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Respiratory syncytial virus (RSV) entry is
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AEBSF when present during an early stage
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Abstract

Background: Host proteases have been shown to play important roles in many viral activities such as entry, uncoating,
viral protein production and disease induction. Therefore, these cellular proteases are putative targets for the development
of antivirals that inhibit their activity. Host proteases have been described to play essential roles in Ebola, HCV, HIV and
influenza, such that specific protease inhibitors are able to reduce infection. RSV utilizes a host protease in its replication
cycle but its potential as antiviral target is unknown. Therefore, we evaluated the effect of protease inhibitors on RSV
infection.

Methods: To measure the sensitivity of RSV infection to protease inhibitors, cells were infected with RSV and incubated
for 18 h in the presence or absence of the inhibitors. Cells were fixed, stained and studied using fluorescence microscopy.

Results: Several protease inhibitors, representing different classes of proteases (AEBSF, Pepstatin A, E-64, TPCK, PMSF and
aprotinin), were tested for inhibitory effects on an RSV A2 infection of HEp-2 cells. Different treatment durations, ranging
from 1 h prior to inoculation and continuing for 18 h during the assay, were evaluated. Of all the inhibitors tested, AEBSF
and TPCK significantly decreased RSV infection. To ascertain that the observed effect of AEBSF was not a specific feature
related to HEp-2 cells, A549 and BEAS-2B cells were also used. Similar to HEp-2, an almost complete block in the number
of RSV infected cells after 18 h of incubation was observed and the effect was dose-dependent. To gain insight into the
mechanism of this inhibition, AEBSF treatment was applied during different phases of an infection cycle (pre-, peri- and
post-inoculation treatment). The results from these experiments indicate that AEBSF is mainly active during the early entry
phase of RSV. The inhibitory effect was also observed with other RSV isolates A1998/3–2 and A2000/3–4, suggesting that
this is a general feature of RSV.

Conclusion: RSV infection can be inhibited by broad serine protease inhibitors, AEBSF and TPCK. We confirmed that
AEBSF inhibition is independent of the cell line used or RSV strain. The time point at which treatment with the inhibitor
was most potent, was found to coincide with the expected moment of entry of the virion with the host cell.
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Background
Human respiratory syncytial virus (RSV) is the principal
viral cause of serious lower respiratory tract infection
(LRTI) in infants and young children, immunocomprom-
ised and cardiopulmonary diseased patients and also eld-
erly [1]. RSV causes common cold like symptoms that can
progress to LRTI leading to hospitalization, significant
morbidity and even mortality [1–7]. By the age of three,
nearly all children have been exposed to RSV at least once
and re-infection is common throughout life [3, 8]. RSV
has been estimated to cause 3.4 million LRTI episodes
that require hospitalization and up to 199,000 deaths of
children under 5 years old, mostly in developing countries
[9]. No vaccines or therapeutics are currently on the mar-
ket since the discovery of the virus in 1957 [10]. Only
high-risk premature infants are qualified to receive expen-
sive passive immunization of Synagis® (Palivizumab), a hu-
manized monoclonal antibody that targets a conserved
epitope of the RSV fusion protein [11]. At this time, treat-
ment of severe RSV disease consists of supportive care,
such as hydration and oxygenation.
RSV belongs to the Pneumoviridae, genus Orthopneu-

movirus, which is comprised of enveloped viruses with
a negative-stranded RNA genome. The 15.2 kb genome
is non-segmented, single stranded and encodes 11 pro-
teins in 10 genes [3]. Three of the proteins are present
in the envelope of the virus: the attachment glycopro-
tein (G), the fusion glycoprotein (F) and the small
hydrophobic (SH) protein. RSV entry has been theo-
rized to follow the entry model of other paramyxovi-
ruses, where the G protein initiates binding to the host
cell through interactions with GAGs [12, 13], followed
by F-mediated fusion of the host membrane with the
viral envelop, allowing virus entry [14]. The location of
RSV fusion has to be further elucidated, since evidence
is available for RSV using different pathways into the
cell. Main theories consist of fusion at the cell surface
or entry by endocytic mechanisms such as macropino-
cytosis [15], caveolae [14, 16] or endosomes [14]
followed by fusion.
Currently, neither vaccines or antiviral therapies

against RSV have been approved and are available com-
mercially. Therefore, other paths are being researched
to discover alternative antiviral pathways and inhibition
methods. In this view, host proteases which have been
shown to be involved in many viral activities such as
uncoating, viral protein production and post-translational
modifications, provide potential antiviral targets through
the use of protease inhibitors. The advantage of develop-
ing inhibitors for host proteins is that they generally have
a reduced risk for the induction of drug resistance [17,
18]. For viruses such as Ebola [19], HCV, HIV [20], Influ-
enza [21] and MERS [22], host proteases have been de-
scribed that play an essential role in virus replication,

allowing the use of specific protease inhibitors to reduce
the infection.
RSV as well has been reported to utilize host proteases

in its replication cycle. The RSV F protein is synthesized
in the host cell as a 68 kDa precursor, F0, which is trans-
ported to the cell surface through the trans-Golgi net-
work where it is activated by a double cleavage
performed by furin [23], resulting in two disulfide-linked
membrane anchored subunits of approximately 48 kDa
(F1) and 20 kDa (F2) [24–26] and the release of a 27
amino acid long peptide called Pep27 [27]. This enzym-
atic processing is associated with structural changes and
is required to activate the fusogenicity of the F protein
[15, 28]. The RSV G protein was recently shown to be
subjected to cleavage by Cathepsin L during endocytic
recycling in Vero cells, resulting in a smaller size, but
this feature seems to occur only in Vero cells [29].
Undoubtedly, more processes of the RSV replication

cycle are in need of enzymatic modifications regulated
by cellular host proteases, which may provide a new
level of control on the RSV infection, while leaving the
host cellular metabolism undisturbed through the use of
redundant pathways.
In this study, we analyzed the RSV infection during

the first replication cycle to quantify inhibitor effects in
early replication phases. This allowed us to characterize
the effects of several broad protease inhibitors on the
early infection and replication of the RSV virus, thereby
demonstrating that the serine protease inhibitor 4-(2-
Aminoethyl) benzene sulfonyl fluoride hydrochloride
(AEBSF) had a strong inhibitory effect on the infection.
This inhibitory effect was present when AEBSF was ad-
ministered during and after inoculation in HEp-2 cells.
Not only did we observe this effect on laboratory strain
RSV A2, but as well in clinical isolates and other immor-
talized cell lines.

Methods
Cells and viruses
The HEp-2 and A549 cell lines were obtained from
ATCC. The BEAS-2B cells were a gift from dr. Ultan F.
Power. Cells were grown in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle
medium (DMEM) supplemented with 10% inactivated
fetal bovine serum (iFBS) (Life technologies). RSV refer-
ence strain A2, and clinical isolates A1998/3–2 and
A2000/3–4 were obtained from BEI resources and prop-
agated in HEp-2 cells. Briefly, virus was added to a 70%
confluent HEp-2 cell culture in a small volume of
DMEM and left to adhere for 2 h on 37 °C (5% CO2).
Afterwards, DMEM and iFBS were added to obtain a
final concentration of 2% iFBS. The culture was left to
grow for 2–3 days until cytopathic effects (CPE) were
observed. Then the supernatant was collected, cleared
by centrifugation (10′, 1000×g), aliquoted and snap
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frozen in liquid nitrogen. Plaque forming units (PFU)
were determined in a conventional plaque assay on
HEp-2 as described by Schepens B. et al. [30].

Protease inhibitors (Table1)
All protease inhibitors were commercially available and
purchased from Sigma-Aldrich. Working concentrations
differed for each inhibitor.
4-(2-Aminoethyl) benzene sulfonyl fluoride hydrochloride

(AEBSF) was dissolved at a concentration of 100 mM in
DMEM. Working concentrations lay between 3 mM and
0,1 mM. Pepstatin A (PepA) was dissolved in ethanol at a
concentration of 10 mM. Working concentrations were be-
tween 30 μM and 1 μM. Trans-epoxysuccinyl-L-leucyla-
mido (4-guanido) butane (E-64) was dissolved in DMEM at
a concentration of 1 mM. Working concentrations were
kept between 30 μM and 1 μM. Aprotinin was dissolved at
a concentration of 100 μM in DMEM. Working concentra-
tions ranged from 2.4 μM to 0.08 μM. Phenyl methyl sul-
fonyl fluoride (PMSF) was dissolved at a concentration of
0.2 M in ethanol and used in experiments between 3 mM
and 0.1 mM. Tosyl phenylalanyl chloromethyl ketone
(TPCK) was dissolved in DMSO at 0.1 M. Working con-
centrations were 0.1 mM to 0.003 mM.

Single infection cycle
At 24 h prior to infection, HEp-2 cells, A549 cells and
BEAS2B cells were seeded at a concentration of 200,000
cells/ml in black cellstar® 96 well plates with a μclear® flat
bottom suitable for fluorescence microscopy (Greiner Bio-
one). Cells were briefly washed with DMEM without iFBS.
DMEM was removed, replaced with virus inoculum
(m.o.i. 1), diluted in DMEM without iFBS and left to ad-
here for 2 h on 37 °C (5% CO2). Afterwards, the inocu-
lum was replaced with DMEM with 10% iFBS. The cells
were incubated at 37 °C for 16 h, washed with PBS con-
taining additional Ca2+ and Mg2+, fixed with 4% parafor-
maldehyde solution, permeabilized and stained with
polyclonal goat anti-RSV primary antibody (Virostat)
followed by donkey anti-goat IgG conjugated with Alexa
Fluor 488 (AF 488) (Life technologies). Additional DAPI
staining and Texas Red®-X phalloidin were performed in
most assays to assess virus binding and cell shape.

Drug treatment
Protease inhibitors were added to the cells at specific time
points during the single infection cycle assay. Pre-
inoculation treatment indicates a period of 1 h before in-
oculation during which the cells are exposed to the prote-
ase inhibitor, diluted in DMEM free of iFBS. Negative
controls (NC) were incubated with DMEM free of iFBS.
After 1 h, the DMEM was replaced by the inoculum, with
or without (NC) inhibitor, and incubated for 2 h at 37 °C
in the peri-inoculum treatment period. The inoculum was

removed and replaced by DMEM with 10% iFBS with or
without inhibitor and left to stand overnight for 16 h. No
washing was performed between periods containing in-
hibitor to periods without inhibitor. For binding kinetics
experiments, the peri-inoculum treatment period was per-
formed at 4 °C for 2 h, followed by a warm DMEM change
and a temperature shift to 37 °C for the remaining post-
inoculation treatment period.

Viability testing
Cells were seeded at a concentration of 200,000 cells/ml
in a clear 96-well plate. They were left to adhere over-
night and then treated with a 1:3 dilution series of in-
hibitor for 24 h. After 24 h, Resazurin was added to the
wells for 4 h at 37 °C. Afterwards, the fluorescence was
measured by spectrophotometry (Tecan®, GENios) to
calculate the CC50 for AEBSF. This resulted in a CC50 of
0.8 mM.

Fluorescence microscopy and image analysis
Images were obtained using a Axio Observer inverted
microscope and a Compact Light Source HXP 120C
with Filter set 49, 10 and 20 for blue, green and red
fluorophores respectively (Zeiss) Image analysis was
done using ImageJ version 2.0.0-rc-43/1.50e. Initial cal-
culations were performed in Excel for mac version
15.18, afterwards data was transferred to Graphpad
Prism 6 for further analysis.

Statistical analysis
All experiments were performed at least in triplicate and
presented as the percentage resulting from the number of
RSV positive cells to the total number of cells +/− stand-
ard error of mean (SEM). Results of image counting were
analyzed by a student’s t-test and ANOVA. Values
p < 0.05 were considered statistically significant.

Results
Effect of different protease inhibitors on RSV infection
To examine the effect of protease inhibitors on RSV in-
fection during a single replication cycle, we analyzed
RSV infection in immortalized cell lines using fluores-
cence microscopy. This single infection cycle technique
consists of an inoculation period of 2 h, followed by an
incubation period to allow viral protein expression, but
before a second round of replication can be detected.
Afterwards, cells were fixed, stained with polyclonal
antibody (pAb) anti-RSV IgG and quantified by counting
the number of cells expressing RSV proteins versus the
total number of nuclei. Kinetic experiments of the RSV
A2 infection in cell lines allowed us to follow the repli-
cation of the virus in the cell by fluorescence microscopy
(Fig. 1). Expression of viral proteins in the cytoplasm is
detected by the pAb and this visualizes the viral
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replication (Fig. 1b): at 6 h post infection, the first signs of
translation of viral proteins become visible as faint fluores-
cent spots in the cytoplasm. At 12 h post infection, the
viral proteins have spread throughout the entire cell cyto-
plasm. At 18 h post infection, we reproducibly observed a
plateau phase of the number of RSV positive cells, indicat-
ing all viable RSV particles have infected cells resulting in
production of viral proteins (Fig. 1a). Signs of budding
and release of new virus were first observed at 16 h post
infection and continued throughout the rest of the assay
(data not shown), indicating the start of a new infection
cycle which would show new signs of infection at the
earliest 6 h later. By using this single infection cycle assay,
inhibitors that specifically have an effect on the entry (at-
tachment or fusion) or intracellular replication of RSV can
be identified, without interference of potential effects on
virus assembly, release and spreading.
To determine whether RSV entry and/or intracellular

replication is vulnerable to inhibition of cellular prote-
ases, we determined the impact of 3 commercially avail-
able protease inhibitors; E-64, a cysteine peptidase
inhibitor, Pepstatin A, an aspartyl protease inhibitor, and
AEBSF, a serine protease inhibitor (Table 1). HEp-2 cells
were pre-treated with the inhibitor for 1 h, followed by a
2 h inoculation period at 37 °C in the presence of the in-
hibitor. Next, the medium was replaced by complete
medium also containing the inhibitor. Cells were incu-
bated for an additional 16 h at 37 °C, fixed and stained
for fluorescence microscopy. Out of these 3 inhibitors,
only AEBSF showed a dose dependent reduction of in-
fection and a nearly complete block of the RSV infection
at a concentration of 0.3 mM (Fig. 2).

To validate the effect of AEBSF in HEp-2 cells, the
serine protease inhibitors TPCK, which mainly inhibits
chymotrypsin-like proteases, aprotinin which is unable
to pass the cell membrane to help distinguish between
intracellular and extracellular mode of action, and PMSF
which is a less stable variant of AEBSF that rapidly hy-
drolyses in aqueous solutions (Table 1), were tested for
their capabilities to block RSV infection. Aprotinin and
PMSF treatment did not result in a significant decrease
in RSV infection indicating that the inhibition of AEBSF
probably occurs inside the cell and requires the com-
pound to withstand hydrolysis long enough to inhibit
the key host protease. TPCK treatment also resulted in a
decrease in infected cells, however only at the highest
concentration tested.

AEBSF blocks RSV infection in different cell lines
We determined whether AEBSF also inhibited RSV A2
infection in other cell lines of respiratory tract origin
that are frequently used for RSV studies, such as A549
(human lung carcinoma) and BEASB-2B (transformed
human bronchial epithelium) (Fig. 3). Cells were plated,
pre-treated with or without AEBSF for 1 h and subjected
to RSV infection for 2 h in the presence or absence of
AEBSF. The inoculum was removed, and replaced with
complete DMEM with or without AEBSF for the treated
and control condition respectively. Cells were incubated
for 16 h, followed by fixation, staining and analysis by
fluorescence microscopy. A nearly complete block of the
RSV infection was observed in all cell lines at a concen-
tration of 0.3 mM AEBSF (Fig. 3b) as well as a concen-
tration dependent effect. With 0.1 mM AEBSF RSV

Fig. 1 Single infection cycle. HEp-2 cells were infected with RSV A2 at 4 °C for 2 h before shifting them to 37 °C. Cells were fixed at different timepoints,
permeabilized and stained with a primary antibody pAb goat anti-RSV antibody and secondary antibody Alexa fluor 488 (AF488) donkey anti-goat (IgG)
(green). Nuclei were visualized with DAPI (blue). a Infection kinetics of RSV A2. Infected cells were counted at each indicated time point with fluorescence
microscopy relative to the total number of nuclei plotted as percentage of RSV positive cells. b Fluorescent images (objective 20× magnification) of
important timepoints during the infection kinetics

Van der Gucht et al. Virology Journal  (2017) 14:157 Page 4 of 10



infection was decreased, but this was not a significant
decrease. This shows that the AEBSF inhibition of RSV
infection is not unique to the HEp-2 cell line but can
also be observed in A549 cells as well as BEAS-2B cells.

Early stage infection is blocked by AEBSF treatment
In order to determine at which stage AEBSF treatment
blocks RSV A2 infection, we divided the treatment into
three stages. At each stage, the medium was changed
(Fig. 4a). Pre-inoculation treatment was limited to a

treatment of 1 h before inoculation in DMEM without
inactivated fetal bovine serum (iFBS) in order to block
pre-existing active proteases. Peri-inoculation treatment
was comprised of treatment during the 2 h inoculation
phase which would inhibit proteases needed for attach-
ment, fusion and uncoating. The post-inoculation phase
started when the inoculum was removed 2 h post inocu-
lation and replaced with complete medium. AEBSF was
administered to the culture in a final concentration of
0.3 mM in each phase separately or in multiple phases.

Fig. 2 Treatment of the RSV infection with different inhibitors. HEp-2 cells were pretreated with the inhibitors in a pre-defined concentration
range for 1 h, infected with RSV A2 in the presence of inhibitor for 2 h and incubated with inhibitor for an additional 16 h. Afterwards, cells
were fixed, permeabilized, incubated with a pAb goat anti-RSV antibody and stained with AF488 Donkey anti-goat (IgG). Nuclei were visualized
with DAPI and analyzed with fluorescence microscopy. RSV positive cells were counted and calculated to the total number of nuclei. Results are
expressed as means (±SEM) (n = 3), significant differences compared to the untreated control (0 μM – 0 mM) are indicated by ***p < 0.001

Table 1 Overview of protease inhibitors used

Protease
inhibitor

Characteristics Cell
permeable

Typical Working
concentrations

Used working
concentrations

References

E-64 Cysteine protease inhibitor that also inhibits trypsin YES 1 – 10 μM 1 – 30 μM Product data;
[40, 41]

Pepstatin A Aspartic protease inhibitor such as renin, chymosin
and pepsin

INEFFICIENT 1 μM 1 – 30 μM Product data;
[40, 42]

AEBSF Broad spectrum serine protease inhibitor YES 0.1–1.0 mM 0.1–0.5 mM Product data;
[40, 43, 44]

Aprotinin Serine protease inhibitor that does not inhibit
thrombin

NO 0.3 μM 0.8 – 8 μM Product data;
[40, 45]

PMSF Broad spectrum serine protease inhibitor YES 0.1–1.0 mM 0.1 – 3 mM Product data;
[46, 47]

TPCK Inhibits chymotrypsin-like serine proteases YES 10 – 100 μM 3 – 30 μM Product data;
[48, 49]
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Fig. 3 AEBSF treatment during RSV infection in different cell lines. HEp-2 cells, A549 cells and BEAS-2B cells were pretreated with AEBSF for 1 h,
infected with RSV A2 in the presence of AEBSF and incubated with inhibitor for 16 h. Afterwards cells were fixed, permeabilized, incubated with a
pAb goat anti-RSV antibody and stained with AF488 donkey anti-goat (IgG) (Green). Nuclei were visualized with DAPI (Blue) and analyzed with
fluorescence microscopy. Infected cells were counted relative to the total number of nuclei. a Representative images of the treated and infected
cells of each cell line. b Percentage of RSV positive cells after treatment with 0 mM, 0.1 mM or 0.3 mM AEBSF respectively. Data for each cell line
represents means (±SEM) of 3 independent repeats, significant differences compared to the untreated control (0 mM) are indicated by ***p < 0.001

Fig. 4 Inhibitor kinetics experiments. HEp-2 cells were treated with AEBSF, infected with RSV A2 for 2 h and incubated at 37 °C for an additional
16 h. Cells were fixed, permeabilized, incubated with a pAb goat anti-RSV antibody and stained with AF488 donkey anti-goat (IgG). Nuclei were
visualized with DAPI and analyzed with fluorescence microscopy. The percentage of RSV positive cells was calculated as the number of positive
cells relative to the total number of nuclei. a HEp-2 cells were treated with 0.3 mM AEBSF pre-, peri- or post-inoculation or combinations of these
three as indicated below the graph. Data represents means (±SEM) of 3 independent repeats, significant differences compared to the untreated
infection control (IC) are indicated by *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001. b HEp-2 cells were treated with 0.3 mM AEBSF peri-, post- or a combined
treatment of peri- and post-inoculation. Cells were incubated with virus for 2 h at 4 °C to allow attachment but not fusion. Cells were shifted to
37 °C for an additional 16 h. Results are expressed as means (±SEM) (n = 3), significant differences compared to the untreated infection control
(IC) are indicated by *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001
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These time-of-addition experiments indicated that treat-
ment only during the pre-inoculation phase did not result
in a significant decrease of the RSV infection. Minor, but
significant decreases were observed in the peri-inoculation
only treatment, and the post-inoculation treatment only, as
well as the combined treatment comprised of pre- and
peri-inoculation treatment. Treatment that combines the
post-inoculation phase with either the pre- or the peri-
inoculation phase did result in a larger significant decrease
of RSV infection. The combined peri- and post-inoculation
treatment resulted in a nearly complete block that was
comparable to the block observed in earlier experiments in
which the treatment was comprised of pre-, peri- and post-
inoculation treatment.
Given these results, we hypothesized that AEBSF

needed to be present during the entry phase of RSV. In
order to test this, we adapted the previous setup of the
time-of-addition experiments to inoculation for 2 h at 4 °
C to induce a more synchronized entry of the virion when
the culture was shifted to 37 °C (Fig. 4b). Cells were placed
at 4 °C 1 h prior to RSV infection to ensure a completely
cooled culture. Cold inoculum was placed on the cells,
followed by incubation at 4 °C for 2 h to allow attachment
of the virus. Afterwards, the inoculum was removed, the
cells were washed once with cold medium to remove un-
bound particles and complete medium at 37 °C was added
to the cells to induce a temperature shift to 37 °C. Cells
were further incubated at 37 °C for 18 h, fixed, stained
and analyzed by fluorescence microscopy. Treatment dur-
ing the peri-inoculation phase at 4 °C only did not result
in a decrease in RSV infection which we considered nor-
mal since the cell metabolism is shut down at 4 °C and
the virus particle only attaches at this temperature, how-
ever addition of AEBSF at the temperature change in the
post-inoculation phase did result in a significant decrease
of infected cells. This decrease is similar to the near
complete block observed when AEBSF is present during
combined peri-inoculation and post-inoculation treat-
ment. These results confirm previous results and suggest
that AEBSF treatment of RSV infection is most potent
after the attachment of the virion to the host cell and
before the start of replication.

The inhibiting effect occurs in RSV A2 as well as in clinical
isolates
To address whether our results would apply to clinical
isolates as well as the RSV A2 lab strain, we tested HEp-
2 cultures infected with RSV A1998 3–2 and RSV A2000
3–4 clinical isolates for their sensitivity to AEBSF treat-
ment (Fig 5). Cells were infected for 2 h at 37 °C in the
presence or absence of AEBSF. The inoculum was re-
moved and replaced with complete DMEM with or
without AEBSF in the treated and control conditions re-
spectively. Both clinical isolates show a minor decrease

in the number of RSV positive cells when treated with
0.1 mM AEBSF and a significant large decrease when
treated with 0.3 mM AEBSF, indicating that inhibition is
probably a general feature of RSV.

Discussion
Respiratory syncytial virus (RSV) infection causes serious
lower respiratory tract infections worldwide that affect
mainly children and elderly. Despite ongoing efforts and re-
search advances, no vaccines or therapeutics have been
marketed, except for passive immunoprophylaxis, available
only for high-risk infants [11]. In the vast array of possible
paths toward a working therapeutic, inhibition of host pro-
teases to affect viral infection and replication has advan-
tages; host genes have lower mutation frequencies and
therefore reduce the risk of acquiring drug resistance, which
has been demonstrated for RSV with an inhibitor developed
against Hsp90 [17]. Inhibiting host proteases may also pro-
vide the possibility to inhibit multiple viruses that rely on
the same protease for their replication cycle, offering the po-
tential for broad-spectrum anti-viral activity [17, 18].
Experiments performed on different myxoviruses [31]

assessed the effect of several protease inhibitors on the
myxovirus infection after 4 to 6 days. None were found
to inhibit RSV infection whereas several inhibited influ-
enza viruses A and B. These experiments however did
not account for short term effects on the infection. Since
many of the compounds evaluated may have a limited
half-life in cell culture or inhibit an enzyme pool that is

Fig. 5 Sensitivity of clinical RSV isolates to AEBSF treatment. HEp-2 cells
were infected with RSV A2, or clinical isolates RSV A1998 3–2 or RSV
A2000 3–4. Cells were infected for 2 h at 37 °C in the presence of
0 mM, 0.1 mM and 0.3 mM AEBSF and further incubated for 16 h with
the same concentration of inhibitor. Afterwards, Cells were fixed,
permeabilized, incubated with a pAb Goat Anti-RSV antibody and
stained with AF488 Donkey anti-Goat (IgG). Nuclei were visualized with
DAPI and analyzed with fluorescence microscopy. The percentage of
RSV positive cells was calculated as the number of positive cells relative
to the total number of nuclei. Results are expressed as means (±SEM)
(n = 3), significant differences compared to the untreated infection
control (0 mM) are indicated by ***p < 0.001

Van der Gucht et al. Virology Journal  (2017) 14:157 Page 7 of 10



quickly replenished, it is important to address inhibition
effects when the compound is still active. Therefore, we
developed an assay to visualize and quantify one cycle of
RSV infection in immortalized cell lines, 18 h after in-
oculation by using antibody staining to follow the pro-
tein replication of RSV. This allows for a sensitive
detection of potential effects of protease inhibitors on
the RSV infection. This single infection cycle assay can
pick up disturbances in the replication at very early
stages of the infection, which would result in a decrease
of infected cells or a change in cell morphology that can
be easily detected by counting and evaluating the num-
ber and shape of infected cells with fluorescence
microscopy.
4-(2-Aminoethyl) benzene sulfonyl fluoride hydro-

chloride (AEBSF) is a broad serine protease inhibitor
that inhibits proteases by reacting with the hydroxyl of
the serine residu in the active site to form sulfonyl deriv-
atives. It has been shown to also reduce reactive oxygen
species without interfering with vital parameters [32–
34]. In addition, AEBSF reduces airway inflammation in
a food-allergen mouse model [35] and a cockroach-
allergen induced mouse model [34]. Its potential to re-
duce airway inflammation may be an additional advan-
tage for the treatment of RSV infection since it is well
known that RSV infection results in a skewed immune
response characterized by airway obstruction and in-
flammation [36–39].
In our experiments, we found that AEBSF and TPCK,

both serine protease inhibitors, are capable of inhibiting
RSV infection in the timeframe of the first infection
cycle. None of the other inhibitors that were tested, con-
sisting of inhibitors for different protease families and
comparable serine protease inhibitors, were able to pro-
duce a similar blockage of RSV fusion or protein replica-
tion as detected by fluorescence microscopy.
To ensure that the inhibitory effect of AEBSF was due

to inhibition of host cell factors that were not specific-
ally linked to one cell line, we also tested A549 and
BEAS-2B cell lines. In both cell lines AEBSF clearly
inhibited RSV infection similarly as in HEp-2 cells. This
suggests that the effect on the RSV infection by AEBSF
treatment is not specific for one cell line.
For the time-of-addition experiments at 37 °C, we di-

vided the experiment in 3 phases: a pre-treatment of 1 h,
a peri-inoculation treatment of 2 h and a post-inoculation
treatment of 16 h. These experiments clearly showed that
treatment would only result in a near complete block
when AEBSF was present at the same time as the virus in-
oculum. Pre-treatment did not differ significantly from
the non-treated control and neither did peri-inoculation
treatment at 37 °C. Post-inoculation treatment resulted in
a significant decrease of the infection as did all the treat-
ments combining phases. The most notable decrease in

RSV infection was achieved by the combined treatment of
peri- and post-inoculation treatment. This decrease was
comparable to the earlier experiments in which the treat-
ment was continued throughout all phases, which indi-
cates that pre-treatment with AEBSF has no effect on the
RSV infection.
These results lead us to hypothesize that it may be fu-

sion or uncoating which is compromised, and therefore
is blocking the further infection after treatment with
AEBSF. However, in our experiments at 37 °C, pre-
treatment of the cells had no effect on infection, indicat-
ing that the cellular protease that mediates fusion or
uncoating is not yet present, active or accessible. This
suggests that the binding of RSV is needed to induce en-
zyme activity that can be blocked by the inhibitor. This
hypothesis was tested by inoculating the cells at 4 °C, at
which the virus can attach to the cells but cannot fuse.
As also enzymatic activity is halted at 4 °C, binding of
the particle to the cell will not yet influence the activity
or accessibility of the enzyme that is inhibited by AEBSF.
Afterwards, the cells were given warm medium and were
incubated at 37 °C to induce fusion of the virus with the
host cell as well as re-activation of enzymatic processes.
A near complete block of RSV infection was observed in
the HEp-2 cells that were treated with AEBSF starting
from the moment the cells were placed at 37 °C, com-
pared with the marginal decrease in the cells treated
peri-inoculation at 4 °C. This indicated that AEBSF is
most potent at the moment of the temperature shift,
presumably the time of fusion of the particle with the
host cell.
Future research would have to point out the precise

mechanism of action of AEBSF during the RSV infection
and possible medical applications of this inhibition. Fur-
thermore, the combined effect of AEBSF in blocking
RSV infection and a possible reduction of airway inflam-
mation, may be an additional advantage in the search to-
wards a working therapeutic for RSV infection. In vivo
experiments can enlighten the combined effect of block-
ing the RSV infection and suppression of the immune
system which was suggested by studies in allergen
models [33–35].

Conclusion
We discovered that the RSV infection can be inhibited
by a broad serine protease inhibitor, 4-(2-Aminoethyl)
benzene sulfonyl fluoride hydrochloride (AEBSF). We
confirmed that the effect of the inhibition is independent
of the cell line or RSV isolate used. We determined the
time point at which treatment with the inhibitor was
most potent and found it to coincide with the expected
moment of fusion of the virion with the host cell.
These results call attention to the fact that gaps still

remain in our knowledge of the molecular entry process
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of RSV, indicating the importance to identify which pro-
teases, that are blocked by AEBSF, are involved in RSV
entry and replication. In addition, their mechanism of
action needs to be elucidated. This additional informa-
tion may help to develop new therapeutics to reduce the
burden that is caused by RSV related disease in young
children and elderly.

Abbreviations
AEBSF: 4-(2-Aminoethyl) benzene sulfonyl fluoride hydrochloride;
AF488: Alexa fluor 488; CPE: Cytopathic effects; DAPI: 4′,6-diamidino-2-
phenylindole; DMEM: Dulbecco’s modified Eagle medium; E-64: Trans-
epoxysuccinyl-L-leucylamido (4-guanido)butane; F: Fusion protein;
G: Attachment glycoprotein; iFBS: Inactivated fetal bovine serum; LRTI: Lower
respiratory tract infection; NC: Non-treated control; pAb: Polyclonal antibody;
PepA: Pepstatin A; PFU: Plaque forming units; PMSF: Phenyl methyl sulfonyl
fluoride; RSV: Respiratory syncytial virus; SEM: Standard error of mean;
SH: Small hydrophobic protein; TPCK: Tosyl phenylalanyl chloromethyl
ketone

Acknowledgements
We thank BEI resources for providing RSV A2 reference strain and clinical
isolates. We also thank dr. Ultan Power for providing BEAS-2B cells.

Funding
This work was supported by DOCPRO BOF (Antwerp University Research fund).

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study are available from
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Authors’ contributions
WVDG designed and performed the experiments, analyzed the data and
wrote the manuscript. AL and MDS were major contributors in data analysis
and the writing of the manuscript. AH, PC, GC and LM proofread the paper.
PLD conceived the study and participated in design and coordination and
writing. Reagents/materials/analysis tools were contributed by GC, LM, PC
and PLD. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published
maps and institutional affiliations.

Received: 29 March 2017 Accepted: 8 August 2017

References
1. Falsey AR, Hennessey PA, Formica MA, Cox C, Walsh EE. Respiratory syncytial

virus infection in elderly and high-risk adults. N Engl J Med. 2005;352:1749–59.
2. Collins PL, Graham BS. Viral and host factors in human respiratory Syncytial

virus pathogenesis. J Virol. 2008;82:2040–55.
3. Borchers AT, Chang C, Gershwin ME, Gershwin LJ. Respiratory syncytial

virus–a comprehensive review. Clin Rev Allergy Immunol. 2013;45:331–79.
4. Houspie L, Lemey P, Keyaerts E, Reijmen E, Vergote V, Vankeerberghen A, et

al. Circulation of HRSV in Belgium: from multiple genotype circulation to
prolonged circulation of predominant genotypes. PLoS One. 2013;8:e60416.

5. Zhang L, Peeples ME, Boucher RC, Collins PL, Pickles RJ. Respiratory Syncytial
virus infection of human airway epithelial cells is polarized, specific to
ciliated cells, and without obvious Cytopathology. J Virol. 2002;76:5654–66.

6. Leung TF, Lam DSY, Miu TY, Hon KL, Chau CSK, Ku SW, et al. Epidemiology and
risk factors for severe respiratory syncytial virus infections requiring pediatric
intensive care admission in Hong Kong children. Infection. 2014;42:343–50.

7. Graham BS. Vaccine development for respiratory syncytial virus. Curr Opin
Virol Elsevier B V. 2017;23:107–12.

8. Meissner HC. Selected populations at increased risk from respiratory
syncytial virus infection. Pediatr. Infect Dis J. 2003;22:S40–4. discussion S44–5

9. Nair H, Nokes DJ, Gessner BD, Dherani M, Madhi SA, Singleton RJ, et al.
Global burden of acute lower respiratory infections due to respiratory
syncytial virus in young children: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Lancet Elsevier Ltd. 2010;375:1545–55.

10. Graham BS, Modjarrad K, McLellan JS. Novel antigens for RSV vaccines. Curr
Opin Immunol. 2015;35:30–8.

11. Johnson S, Oliver C, Prince GA, Hemming VG, Pfarr DS, Wang SC, et al.
Development of a humanized monoclonal antibody (MEDI-493) with potent
in vitro and in vivo activity against respiratory syncytial virus. J Infect Dis.
1997;176:1215–24.

12. Crim RL, Audet SA, Feldman SA, Mostowski HS, Beeler JA. Identification of
linear heparin-binding peptides derived from human respiratory syncytial
virus fusion glycoprotein that inhibit infectivity. J Virol. 2007;81:261–71.

13. Guo Y, Wang Z, Dong L, Wu J, Zhai S, Liu D. Ability of low-molecular-weight
heparin to alleviate proteinuria by inhibiting respiratory syncytial virus
infection. Nephrology. 2008;13:545–53.

14. Mastrangelo P, Hegele R. RSV fusion: time for a new model. Viruses. 2013;5:873–85.
15. Krzyzaniak MA, Zumstein MT, Gerez JA, Picotti P, Helenius A. Host cell entry

of respiratory syncytial virus involves macropinocytosis followed by
proteolytic activation of the F protein. PLoS Pathog. 2013;9:e1003309.

16. Brown G, Aitken J, Rixon HWM, Sugrue RJ. Caveolin-1 is incorporated into
mature respiratory syncytial virus particles during virus assembly on the
surface of virus-infected cells. J. Gen. Virol. 2002;83:611–21.

17. Geller R, Andino R, Frydman J. Hsp90 inhibitors exhibit resistance-free
antiviral activity against respiratory Syncytial virus. PLoS One. 2013;8:13–20.

18. Ohol YM, Wang Z, Kemble G, Duke G. Direct inhibition of cellular fatty acid
Synthase impairs replication of respiratory Syncytial virus and other
respiratory viruses. PLoS One. 2015;10:e0144648.

19. Nishimura H, Yamaya M. A synthetic serine protease inhibitor, Nafamostat
Mesilate, is a drug potentially applicable to the treatment of Ebola virus
disease. Tohoku J Exp Med. 2015;237:45–50.

20. Gallay PA, Bobardt MD, Chatterji U, Trepanier DJ, Ure D, Ordonez C, et al.
The novel cyclophilin inhibitor CPI-431-32 concurrently blocks HCV and HIV-
1 infections via a similar mechanism of action. PLoS One. 2015;10:1–18.

21. Yamaya M, Shimotai Y, Hatachi Y, Lusamba Kalonji N, Tando Y, Kitajima Y, et
al. The serine protease inhibitor camostat inhibits influenza virus replication
and cytokine production in primary cultures of human tracheal epithelial
cells. Pulm Pharmacol Ther Elsevier Ltd. 2015;33:66–74.

22. Shirato K, Kawase M, Matsuyama S. Middle East respiratory syndrome
coronavirus infection mediated by the transmembrane serine protease
TMPRSS2. J Virol. 2013;87:12552–61.

23. Bolt G, Pedersen LØ, Birkeslund HH. Cleavage of the respiratory syncytial
virus fusion protein is required for its surface expression: role of furin. Virus
Res. 2000;68:25–33.

24. Fernie BF, Dapolito G, Cote PJ, Gerin JL. Kinetics of synthesis of respiratory
syncytial virus glycoproteins. J. Gen. Virol. 1985;66(Pt 9):1983–90.

25. Gruber C, Levine S. Respiratory syncytial virus polypeptides. V. The kinetics
of glycoprotein synthesis. J Gen Virol. 1985;66:1241–7.

26. Collins PL, Mottet G. Post-translational processing and oligomerization of
the fusion glycoprotein of human respiratory syncytial virus. J Gen Virol.
1991;72(Pt 12):3095–101.

27. Begoña Ruiz-Argüello M, González-Reyes L, Calder LJ, Palomo C. Martı́n D, Saı́z
MJ, et al. effect of Proteolytic processing at two distinct sites on shape and
aggregation of an anchorless fusion protein of human respiratory Syncytial
virus and fate of the intervening segment. Virology. 2002;298:317–26.

28. Gonzalez-Reyes L, Ruiz-Arguello MB, Garcia-Barreno B, Calder L, Lopez JA,
Albar JP, et al. Cleavage of the human respiratory syncytial virus fusion
protein at two distinct sites is required for activation of membrane fusion.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2001;98:9859–64.

29. Corry J, Johnson SM, Cornwell J, Peeples ME. Prevention of respiratory
Syncytial virus attachment protein cleavage in Vero cells rescues infectivity of
progeny Virions for primary human airway cultures. J Virol. 2015;90:1311–20.

30. Schepens B, Sedeyn K, Vande Ginste L, De Baets S, Schotsaert M, Roose K, et
al. Protection and mechanism of action of a novel human respiratory

Van der Gucht et al. Virology Journal  (2017) 14:157 Page 9 of 10



syncytial virus vaccine candidate based on the extracellular domain of small
hydrophobic protein. EMBO Mol Med. 2014;6:1436–54.

31. Hosoya M, Matsuyama S, Baba M, Suzuki H, Shigeta S. Effects of protease
inhibitors on replication of various myxoviruses. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother. 1992;36:1432–6.

32. Anantharam V, Kaul S, Song C, Kanthasamy A, Kanthasamy AG.
Pharmacological inhibition of neuronal NADPH oxidase protects against 1-
methyl-4-phenylpyridinium (MPP+)-induced oxidative stress and apoptosis in
mesencephalic dopaminergic neuronal cells. Neurotoxicology. 2007;28:988–97.

33. Megyeri P, Németh L, Pabst KM, Pabst MJ, Deli MA, Ábrahám CS. 4-(2-
Aminoethyl)benzenesulfonyl fluoride attenuates tumor-necrosis-factor-
??-induced blood-brain barrier opening. Eur J Pharmacol. 1999;374:207–11.

34. Saw S, Arora N. Protease inhibitor reduces airway response and underlying
inflammation in cockroach allergen-induced Murine model. Inflammation.
2015;38:672–82.

35. Saw S, Kale SL, Arora N. Serine protease inhibitor attenuates ovalbumin
induced inflammation in mouse model of allergic airway disease. PLoS One.
2012;7:e41107.

36. Johnson JE, Gonzales RA, Olson SJ, Wright PF, Graham BS. The
histopathology of fatal untreated human respiratory syncytial virus infection.
Mod. Pathol. 2007;20:108–19.

37. Welliver TP, Reed JL, Welliver RC Sr. Respiratory syncytial virus and influenza
virus infections: observations from tissues of fatal infant cases. Pediatr Infect
Dis J. 2008;27:S92–6.

38. Welliver RC. The immune response to respiratory syncytial virus infection:
friend or foe? Clin Rev Allergy Immunol. 2008;34:163–73.

39. Piedimonte G, Hegele RG, Auais A. Persistent airway inflammation after resolution
of respiratory Syncytial virus infection in rats. Pediatr Res. 2004;55:657–65.

40. Kadota Y, Sakai N, Fujikawa R, Aoyama E, Zhong M, Tanaka S, et al. Dextran
sulfate-induced degradation of spontaneously apoptotic B cells. Int
Immunopharmacol. 2013;15:581–7.

41. Queiroz AFS, Silva RA, Moura RM, Dreyfuss JL, Paredes-Gamero EJ, Souza
ACS, et al. Growth inhibitory activity of a novel lectin from Cliona Varians
against K562 human erythroleukemia cells. Cancer Chemother Pharmacol.
2009;63:1023–33.

42. Takashima T, Kawada N, Maeda N, Okuyama H, Uyama N, Seki S, et al.
Pepstatin a attenuates the inhibitory effect of N-acetyl-L-cysteine on
proliferation of hepatic myofibroblasts (stellate cells). Eur J Pharmacol. 2002;
451:265–70.

43. Sachse F, Von Eiff C, Stoll W, Becker K, Rudack C. Induction of CXC
chemokines in A549 airway epithelial cells by trypsin and staphylococcal
proteases - a possible route for neutrophilic inflammation in chronic
rhinosinusitis. Clin Exp Immunol. 2006;144:534–42.

44. Megyeri P, Pabst KM, Pabst MJ. Serine protease inhibitors block priming of
monocytes for enhanced release of superoxide. Immunology. 1995;86:629–35.

45. Iwata Y, Nicole O, Okamura T, Zurakowski D, Jonas RA. Aprotinin confers
neuroprotection by reducing excitotoxic cell death. J Thorac Cardiovasc
Surg. 2008;135:573–8.

46. Forney JR, Yang S, Du C, Healey MC. Efficacy of serine protease inhibitors
against Cryptosporidium Parvum infection in a bovine fallopian tube
epithelial cell culture system. J Parasitol. 1996;82:638–40.

47. Hwang I, Park JH, Park HS, Choi KA, Seol KC, Oh SI, et al. Neural stem cells
inhibit melanin production by activation of Wnt inhibitors. J Dermatol Sci.
2013;72:274–83.

48. Movsesyan VA, Yakovlev AG, Fan L, Faden A. Effect of serine protease
inhibitors on posttraumatic brain injury and neuronal apoptosis. Exp Neurol.
2001;167:366–75.

49. Ikegami K, Kato S, Koike T. N-alpha-p-tosyl-l-lysine chloromethyl ketone (TLCK)
suppresses neuritic degeneration caused by different experimental paradigms
including in vitro Wallerian degeneration. Brain Res. 2004;1030:81–93.

•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:

Van der Gucht et al. Virology Journal  (2017) 14:157 Page 10 of 10


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Cells and viruses
	Protease inhibitors (Table1)
	Single infection cycle
	Drug treatment
	Viability testing
	Fluorescence microscopy and image analysis
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Effect of different protease inhibitors on RSV infection
	AEBSF blocks RSV infection in different cell lines
	Early stage infection is blocked by AEBSF treatment
	The inhibiting effect occurs in RSV A2 as well as in clinical isolates

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Abbreviations
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Publisher’s Note
	References

