o 0N . #E 4R G2 75 TRl , LNT W]
AT B4R R0 . T bk B0 . B ik E 4 Ll K NK 4H A (1 21 g (Finimundy
etal., 2014) , JF H LNT A DURINSW AR Ik CL 20 Bt 58 (2 12 IL-2 A0 NO 4B (Chen er
al., 2003) o RCAREE A NO (AL n] fE /g LNT 1) 3 B /E ML 2 —. 1
RLXE MDV & e 5 1, A B 78R B TFN-y T LA ] MDYV £E 44 A (8 52 46 R0 iR e 28
(Bertzbach et al., 2019) o FAWFFLUESE LNT 0] D@38 b0 IFNy [ 77 A2 30 ) B g 1
A SRR A FATE TEHMLNZSYE (Dengeral., 2018) . b4, ik
NEZE Mx EABATREREEEREH . Mx EALZIRANAETE (FN) iF S0
H B B RIRPUR FEHUIE I BN 40, EATE R TIRaE i NGRS A A i B2 R 20
S AT, AR S AR R B, AT R A E (MacMicking ef al.,
2004; Haller et al., 2007) , SPF 4EXSFEAEH LNT J5H Mx tEH LR 1 =ik 4.056 1,
TeEEXS 22 P B 1 G B AT RE R H IR

42 BIEZETMHMEERXTER MDV BHI1EH

LNT %} MDV 2% 4% K . 51 k2 (1) S e 400 ) (14 92 At 4 FH AE F3B)5 P24 F LNT % MDV &
PR ERTC 33 TAEsk. fEIE )G 3 7. 21, 35d, LNT+MDV ZH )4 E bk B 41
H) MDV Ji 3R BT MDV 4. fEXF )5 21, 35d, LNT+MDV £ [ i ik Fr
JEH ) MDV J 28 2 E (KT MDV 4. 35, TR 146 F LNT 7] A4 MDV f£ SPF
HEXS MR AT R . AR AR R . TEBE S 35d, MDV Ak E B E KT
Negative control 21, 1] LNT+MDV ZH SPF X5 [ {4 5 Fl1 Negative control ZH G .35 7 7+
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YiB, MDV MRS aME] 5, HXT SPF 4EXS fA E K (3073 B 7 R, i T
PEAEH LNT o] LAZE i MDV & Yext SPF 4% i 1 48 K 4kl /6 A . /E X 5 7.21.35d,
MDV 4H. SPF kXS ) AT A A0 JBE A AH EE T Negative control 20 2 2 i K, 1 LNT+MDV 41
SPF 4EXS ¥ FFIE A Negative control ZH7C %35 2 55 {E X8 )5 35d, LNT+MDV 41 SPF 4
A1 AT Negative control 2076 53 2 5 . 1B MDV & #4305, HXt SPF 4ExS
AT M1 E T A R, T PR LNT o] LLZEfi# MDYV &4 %f SPF 4EXY
F R R PR 45245

4.3 BEELHERTHEFERTER MDV RE{ER

FEFT A8 LNT % MDV QL E A 745 R EAE B, PRI T LNT
X MDV &SI R FE, $R9T24 MDV &S5, LNT {ERRIT M2 H N 5% MDV
£ SPF HEXG AR P9 i1l LA K2 51 K SPF AEXS e ik IR MRAEF » AERE G & Hikg, SN A
WREL 40 MDV 5 #3552 MDV 40 >Low-dose LNT £ >High-dose LNT 4 (\i#a % .
B, YRYT A F W A0 5 (Y LNT 377 LRI MDV 7£ SPF HEXS 41 bk 4 i (1 S o),
Hf H LNT % MDV 7E SPF 4 X% 4 J# Ik EL 20 A -p i) B2 6] R A )/ FH 5 500 B 2 TR AR O . AR
7V B PR A5 497 72 G2 081 o B R HE G 2 A VR F e B IR S . AE LR S 42d, MDV
IR 2 KT Negative control £, AL X MDV & 4% 5% SPF 4fEXS A4 B 18K 1)
ZIHMER, 1 Low-dose LNT #H. High-dose LNT #H il Negative control 41 {44 & ¢ &
FES. VW, VRITHEEHPR R E R LNT B8] LA MDV IR YLX} SPF 4 XS {4 5 1
KAHMHIERH . MDV IG5 T (1 e i 2 5 2 e 8 B a6 o8, E5HE
J5 & HiE&, MDV 410 FFIRE AL PRI AH b T Negative control 20 (& b K. M#EX )5 42d,
Low-dose LNT #. High-dose LNT 411 Negative control ZH { TG i 38 2 7 . #EXFE o
7. 14, 28. 42d, Low-dose LNT #41. High-dose LNT ZHf11 Negative control ZH 1] I 7 &
FHFE ST Y, WG PR P PR LNT 977 LLZE R MDYV 8 G f FF A0 T B0 454
HA % H i) BRIk G 512 SPF ARG 1K) S L e ) N e R KRR I fa 2 —, £
9% ATV-H9 KiE#E 1 5 21.35d, MDV 211 ATV-H9 Hi4Ak HI 3 FE AH L T Negative control
HNBE T2 3log2; TAE S ATV-H9 ‘KiE#E )5 21d, Low-dose LNT 4H | High-dose LNT
#HF1 Negative control 2 [ ATV-H9 ik HI i fE LT HF; fE4RE AIV-H9 KigE G
35d, Low-dose LNT 2] ATV-H9 HufA HI i 5 & (K T Negative control 41, High-dose
LNT ZH Al Negative control 211 ATV-H9 Fifk HI i JL-F-REF. UL, 67 A A i Ff
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FIEH LNT %IA] LAZZ i MDV & 4% 5| AT 1K) SPF 4HEXS X W 1) S e R e ) T B, 1X )
THAOR AL B ) S e SORAEH 2L, JF H LNT X MDV YL 5] L) SPF RS % 2 B
R G B B E 01 B R G e/ ] 57 B 1A R

4.4 BEELPEXN DR RHERNEELRER

P2 v G BRI LA AR MDYV RS fir 51 R R A, EANRERH LE MDV B #
PROVEG:, AR LA S| R il ik, BEAT T LNT S WG 6 vMDV & 4
FIVE FIRIFFE AT LNT 58 e & 6T vwMDV IR S FO1E FH T 7T, 38 98 76 928 1 4 08 o L il
I Bh R I,  DASR R e R AR, RO R AN [FIFE T (0 MDV FERRAE A
P R 3 B D 42 AN [R) 35 771K MDYV #8 BRIEGLBT 51 RS fE T o 7E LNT 5% B k&3 H
XF vMDV R E B 7T, FEIREIG & H S, S AEXS b R A A AT A
JEH ) vMDV i B # R I AR, (EARIA AT DLR I vMDV Ji 7 80& SDAU1501 4>
SC9-1 H>LNT+SC9-1 A&, HAEZHHBEREE. W, ZE M LNT
5595 B HRGA8 FE RT LASI] VMDYV ZE I 2 M A XS A0 8 bk CLAM L SR A0 B A A ) 2 o1
If H LNT 5 BG4 X vMDV S i3I /E - S8 4 . £ 035 /5 14.21d, SDAU1501
L B 2E MDV R 28 AR R 2 5 T SCO-1 41 F1 LNT+SCO-1 4. UilH, BEi sl
FRT LNT 59 W64 8 FH 3 m LA 6] vMDV 7RI 228483 N B3 1 HE e . (B
3d, SC9-1 HMAE BEMLT LNT+SC9-1 4; fEKF )5 3+ 7+ 14, 21d, SDAU 1501
) A HE B E LT LNT+SC9-1 4 fEBF G 21d, SDAU 1501 4H 1) 4 # A & K T
Negative control 41, Tfj SC9-1 41. LNT+SC9-1 4171 Negative control 41 {4 5 7T . % %
Sto VLB, PEETEUE AT LNT 59 B G0 vMDYV G 5] i )i 2 A A XS 14 =
NRE¥WHEMIER, HHILRRTE vMDV RGN, RN 1 B i R
LNT 5% B KA IR Z2 A vMDV I8 G 0 i 2 e 4 R A% 28 384 K (10 400 11/ P ARG T2 e B
MAEH . fEXFE )G 21d, SDAU1501 41, SC9-1 41, LNT+SC9-1 41A1 Negative control 41
IFFME S BRAE. V2 IRFEANM ARG 28 B R AR EC 3 2 7 . X T RE S AR 4ERY B B4
1 HEHT AN R G B K K

1E LNT 5% B BcA i X vwMDV G /E w78, 7EXWF 5 3d, LNT+SC9-1
AR E R EET MdS HA1 SCo-1 H. X HE)E 7. 14, 21d, SHZ AR E 2 Md5
ZH <SC9-1 20 <LNT+SC9-1 2 <Negative control ZH e . I+ HAE W FH 5 % HE,
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LNT+SC9-1 411 Negative control L FIAE L EZ 5. UL, ZEHAMEHAM LNT 5
P HT A T vMDV B 5] )i = A HEXS A B R A AR, EEIRRAE
vMDV A, 6 R TEBEAN ARG e, LNT S50 W& 6 2% vwMDV
JEYLNT SPF XS 1A E 3G K (A A T B SR A o £ )5 21d, MdS AR HFIE
FHEL T Negative control 20535 /K, 1 SC9-1 41. LNT+SC9-1 1A Negative control 41
(PP 5535 2 5o DA, T S P AT LNT 5928 1 B {39 7T LAZR AR vwMIDV J8
St o TEICEE S 7+ 14 21d, ¥ 22 M A0S &0 FE bk ES At A o U0 BB Hh /) vwMIDV
AR MdS 41 >SC9-1 41 >LNT+SC9-1 Ak, L EHBA B35 ik i %
28 5. ULEH, T B AR LNT 5 i &4 F 3 mT LU vwMDV 7E SPF 475
AR ELAI AR AT AR AN I R R ), (2 LNT 55 Be & X vwMDV & il i 4l 1
M. LG 14, 21d, Md5 HEPHERE vwMDV R #F i E R W (KT SC9-1 A
LNT+SC9-1 41, T LNT+SC9-1 1)) EFE vwMDV JREFEECT SCo-1 H. #il, 7%
RS AT LNT 5592 B E5 FH 35 0] LU vwwMDV 725 22 4 HEXS 3 B B b 4R+,
B LNT 55 B A 8 A X vwMDV HE3 (1300 8 F B 47

S AN, fE LNT 55 1 B4 48 % vMDV IR GE B BT 78 h, #3535 3d,
LNT+SC9-1 ZH (/R 2 3 = T SC9-1 4. 7E LNT 5% A X vwwMDV &L (11
HBtFiH, HEBEE G 3d, LNT+SC9-1 R 5% & T SCO-1 4. Xf b HEMI£E % P %
i B TR I Ui 22 A RS P RE AR S, TS LNT ] BEE ARG == M XS ) 2, {2
B ARSI AE KR

4.5 B ZENRRIEFERAURAE NN HFXZ#E MDV &4
HIER ot

£ LNT X} SPF 4HEXS () G e i s A E 0T 7o, S0AIE 17 LNT X SPF 4RS84 KK B HIfE
BERIVERS, X SPF 4fEXS 56 R A 5 /K V- (¥ 52 e /R P AT SPF HERS 40 i S 2 7K ~F B0 A
. ERFPEEH LNT X MDV B3 E Bt d, Sk 1 i 48 H LNT %+ SPF 4
ARG MDV Ji5 A0 8wk ELAm M L A R b B S AR L, X SPF HEXS R
MDV Jii A=Kk 5 $0 I (22 g A AN SPF 4HEXS B MDDV i TR A0 JBR I 5% 193 P 22 i A
e FEVRYTPEAE A LNT X MDV EELI/E-IWT 7, B0k a7 P48 A LNT Xf SPF 4
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