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Abstract

Pigs are often colonized by more than one bacterial and/or viral species during respiratory tract infections. This
phenomenon is known as the porcine respiratory disease complex (PRDC). Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae (App) and
porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus (PRRSV) are pathogens that are frequently involved in PRDC. The main
objective of this project was to study the in vitro interactions between these two pathogens and the host cells in the
context of mixed infections. To fulfill this objective, PRRSV permissive cell lines such as MARC-145, SJPL, and porcine alveolar
macrophages (PAM) were used. A pre-infection with PRRSV was performed at 0.5 multiplicity of infection (MOI) followed by
an infection with App at 10 MOI. Bacterial adherence and cell death were compared. Results showed that PRRSV pre-
infection did not affect bacterial adherence to the cells. PRRSV and App co-infection produced an additive cytotoxicity
effect. Interestingly, a pre-infection of SJPL and PAM cells with App blocked completely PRRSV infection. Incubation of SJPL
and PAM cells with an App cell-free culture supernatant is also sufficient to significantly block PRRSV infection. This antiviral
activity is not due to LPS but rather by small molecular weight, heat-resistant App metabolites (<1 kDa). The antiviral
activity was also observed in SJPL cells infected with swine influenza virus but to a much lower extent compared to PRRSV.
More importantly, the PRRSV antiviral activity of App was also seen with PAM, the cells targeted by the virus in vivo during
infection in pigs. The antiviral activity might be due, at least in part, to the production of interferon vy. The use of in vitro
experimental models to study viral and bacterial co-infections will lead to a better understanding of the interactions
between pathogens and their host cells, and could allow the development of novel prophylactic and therapeutic tools.
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Introduction [3] and increases the virulence of PRRSV in pigs [4], M.
hyopneumoniae infection increases effectiveness of PRRSV infection
and lesions [5], and PRRSV infection was able to accelerate
Haemophilus parasuis infection and loads [6]. Those studies on co-
infections principally looked at the macroscopic lesions and at the
clinical signs. Only a few recent studies are investigating more
closely the direct interactions and mechanisms involved between
the pathogens. As an example, Qiao and collaborators showed
that PRRSV and bacterial endotoxin (LPS) act in synergy to
amplify the inflammatory response of infected macrophages [7].
Thus, it is crucial to develop new i vitro models to investigate in
more details the mechanistic and the interactions involved in
polymicrobial infections.

Porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome (PRRS) is the
most economically devastating viral disease affecting the swine
industry worldwide [8]. The etiological agent, PRRSV, possesses a

Respiratory disease in pigs is common in modern pork
production worldwide and is often referred to as porcine
respiratory disease complex (PRDC) [1]. PRDC is polymicrobial
in nature, and occurs following infections with various combina-
tions of primary and secondary respiratory pathogens. There are a
variety of viral and bacterial pathogens commonly associated with
PRDC including porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome
virus (PRRSV) and Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae (App) [1]. Both are
considered pathogens of major importance or relevance for the pig
industry [1]. Furthermore, bacterial-viral co-infections can exac-
erbate the pathogenicity of respiratory pig diseases [1]. For
example, co-infections with Mycoplasma hyopneumoniae and swine
influenza virus (SIV) exhibited more severe clinical disease [2],
PRRSV and Streptococcus suis co-infection experiments confirmed
that PRRSV predisposes pigs to S. suis infection and bacteremia
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RNA viral genome with ten open reading frames [8-10]. PRRSV
virulence is multigenic and resides in both the non-structural and
structural viral proteins. The molecular characteristics, biological
and immunological functions of the PRRSV structural and non-
structural proteins and their involvement in the virus pathogenesis
were recently reviewed [8]. The disease induced by PRRSV has
many clinical manifestations but the two most prevalent are severe
reproductive failure in sows and gilts (characterized by late-term
abortions, an increased number of stillborn, mummified and weak-
born pigs) [11,12] and respiratory problems in pigs of all ages
associated with a non-specific lymphomononuclear interstitial
pneumonitis [11-13].

App is the causative agent of porcine pleuropneumonia, a severe
and highly contagious respiratory disease responsible for major
economic losses in the swine industry worldwide [14]. The disease,
transmitted by aerosol or by direct contact with infected pigs, may
result in rapid death or in severe pathology characterized by
hemorrhagic, fibrinous, and necrotic lung lesions. Exposure to the
organism may lead to chronic infection such that animals fail to
thrive; alternatively, they survive as asymptomatic carriers that
transmit the disease to healthy herds. Many virulence factors of
this microorganism have been well characterized [14-16]. To
date, fifteen serotypes of App based on capsular antigens have been
described [17,18]. The prevalence of specific serotypes varies with
geographic region [17].

Recent advances in pathogen detection methods allow better
understanding of interactions between pathogens, improve char-
acterization of their mechanisms in disease potentiation and
demonstrate the importance of polymicrobial disease [1]. In the
present study, the i vitro interactions between PRRSV and A4pp in
PRRSV permissive cell models were investigated. Thus, MARC-
145 cells, SJPL cell line and pulmonary alveolar macrophages
(PAM) were used in this study since they have been shown
previously to be permissive to PRRSV infection and replication
[8,19]. Results indicate that App possesses a strong antiviral activity
against PRRSV i witro.

Results

PRRSV Infection Effect on App Bacterial Adherence

Bacterial adherence of Appwt and AppAapxIAapxIIC to PRRSV-
infected and non-infected SJPL and MARC-145 cells was
compared (Figure 1). Prior infection of both cell types with
PRRSV did not significantly affect the adhesion of neither Appwt
nor AppAapxIAapxIIC strain.

Impact of App and PRRSV Co-infection on Cell
Cytotoxicity

Auger et al. 2009 [20] have previously published that SJPL cell
death induced by 4pp occurs through necrosis and not apoptosis.
Consequently, based on this previous report, only a cytotoxicity
experiment was performed in order to verify if PRRSV infection
increases the cytotoxicity of App. Moreover, this assay was done to
confirm that inactivation of the toxins Apxl and ApxIl in the
mutant AppAapxIAapxIIC reduces cell death seen with Appwt strain.
Thus, LDH cytotoxicity assays to detect cell death were performed
on cells infected with PRRSV for 72 hours and then co-infected
with Appwt strain or AppAapxIAapxIIC. As shown in Figure 2, the
cytotoxic activity of Appwt was higher in both cell lines after 2
hours of incubation, around 36% in SJPL cells (Figure 2A) and
around 14% in MARC-145 cells (Figure 2C) compared to the one
of AppAapxIAapxIIC mutant after 6 hours of incubation, which was
less than 15% in SJPL cells (Figure 2B) and around 7% in MARC-
145 cells (Figure 2D). As expected, the AppAapxIAapxIIC mutant is
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markedly less cytotoxic than the parental strain Appwt. Thus,
AppAapxIAapxIIC mutant allows much longer incubation periods
with cells and facilitate i vitro observation. Furthermore, co-
infection with PRRSV and AppAapxIAapxIIC increased SJPL and
MARC-145 cells death compared to App single infection (Figure 2B
and D, respectively), showing an additive cytotoxicity effect of
PRRSV and AppAapxIAdapxIIC. Because of its markedly reduced
cytotoxicity, the AppAapxIAdapxIIC was used for all the subsequent
experiments.

App Effects on PRRSV Infection

In SJPL cells, co-infection with AppAapxIAapxIIC and PRRSV
shows absence of PRRSV N viral protein detection by IFA
compared to control where SJPL cells were infected with PRRSV
alone (Figure 3A) suggesting an inhibition of PRRSV infection
and/or replication (Figure 3B). MARC-145 cell line was used to
compare results obtained with SJPL cell line since MARC-145
cells are the most common cells used during i vitro PRRSV
studies. Interestingly, results were different between the two cell
lines. In PRRSV infected MARC-145 cells, only a small reduction
of cells expressing the PRRSV N protein was observed following a
co-infection with AppAapxIAdapxIIC (Figure 3G). Thus, SJPL cells
were qualitatively more responsive to the App antiviral affect than
MARC-145 cells. Moreover, since SJPL cells were recently shown
to be from monkey origin [21] and not from swine as first
described [22], evaluation of the antiviral activity of App was tested
in a porcine relevant cell model, the PAM cells. Co-infection with
AppAapxIAapxlIC and PRRSV in PAM cells also presented total
absence of PRRSV N protein detection (Figure 3L), as in SJPL
cells (Figure 3B), suggesting that AppAapxIAdapxIIC can also inhibits
PRRSV in PRRSV’s in vivo porcine target cells, the porcine
alveolar macrophages. Incubation with UV-inactivated AppAapxI-
AapxIIC bacteria after PRRSV infection allowed the detection of
N proteins of PRRSV by IFA in all cell types (Figure 3C, 3H and
3M) showing that UV-inactivated bacteria were not able to block
PRRSV infection. Interestingly, the bacteria-free culture super-
natant of AppAapxIAdapxIIC also effectively blocked PRRSV
infection in SJPL and PAM cells (Figure 3D and 3N, respectively).
A weak inhibition was observed in MARC-145 cells (Figure 3I).
pH did not vary between all the tested conditions, being stable at
around 7.3%0.1. The active metabolites present in the culture
supernatant did not seem to be 4pp LPS (Figure 3E, 3] and 30)
nor peptidoglycan fragments (assayed with NODI or NOD2
ligands) (Figure SID and SIF, respectively). Dilutions of
AppAapxIAapxIIC supernatant showed a dose-dependent effect on
PRRSV’s detection by IFA. A 1:2 dilution resulted in twice as
much PRRSV N protein when observed with IFA (data not
shown). The loss of antiviral activity of AppAapxIdapxIIC
supernatant was observed with 1:10, 1:20 and 1:40 dilutions.

PRRSV titers were measured to confirm IFA observations and
to quantify the inhibitory effect of AppAapxidapxIIC on PRRSV
infection. SJPL, MARC-145 and PAM cells were infected or
treated as described previously. In SJPL cells after 72 hours post
PRRSV infection, viral titer obtained was 6.25 log10 TCID5,/ml
(Figure 4A), in MARC-145 cells, was 7.6 logl0 TCID5q/ml
(Figure 4B) and in PAM cells, 6.0 logl0 TCIDso/ml (Figure 4C).
Clo-infection with AppAAapxIAapxIIC or treatment with its culture
supernatant blocked completely PRRSV replication (P<<0.01) in
SJPL cells (Figure 4A). But in MARC-145 cells, their antiviral
effect on PRRSV replication was markedly less efficient. More
specifically, in MARC-145 cells, PRRSV titers were 4.9 logl0
TCID35o/ml (which correspond to a 751 fold decrease compared to
PRRSV non-treated infected cell) and 6.5 logl0 TCID;5p/ml
(which correspond to a 19 fold decrease compared to PRRSV
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Figure 1. Bacterial adherence over time of Appwt or AppAapxi4apxlIC in PRRSV co-infected SJPL and MARC-145 cells. SJPL (A) and
MARC-145 (B) cells were infected with or without PRRSV at an MOI of 0.5 during 72 hours, and then cells were co-infected with Appwt or
AppAapxlAapxIIC at an MOI of 10. Bacterial adherence was measured in CFU per well after 1, 2 and 3 hours post bacterial infection as described in
Auger et al.,, 2009 [20]. Values are presented as = Standard Deviation (SD). No statistical significance was obtained following two-away ANOVA

analysis. All experiments were repeated 3 times.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098434.9001

non-treated infected cell) for AppAdapxIdapxIIC (P<0.01) and its
cell-free culture supernatant (P<0.05) treated cells, respectively
(Figure 4B). In PAM cells, results obtained with PRRSV’s titration
showed that live AppAapxIAapxIIC completely blocked PRRSV
replication (P<<0.001) and that its culture supernatant significantly
inhibits PRRSV infection in PAM, reducing its amount of
infectious virions to 2.9 logl0 TCID5p/ml (P<0.001 compared
to PRRSV infection at 10° TCID50/mL) which correspond to a
1250 fold decrease (Figure 4C). Stimulation of the cells with App
purified LPS or co-infection with UV inactivated bacteria did not
have any effect on PRRSV titer in all cell types (Figure 4A, 4B and
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4C). Those results confirm the IFA data obtained previously. In
addition, it is important to note that inhibition in PAM is total with
live AppAapxIAapxIIC as observed previously in SJPL cells and
below PRRSV inoculum when treated with AppAapxIAapxIIC cell
culture supernatant. Thus, those results indicate that AppAdapxl-
AapxIIC antiviral effect against PRRSV can be observed not only
in SJPL cells but also in porcine alveolar macrophages.
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Figure 2. Cytotoxicity over time of Appwt or AppAapxi4apxlICin PRRSV co-infected SJPL and MARC-145 cells. SJPL (A and B) and MARC-
145 cells (C and D) were infected with or without PRRSV at an MOI of 0.5 during 72 hours, and then cells were co-infected with App (for 1 or 2 hours)
(A and C, respectively) or with AppAapxiAapxlIC (for 4, 5 and 6 hours) (B and D, respectively) at an MOI of 10. Cytotoxicity was measured in % using
lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) CytoTox assay [20]. Values are presented as * Standard Deviation (SD). Two-away ANOVA analysis was used to obtain

statistical data. *P<<0.05. All experiments were performed 3 times.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098434.g002

Fractionation of Cell Culture Supernatant of
AppAapxIAapxIIC

Fractionation of the cell culture supernatant of AppAapxIAapxIIC
indicated that the ihnibitory effect on PRRSV infection is
mediated by small App metabolite(s) weighting <1 kDa
(Figure 5C). The same results were obtained with all small
fractions tested, <3 (Figure S2D), 10 (data not shown) and 50 kDa
(Figure S2F). Additionally, treatment at 56°C for 30 min of these
low molecular weight App metabolite(s) did not inactivate their
ihnibitory effect on PRRSV infection and/or replication in SJPL
cells, showing that those App antiviral metabolites are heat-
resistant (data not shown).
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Antiviral Efficacy of AppAapxiAapxlIC Cell Culture

Supernatant against Several other Viruses

Since AppAapxIAapxIIC cell culture supernatant inhibits PRRSV
replication, other viruses were tested in order to verify if this
inhibition is virus specific or if it is a general antiviral effect. First,
the SJPL cells permissivity was tested in regards to different DNA
genome viruses such as: BAV3, BHV-1, BHV-4, CPV, EHV-1,
and PCV2; as well as RNA genome viruses such as: BVDV-1,
Influenza HIN1, and Influenza H3N2. BAV3, BHV-1, EHV-1,
BVDV-1, Influenza HIN1, and Influenza H3N2 viruses were able
to infect and replicate in SJPL cells (Table 1). Thus, treatment with
AppAapxIAapxIIC culture supernatant was performed after infec-
tion with those viruses in SJPL cells, to verify its spectrum of
antiviral activity. Overall, 50% of the viruses tested that are able to
replicate in SJPL cells (excluding PRRSV) were inhibited by
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Figure 3. PRRSV antigen detection in SJPL, MARC-145 and PAM cells co-infected with Appapx/4apxlIC. PRRSV N protein revealed by IFA
in SJPL (A-E), MARC-145 (F-J) and PAM cells (K-O) were infected with PRRSV at an MOI of 0.5 for 4 hours (A, F and K) then co-infected with live
AppAapxlAapxIIC at an MOI of 10 (B, G and L), or with UV inactivated AppAapxiAdapxIIC at an MOI of 10 (C, H and M), or with AppAapxlAapxIIC
supernatant (D, | and N) or treated with LPS 4 pg/ml (E, J and O) for 48 hours. Inserts are negative control where cells were not infected with PRRSV.
White scale bar represents 200 um for SJIPL and MARC-145 cells, and 100 um for PAM cells. Pictures were taken at 100X magnification for SJPL and

MARC-145 cells, and 200X for PAM cells.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098434.9003

AppAapxIAapxIIC cell culture supernatant. Those inhibited viruses
were: EHV-1, Influenza HIN1 and H3N2. However, it is
important to note that the inhibition of PRRSV replication
observed following treatment with AppAapxICAapxIIC supernatant
was significantly higher compared to than the inhibition observed
against EHV-1, Influenza HIN1 and H3N2 (Table 1). These
results are important because they indicate that SJPL cells were
still able to allow the replication of several viruses in the presence
of AppAapxIAapxIIC cell culture supernatant, indicating that the
SJPL cells are still metabolically active and fit for viruses’
replication.

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

Effect of AppAapxidapx/IC Cell Culture Supernatant on
the Mrna Level of Type | and Type Il IFNs

Since the levels of mRNA expression of type I (IFNa and IFN)
and type II IFNY) interferons are known to be implicated in the
cellular antiviral effect against PRRSV [23-26], mRNA levels of
those cytokines were measured by qRT-PCR (Figure 6). No
modulation of IFNa was observed in any of the tested conditions,
including the Poly I:C control. This observation was also
previously made by Provost e al,, 2012 [19]. PRRSV infection
in SJPL cells significantly increased IFN levels compared to mock
infected cells, as previously described in Provost e al., 2012 [19].
Treatment with AppAapxICAapxIIC supernantant alone induced a
significant increase of IFNf mRNA compared to mock infected
cells, but co-treated cells did not showed a significant increase
compared to mock infected cells. PRRSV infection in SJPL cells
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Figure 4. PRRSV titer in App treated SJPL, MARC-145 and PAM
cells. SJPL (A), MARC-145 (B) and PAM (C) cells were infected with
PRRSV MOI of 0.5 for 4 hours and then co-infected with AppAapxI-
AapxIIC MOI of 10, or with UV inactivated AppAapxlAapxIIC MOI of 10,
or treated with LPS (4 ug/ml) or culture supernatant of AppAapxiAap-
xIIC for 48 hours. PRRSV titer was determined on MARC-145 cells by the
Karber method. Values are presented as = Standard Deviation (SD).
One-away ANOVA analysis was used to obtain statistical data. When
bars within a cell type are labeled with superscripts letters, it indicates
that these sets of data are statistically different from the other bars (P<
0.05).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098434.g004

did not modulate IFNyY mRINA levels. However, treatment with
AppAapxICAapxIIC supernantant alone or as co-treatment signif-
icantly increased IFNy mRINA compared to mock infected SJPL
cells.
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Figure 5. AppAdapxidapx/iC cell culture supernatant <1 kDa
fraction antiviral activity against PRRSV. Detection of the N viral
protein in PRRSV infected SJPL cells by immunofluorescence. SJPL cells
were infected with 0.5 MOI of PRRSV for 4 hours then incubated with
DMEM culture medium alone (DMEM) (A) or either a DMEM culture
medium fraction of <1 kDa (DMEM <1 kDa) (B) or a AppAapxiAapxlIC
cell culture supernatant <1 kDa fraction (App<<1 kDa) (C) added to
complete SJPL culture medium for 48 hours. White scale bar represents
200 um. Pictures were taken at 100X magnification.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098434.g005

Discussion

Many studies have previously shown that respiratory viral
infections can increase bacterial adherence to cells. For example,
influenza A infection increases adherence of Streptococcus pyogenes to
MDCK cells [27], rhinovirus infection increases adherence of
Streptococcus pneumoniae to cultured human airway epithelial cells
[28], and respiratory syncytial virus (RSV), human parainfluenza
virus 3 (HPIV-3), and influenza virus increase the adherence of
Haemophilus ifluenzae and S. pneumoniae to respiratory epithelial cells
[29]. However, in the present study, no modulation of App
adherence was observed when cells were infected with PRRSV.

Appwt induced, as expected, a high percentage of cytotoxicity in
SJPL cells (Figure 2). Its derivative, AppAapxIAdapxIIC, that is
expressing the non-activated toxins ApxI and ApxIl, showed a
much lower cytotoxicity in SJPL cells. Furthermore, as previously
described in Provost et al. 2012, PRRSV infection in SJPL cells
induced a significant increase of cell death [19]. However, co-
infection with PRRSV and AppAdapxldapxIIC did not result in a
significant increase of cell death when compared to PRRSV
infection alone, supporting that AppAapxIAapxIIC is less (if not)
toxic to eukaryotic cells and that cytotoxicity is mainly caused by
PRRSV in co-infected cells. Interestingly, this less toxic App
mutant enables longer exposure in iz vitro experiments and allowed
us to observe App’s antiviral effect on PRRSV.

The antiviral effect of AppAapxIAdapxIIC was first observed on
SJPL cells co-infected with PRRSV (Figure 3). Subsequently, other
results showed that the antiviral activity was also present in the
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Table 1. Antiviral activity of AppAdapxiAapxlIC supernatant against several animal DNA and RNA viruses in SJPL infected cells.

Viruses Virus titer Relative virus replication inhibition

Without AppAapxidapx/IC With AppAapxidapxIIC

(TCIDso log10 + SD)

DNA genome

BHV-4 Neg - -

CPV Neg = =

PCV2 Neg - -

BAV3 2.75+0.35 2.88+0.18 0.74*2.45
BHV-1 4.54+0.48 4.42+0.59 1.32%5.75
EHV-1 5.00+0.71 3.75+0.357 17.78+6.17
RNA genome

BVDV-1 4.38+0.18 4.25+0.35 1.35+245
H1N1 5.40+0.57 4.23+0.50* 14.8+5.75
H3N2 4.85+0.50 3.82+£0.45** 10.72+4.68
PRRSV 5.44+0.56 1.61£0.59%** 6760.83+6.467

All experiences were performed at least 2 times.

Statistical P value compared to AppAapxiAapxliC untreated cells: FP=0.15.

Statistically significative compared to AppAapxiAapxIIC untreated cells: ¥*P<<0.05, **P<<0.01, ***P<<0.001.
Statistically significative compared to other viruses: “P<<0.01.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098434.t001

bacterial supernatant and was not due to App purified LPS, nor antiviral effect is not only observed in SJPL cells but also in the
NOD ligands, but probably to low molecular weight metabolites of PRRSV natural host target cells, i.e. PAM. This suggests that the
<1 kDa. Inhibition of PRRSV replication by AppAapxIAapxIIC is antiviral action of AppAapxIAapxIIC can be efficient in different cell
not generated by contact between bacterial and eukaryotic host species and types. Viral inhibition in PAM cells was complete in
cell, since it was also observed with App cell culture supernatant; presence of the bacteria AppAapxIAdapxIIC and was partial when
thus without the presence of App bacterial cells. Furthermore, this treated with its cell culture supernatant. Other combinations of
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and LPS were used as positive controls. Data labeled with superscripts of different letters indicates that these sets of data are statistically different (P<
0.05).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098434.g006
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treatments have been tested. Data obtained gave some informa-
tion about the mechanism of the antiviral activity of AppAapxl-
AapxIIC supernatant. Overall, they suggested that AppAapxIAap-
x{IC supernatant’s antiviral activity is not interfering with PRRSV
attachment and entry. Other experiments are currently in progress
to further investigate by which mechanisms the AppAapxIAapxIIC
supernatant is inhibiting PRRSV replication.

Despite the fact that MARC-145 and SJPL are of monkey
origin, they are phenotypically distinct as demonstrated by our
group in Provost et al. (2012) [19]. In this previous report, we
demonstrated that SJPL. and MARC-145 cells do not have the
same division rate and that the development of the cytopathic
effect (CPE) induced by PRRSV in SJPL cells was delayed
compared to MARC-145 cells. Furthermore, the cytokine profiles
after PRRSV infection were different between the two cell lines.
These results suggested that PRRSV infection could be different in
each. Thus, the difference in PRRSV infection between both cell
lines could explain the difference observed for the AppAapxIdap-
x{IC supernatant antiviral activity.

Type I IFNs, produced by many cell types, are part of the innate
immunity response [30]. Moreover, it is well known in the
literature that type I IFNs are often part of the cellular response
against viral infections, including PRRSV infections [23,25].
Results of this study showed that there is no modulation of IFNa
mRNA levels. IFN mRNA levels were increased in PRRSV and
in AppAapxIAapxIIC supernatant alone but no significant increase
was observed in the PRRSV + AppAapxIdapxIIC supernatant
condition when compared to mock infected cells. Thus, the
impaired IFNP expression following co-treatment might be due to
PRRSYV replication which might block IFN production induced by
AppAapxIAapxIIC supernatant. Additionally, those results demon-
strate that since PRRSV can inhibit type I IFN induction and
signalling [31-34], antiviral activity induced by AppAapxIAapxIIC
supernatant may not rely on its ability to induce IFNB. However,
this does not mean that IFN is not part of the antiviral activity of
AppAapxIAapxIIC supernatant, since most viruses are still sensitive
to type I IFNs.

Type II IFNy, mainly produced by activated T cells and
Natural Killer cells, is mostly responsible for adaptive Thl
response, which is part of cell-mediated immunity [35]. Further-
more, its implication in antiviral response against PRRSV was also
demonstrated [24,26]. Nonetheless, IFNy mRNA levels in SJPL
cells were significantly increased by AppAapxIAapxIIC supernatant
alone and in PRRSV + AppAapxIAdapxIIC supernatant condition.
This observation might give a clue by which cellular response
AppAapxIAapxIIC supernatant induces its antiviral effect; ie. via
the increased of IFNy mRNA levels by the cell. However, it is
important to mention that it is not known if SJPL cells possess
IFNY receptors, which are necessary for IFNy mediated signalling.
Further investigations are needed to confirm this hypothesis.

PRRSV can lead to persistent infections [36,37] and current
PRRSV vaccines are not yet optimal, since they lack the ability to
induce a strong immune response and since they do not provide
complete immunity against homologous PRRSV infections (for
review see [38,39]). Moreover, most PRRSV vaccines are live
attenuated virus and thus present a safety issue; some vaccinated
pigs were shown to produce shedding of virulent PRRSV particles
[40]. Thus, it is important to further investigate new possible ways
to control PRRSV infections. In that regards, an antiviral
molecule or metabolite might be a good alternative to the
currently used vaccines. Recently published studies showed few
compounds that can inhibits PRRSV as glycosides, terpenoids,
coumarins, isoflavones, peptolides, alkaloids, flavones, macrolides
[41], N-acetylpenicillamine [42], cyclosporine A [43], sodium
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tanshinone IIA sulfonate [44], flavaspidic acid AB [45], Ribavirin
[46], and morpholino oligomer [47], or compounds derived from
plant as a polysaccharide isolated from Achyranthes bidentata [48] or
a mushroom extract from Cryptoporus volvatus [49]. However, there
is no commercially available antiviral drug against PRRSV on the
market.

In conclusion, to the best of our knowledge, this is the first
description of an App antiviral activity. This study might lead to the
development of a new treatment against PRRSV derived from App
cell culture supernatant. However, more investigations are needed
to identify and/or purify the target metabolite(s) secreted by App
before generating a possible new antiviral molecule against
PRRSV. Moreover, since we have demonstrated that the antiviral
effect of the metabolite(s) secreted from App is not only specific to
PRRSV, but also effective against other RNA viruses, this antiviral
activity might as well lead to a new antiviral treatment. For
example, molecules such as Ribavirin, which is currently used
against human respiratory syncytial virus (RSV) [50,51] and
hepatitis C infection [52], was initially demonstrated to have a
broad antiviral activity against animal viruses [53]. This study
might therefore allow the development of a new antiviral molecule
against PRRSV, but also against other viruses such as influenza.

Materials and Methods
Cells

All cells products were ordered from Invitrogen Corporation
GibcoBRL (Burlington, ON, CA) unless specified. MARC-145
cells, a subclone of African green monkey kidney MA104 cells,
were grown in minimum essential medium (MEM) supplemented
with 10% of foetal bovine serum (FBS) (Wisent Inc, St-Bruno, QC,
Canada), 0.1 mM HEPES, 2 mM L-glutamine, 10 U/mL of
penicillin, 10 pg/mL of streptomycin and 250 g/L antibiotic-
antimitotic solution [54]. The SJPL cell line (St. Jude porcine lung
epithelial cell) was provided by Dr. R.G. Webster (St. Jude
Children’s Hospital, Memphis, TN, USA) [22] and later was
demonstrated to be from monkey origin [21]. This cell line was
grown in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (DMEM) supple-
mented with 10% FBS (Wisent Inc), 1 mM sodium pyruvate,
2 mM L-glutamine, 1 uM MEM nonessential amino acid, 10 U/
mL of penicillin, 10 ug/mL of streptomycin and 250 g/L
antibiotic-antimitotic solution and, 100 mg/L gentamicin. Porcine
alveolar macrophages (PAM) were harvested from lungs of 2 to 14
weeks old pigs as described previously [19]. Pigs were sacrificed
following ethic protocol 12-Rech-1640 approved by our institu-
tional ethic committee (Comité d’éthique de l'utilisation des
animaux — CEUA) following the guidelines of the Canadian
Council on Animal Care. Briefly, an instillation of the lungs with
PBS containing 10 units/mL penicillin, 10 pug/mL streptomycin
and 100 mg/L gentamicin was realized. Then, phosphate buffer
saline solution (PBS) was collected and PAM removed following
low speed centrifugation. Cells were washed with DMEM medium
complemented with 2 mM L-glutamine, 0,1 mM HEPES, 1 uM
non-essential amino acids, 250 g/L amphotericin B (Wisent Inc),
10 units/mL penicillin, 10 pg/mL streptomycin and 100 mg/L
gentamicin. Cells were then collected following low speed
centrifugation and were resuspended in freezing medium (same
as wash medium plus 20% foetal bovine serum and 10% DMSO
(Sigma-Aldrich, St-Louis, MO, USA)) and slowly frozen, than
stored in liquid nitrogen until further utilization. PAM cells were
cultured for 24 hours in complete DMEM prior to assay. All cells
were cultured and infected at 37°C in 5% CO, atmosphere.
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Bacterial and Viral Strains

The App strains used in this study were the S4074 serotype 1
reference wild type strain (Appwt) and a mutant of this strain
(MBHPP147) producing non-active Apxl and ApxIl toxins
(AppAapxICAapxIIC), kindly provided by Ruud P.A.M. Segers
(MSD Animal Health, Boxmeer, The Netherlands). App strains
were cultured on brain heart infusion (BHI) broth and/or agar
(Gibco) supplemented with 15 pug/ml nicotinamide adenine
dinucleotide (NAD) at 37°C in 5% CO,. The PRRSV strain
used in this study was the Canadian genotype II reference strain

IAF-Klop [55].

Adherence Assay

For the adherence assay, 10° epithelial cells/well were seeded
into 24 well-tissue culture plates (Sarstedt, Numbrecht, Germany)
and incubated overnight (O/N). Cells were infected with PRRSV
at 0.5 multiplicity of infection (MOI; virus particles or bacterial
cells per cell). Appwt and AppAapxIAdapxIIC from an overnight
culture grown at an ODggp nm of 0.6 were resuspended in
complete cell culture medium to a concentration of 10° CFU/ml.
One ml of either suspension was added to each well at an MOI of
10 after 72 hours PRRSV infection, and plates were incubated for
1, 2 or 3 hours. Non-adherent bacteria were removed by washing
four times with Dulbecco’s Phosphate-Buffered Saline (DPBS)
(Gibco). Cells with adherent bacteria were released from the wells
by adding 100 pl of 1X trypsin-EDTA (Gibco) and resuspended in
900 ul DPBS buffer. Serial dilutions were performed and poured
on agar plates to determine the number of bacteria that adhered to
the epithelial cells. Bacteria colonies were counted as colonies
forming unit per well (CFU/well) as described by Auger et al., 2009
[20].

Cytotoxicity Detection Assay

For the cytotoxicity detection assay, 10° epithelial cells/wells
were seeded into 24 well-tissue culture plates (Sarstedt) and
incubated O/N. Cells were infected with PRRSV at 0.5 MOIL
Appwt and AppAapxIAapxIIC from an overnight culture grown at an
ODgoo nm of 0.6 were resuspended in complete cell culture
medium to a concentration of 10° CFU/ml One ml of either
suspension was added to each well at an MOI of 10 after 72 hours
PRRSV infection, and plates were incubated for 1 or 2 hours with
Appwt or for 4, 5 and 6 hours with AppAapxIAapxIIC. The cellular
cytotoxicity was determined using the lactate dehydrogenase
(LDH)-measuring CytoTox 96 nonradioactive cytotoxicity assay
(Promega, Madison, WI) as described by the manufacturer.
Noninfected cells were used as a negative control, while total cell
lysate was used for the 100%-cytotoxicity positive control, since all
LDH is released when cells are mechanically lysed. Optical
densities were measured at 490 nm with a Power Wave X340
(Biotek Instruments Inc, Winooski, VT) microplate reader and
used to calculate the percentage of cytotoxicity [55].

Immunofluorescence Assay

The presence of PRRSV antigens in infected cells was
determined by an immunofluorescence assay (IFA). Cells were
infected or treated as described below. Following treatment and/
or infections, cells were fixed with a 4% paraformaldehyde (PFA)
solution prepared as previously described [19]. Mock-infected or
non-treated cells were used as negative controls. After an
incubation period of 20 minutes at room temperature, the PFA
solution was removed and cells were washed three times with
Phosphate buffer solution (PBS). Then, cells were incubated
during 10 minutes at room temperature with a PBS solution
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containing 0.1% Triton X-100 for cell membrane permeabiliza-
tion. After removing the Triton X-100 solution, cells were washed
three times with a PBS-Tween 20 solution (PBS containing 0.02%
Tween 20). Thereafter, cells were incubated 30 minutes with PBS
containing 0.02% Tween 20 and 1% foetal bovine serum albumin.
Then, the a7 rabbit monospecific antisera (anti-N PRRSV
protein) [55] was diluted 1/100 in the blocking solution and
added to the cells and incubated at 37°C for 90 minutes. Cells
were then washed and incubated for 60 minutes with the blocking
solution containing a 1/160 dilution of anti-rabbit specific
antiserum FITC conjugated (Sigma). Finally, cells were visualized
using a DMI 40008 reverse fluorescence microscope, image of the
cells were taken with a DFC 490 digital camera and the images
were analyzed using the Leica Application Suite Software, version
2.4.0 (Leica Microsystems Inc., Richmond Hill, Canada).

Antiviral Activity of AppAdapxiAapxIIC Against PRRSV

Cells were infected with 0.5 MOI of PRRSV and incubated in
DMEM without serum or other additives for 4 hours, then all non-
attached virus were removed from the medium with soft washing
step using PBS. Thereafter fresh medium was added. AppAdapxl-
AapxIIC from an overnight culture grown at an ODggg  of 0.6
were resuspended at an MOI of 10 in complete cell culture
medium to a concentration of 10° CFU/ml. To obtain
AppAapxIAapxIIC UV inactivated, resuspended AppAapxIAapxIIC
at an MOI 100:1 were inactivated for 2 hours under UV light
(315 nm) in a rocking petri dish and their inactivation was
confirmed by plating on BHI-NAD. To obtain AppAapxIdapxIIC
supernatant, resuspended AppAapxIAapxIIC at an MOI of 10 were
centrifuged at 500 g for 15 minutes and harvested supernatants
were passed through a 0.22 um filter to remove all residual
bacteria. Bacterial culture supernatants were further fractionated
through ultrafiltration membranes with cut-off of 50, 10, 3
(Amicon Ultra-15, Millipore, Billerica, MA) or 1 kDa (Macrosep
1K, Pall Life Sciences, Port Washington, NY) to obtain
AppAapxIAapxIIC cell culture supernatant fractions. AppAapxIAap-
xlIC supernatant was also diluted 1:2, 1:10, 1:20, 1:40. One ml of
the suspensions was added to each well 4 hours after PRRSV
infection, and plates were incubated for 48 hours. pH measure-
ments were performed directly in the wells of treated SJPL cells
using an Accumet basic AB15 pH meter (Fisher Scientific,
Ottawa, ON). The presence of PRRSV N antigen was determined
by IFA. The infectious dose of the virus was determined from
serial dilutions and calculated by the Kiarber method [56]. Briefly,
samples infected by PRRSV were subjected to three cycles of
freeze-thaw and cellular suspensions were then clarified by low
speed centrifugation at 1200 g for 10 minutes. Supernatants were
serially diluted then used to infect MARC-145 cells in a 96-well
tissue culture plate. The plate was incubated for 96 hours. Virus
titers were expressed in tissue culture infectious dose 50 per ml
(TCID50/ml). Presence of PRRSV was also evaluated by qRT-
PCR using a commerecial kit (Tetracore Inc., Rockville, MD, USA)
as previously described [57].

Treatment with LPS and NOD Ligands

Cells were infected with PRRSV at 0.5 MOI of in DMEM
without serum and other additives and incubated for 4 hours.
Then infected cells were washed and fresh medium was added.
Cells were treated with 4 pug/ml of LPS purified from Appwt [58],
or 100 to 1,000 ng/ml of Cl12-iE-DAP (a NODI ligand,
InvivoGen, San Diego CA), or 100 to 1,000 ng/ml of L18-MDP
(a NOD2 ligand, InvivoGen) for 48 hours. The presence of
PRRSV N protein was determined by IFA. The virus titer was
determined as described above.
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App Cell Culture Supernatant Antiviral Activity Against
other DNA and RNA Viruses

The DNA genome viruses used in this experiment were: bovine
herpes virus type 4 (BHV-4) of strain FMV09-1180503; porcine
circovirus 2 (PCV2b) of strain FMV05-6302 and bovine
adenovirus 3 (BAV3); bovine herpes virus type 1 (BHV-1); canine
parvovirus (CPV); equine herpes virus type 1 (EHV-1). The RNA
genome viruses used in this experiment were: bovine viral diarrhea
virus type 1 (BVDVI) of strain NADL (ATCC VR-534); swine
influenza HINT1 of strain A/Swine/Saint-Hyacinthe/148/90 [59];
and Swine Influenza H3N2 of strain A/Swine/Quebec/4001/05
[60]. Cells were infected with each virus at different dilutions (1/
10; 1/100; 1/1000; 1/10000; 1/1000000; 1/10000000) for 4
hours in DMEM as described for PRRSV and than treated with
AppAapxIAapxIIC culture supernatant for 48 hours as described
above. The infectious dose of each virus was calculated as
described above for PRRSV using SJPL cells.

Analysis of Cytokine mRNAs Expression by Real Time
Reverse Transcriptase-quantitative PCR

SJPL cells and PAMs were treated and infected as described
above or transfected with Polyinosinic—polycytidylic acid potassi-
um salt (Poly (I:C)) [50 ug/mL] (Sigma-Aldrich Inc., St-Louis,
USA) as a positive control for innate immunity induction, using
polyethylenimine (PEI) [1 pg/uL] (Sigma) for 48 hours or treated
with 1 pg/ml of lipopolysaccharide (LPS) from E. coli (Sigma) for
20 hours, as an IFNYy inducer. Total cellular RNA was extracted
from cells using Trizol reagent (Invitrogen, Burlington, ON,
Canada) according to the manufacturer’s protocol. Quantification
of RNA was performed with a Nanodrop (NanoDrop Technol-
ogies, Inc., Wilmington, Delaware, USA). 1 pg of total RNA was
reverse-transcribed using the QuantiTect reverse transcription kit
(Qiagen, Mississauga, ON, Canada). The cDNA was amplified
using the SsoFast EvaGreen Supermix kit (Bio-rad, Hercules, CA,
USA). The PCR amplification program for all cDNA consisted of
an enzyme activation step of 3 min at 98°C, followed by 40 cycles
of a denaturing step for 2 sec at 98°C and an annealing/extension
step for 5 sec at 57°C. The primers used for amplification of the
different target cDNA were previously described in Provost et al.,
2012 [19]. All primers were tested to achieve amplification
efficiency between 90% and 110%. The primer sequences were all
designed from the NCBI GenBank mRNA sequences using web-
based software primerquest from Integrated DNA technologies.
The Bio-Rad CFX-96 sequence detector apparatus was used for
the cDNA amplification. The quantification of differences between
the different groups was calculated using the 2 “AACH method.
Beta-2 microglobulin (B2M) was used as the normalizing gene to
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compensate for potential differences in cDNA amounts. The non-
infected PAMs and SJPL cells were used as the calibrator reference
in the analysis.

Statistical Analyses

A two-way ANOVA model, followed by Bonferroni post-hoc
tests (Graphpad PRISM Version 5.03 software) were used to
determine if a statistically significant difference exists between
infections performed in adherence and cytotoxicity assays. One-
way ANOVA model, followed by Tukey’s Multiple Comparison
Test (Graphpad PRISM) were used to determine if a statistically
significant difference exists between PRRSV titer (TCIDs5)
obtained in MARC-145, SJPL and PAM cells. Unpaired t tests
were used for the qRT-PCR statistical analysis. Differences were
considered statistically significant with a P<<0.05.

Supporting Information

Figure S1 NODI1 and NOD2 inhibition effect on PRRSV
replication. Detection of the N viral protein in PRRSV infected
SJPL cells by immunofluorescence. SJPL cells were infected with
PRRSV MOI of 0.5 for 4 hours (B) and then treated with 100 pM
of C12-iE-DAP (a NODI ligand) (D), or 100 uM of L18-MDP (a
NOD?2 ligand) (F) for 48 hours. Control are SJPL cells untreated
(A) treated only with 100 pM of C12-iE-DAP (C), or 100 uM of
L18-MDP (E) for 48 hours. White scale bar represents 200 pm.
Pictures were taken at 100X magnification.

(TIFF)

Figure S2 Antiviral activities of AppAapxIdapxIIC cell
culture supernatant fractions against PRRSV. Detection of
the N viral protein in PRRSV infected SJPL cells by immuno-
fluorescence. SJPL cells were untreated (A) or infected with 0.5
MOI of PRRSV for 4 hours (B) then incubated with >3 kDa (C),
or <3 kDa (D), or >50 kDa (E), or <50 kDa (F) fraction of
AppdapxIdapxIIC cell culture supernatant. White scale bar
represents 200 um. Pictures were taken at 100X magnification.
(TTFF)

Acknowledgments

The authors are grateful to Cynthia M. Guilbert for critically reviewing the
manuscript.

Author Contributions

Conceived and designed the experiments: CAG M]J. Performed the
experiments: CL. CP JL YHR JAB. Analyzed the data: CL CP JL YHR
CAG M]J. Wrote the paper: CAG M]J.

7. Qiao S, Feng L, Bao D, Guo J, Wan B, et al. (2011) Porcine reproductive and
respiratory syndrome virus and bacterial endotoxin act in synergy to amplify the
inflammatory response of infected macrophages. Vet Microbiol 149: 213-220.

8. Music N, Gagnon CA (2010) The role of porcine reproductive and respiratory
syndrome (PRRS) virus structural and non-structural proteins in virus
pathogenesis. Anim Health Res Rev: 135-163.

9. Firth AE, Zevenhoven-Dobbe JC, Wills NM, Go YY, Balasuriya UB, et al.
(2011) Discovery of a small arterivirus gene that overlaps the GP5 coding
sequence and is important for virus production. J Gen Virol 92: 1097-1106.

. Johnson CR, Griggs TF, Gnanandarajah J, Murtaugh MP (2011) Novel
structural protein in porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus
encoded by an alternative ORF5 present in all arteriviruses. J Gen Virol 92:
1107-1116.

. Albina E (1997) [Porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome: ten years of
experience (1986-1996) with this undesirable viral infection]. Vet Res 28: 305
352.

. Keffaber KK (1989) Reproductive failure of unknown etiology. Am Assoc Swine
Prac News 1 (2): 1-9.

May 2014 | Volume 9 | Issue 5 | e98434



20.

21.

22.

23.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

34.

36.

. Rossow KD, Bautista EM, Goyal SM, Molitor TW, Murtaugh MP, et al. (1994)

Experimental porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus infection in
one-, four-, and 10-week-old pigs. J Vet Diagn Invest 6: 3-12.

. Chiers K, De Waele T, Pasmans F, Ducatelle R, Haesebrouck F (2010)

Virulence factors of Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae involved in colonization,
persistence and induction of lesions in its porcine host. Vet Res 41: 65.

. Jacques M (2004) Surface polysaccharides and iron-uptake systems of

Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae. Can J Vet Res 68: 81-85.

. Bosse JT, Janson H, Sheehan BJ, Beddek AJ, Rycroft AN, et al. (2002)

Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae: pathobiology and pathogenesis of infection.
Microbes Infect 4: 225-235.

. Dubreuil JD, Jacques M, Mittal KR, Gottschalk M (2000) Actinobacillus

pleuropneumoniae surface polysaccharides: their role in diagnosis and
immunogenicity. Anim Health Res Rev 1: 73-93.

. Blackall PJ, Klaasen HL, van den Bosch H, Kuhnert P, Frey J (2002) Proposal of

a new serovar of Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae: serovar 15. Vet Microbiol

84: 47-52.

. Provost C, Jia JJ, Music N, Levesque C, Lebel ME, et al. (2012) Identification of

a new cell line permissive to porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome
virus infection and replication which is phenotypically distinct from MARC-145
cell line. Virol J 9: 267.

Auger E, Deslandes V, Ramjeet M, Contreras I, Nash JH, et al. (2009) Host-
pathogen interactions of Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae with porcine lung
and tracheal epithelial cells. Infect Immun 77: 1426-1441.

Silversides DW, Music N, Jacques M, Gagnon CA, Webby R (2010)
Investigation of the species origin of the St. Jude Porcine Lung epithelial cell
line (SJPL) made available to researchers. J Virol 84: 5454-5455.

Seo SH, Goloubeva O, Webby R, Webster RG (2001) Characterization of a
porcine lung epithelial cell line suitable for influenza virus studies. J Virol 75:
9517-9525.

Sang Y, Rowland RR, Blecha F (2011) Porcine type I interferons: polymorphic
sequences and activity against PRRSV. BMC Proc 5 Suppl 4: S8.

. Cafruny WA, Duman RG, Wong GH, Said S, Ward-Demo P, et al. (2006)

Porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus (PRRSV) infection spreads
by cell-to-cell transfer in cultured MARC-145 cells, is dependent on an intact
cytoskeleton, and is suppressed by drug-targeting of cell permissiveness to virus
infection. Virol J 3: 90.

. Luo R, Fang L, Jin H, Jiang Y, Wang D, et al. (2011) Antiviral activity of type I

and type III interferons against porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome
virus (PRRSV). Antiviral Res 91: 99-101.

Bautista EM, Molitor TW (1999) IFN gamma inhibits porcine reproductive and
respiratory syndrome virus replication in macrophages. Arch Virol 144: 1191
1200.

Golda A, Malek N, Dudek B, Zeglen S, Wojarski J, et al. (2011) Infection with
human coronavirus NL63 enhances streptococcal adherence to epithelial cells.
J Gen Virol 92: 1358-1368.

Ishizuka S, Yamaya M, Suzuki T, Takahashi H, Ida S, et al. (2003) Effects of
rhinovirus infection on the adherence of Streptococcus pneumoniae to cultured
human airway epithelial cells. ] Infect Dis 188: 1928-1939.

Avadhanula V, Wang Y, Portner A, Adderson E (2007) Nontypeable
Haemophilus influenzae and Streptococcus pneumoniae bind respiratory
syncytial virus glycoprotein. ] Med Microbiol 56: 1133-1137.

Theofilopoulos AN, Baccala R, Beutler B, Kono DH (2005) Type I interferons
(alpha/beta) in immunity and autoimmunity. Annu Rev Immunol 23: 307-336.
Chen Z, Lawson S, Sun Z, Zhou X, Guan X, et al. (2010) Identification of two
auto-cleavage products of nonstructural protein 1 (nspl) in porcine reproductive
and respiratory syndrome virus infected cells: nspl function as interferon
antagonist. Virology 398: 87-97.

Sun Z, Chen Z, Lawson SR, Fang Y (2010) The cysteine protease domain of
porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus nonstructural protein 2
possesses deubiquitinating and interferon antagonism functions. J Virol 84:
7832-7846.

Patel D, Nan Y, Shen M, Ritthipichai K, Zhu X, et al. (2010) Porcine
reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus inhibits type I interferon signaling
by blocking STAT1/STAT2 nuclear translocation. J Virol 84: 11045-11055.
Wang R, Nan Y, Yu Y, Zhang Y] (2013) Porcine reproductive and respiratory
syndrome virus Nsplbeta inhibits interferon-activated JAK/STAT signal
transduction by inducing karyopherin-alphal degradation. J Virol 87: 5219—
5228.

. Billiau A, Matthys P (2009) Interferon-gamma: a historical perspective. Cytokine

Growth Factor Rev 20: 97-113.

Wills RW, Doster AR, Galeota JA, Sur JH, Osorio FA (2003) Duration of
infection and proportion of pigs persistently infected with porcine reproductive
and respiratory syndrome virus. J Clin Microbiol 41: 58-62.

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org

1

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

46.

47.

48.

49.

53.

54.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

Inhibition of PRRS Virus Infection

. Allende R, Laegreid WW, Kutish GF, Galeota JA, Wills RW, et al. (2000)

Porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus: description of persistence
in individual pigs upon experimental infection. J Virol 74: 10834-10837.

. Murtaugh MP, Genzow M (2011) Immunological solutions for treatment and

prevention of porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome (PRRS). Vaccine
29: 8192-8204.

Thanawongnuwech R, Suradhat S (2010) Taming PRRSV: revisiting the
control strategies and vaccine design. Virus Res 154: 133-140.

Storgaard T, Oleksiewicz M, Botner A (1999) Examination of the selective
pressures on a live PRRS vaccine virus. Arch Virol 144: 2389-2401.
Karuppannan AK, Wu KX, Qiang J, Chu ]JJ, Kwang J (2012) Natural
compounds inhibiting the replication of Porcine reproductive and respiratory
syndrome virus. Antiviral Res 94: 188-194.

Jiang Y, Fang L, Luo R, Xiao S, Chen H (2010) N-acetylpenicillamine inhibits
the replication of porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus in vitro.
Vet Res Commun 34: 607-617.

de Wilde AH, Li Y, van der Meer Y, Vuagniaux G, Lysek R, et al. (2013)
Cyclophilin inhibitors block arterivirus replication by interfering with viral RNA
synthesis. J Virol 87: 1454—1464.

Sun N, Zhao X, Bai XY, Niu L, Song MQ), et al. (2012) Anti-PRRSV effect and
mechanism of sodium tanshinone IIA sulfonate in vitro. J Asian Nat Prod Res
14: 721-728.

. Yang Q, Gao L, Si J, Sun Y, Liu J, et al. (2013) Inhibition of porcine

reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus replication by flavaspidic acid AB.
Antiviral Res 97: 66-73.

Kim Y, Lee C (2013) Ribavirin efficiently suppresses porcine nidovirus
replication. Virus Res 171: 44-53.

Opriessnig T, Patel D, Wang R, Halbur PG, Meng X]J, et al. (2011) Inhibition of
porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus infection in piglets by a
peptide-conjugated morpholino oligomer. Antiviral Res 91: 36-42.

Liu C, Chen H, Chen K, Gao Y, Gao S, et al. (2013) Sulfated modification can
enhance antiviral activities of Achyranthes bidentata polysaccharide against
porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus (PRRSV) in vitro. Int J Biol
Macromol 52: 21-24.

Gao L, Zhang W, Sun Y, Yang Q, Ren J, et al. (2013) Cryptoporus volvatus
extract inhibits porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus (PRRSV)
in vitro and in vivo. PLoS One 8: ¢63767.

Snell NJ (1990) Economic and long-term benefits of ribavirin therapy on
respiratory syncytial virus infection. Lung 168 Suppl: 422-429.

. Rimar JM (1986) Ribavirin for treatment of RSV infection. MCN Am J Matern

Child Nurs 11: 413.

. Torriani FJ, Rodriguez-Torres M, Rockstroh JK, Lissen E, Gonzalez-Garcia J,

et al. (2004) Peginterferon Alfa-2a plus ribavirin for chronic hepatitis C virus
infection in HIV-infected patients. N Engl J Med 351: 438-450.

Sidwell RW, Huffman JH, Khare GP, Allen LB, Witkowski JT, et al. (1972)
Broad-spectrum  antiviral activity of Virazole: 1-beta-D-ribofuranosyl-1,2,4-
triazole-3-carboxamide. Science 177: 705-706.

Kheyar A, Jabrane A, Zhu C, Cleroux P, Massie B, et al. (2005) Alternative
codon usage of PRRS virus ORF5 gene increases eucaryotic expression of GP(5)
glycoprotein and improves immune response in challenged pigs. Vaccine 23:
4016-4022.

Gagnon CA, Lachapelle G, Langelier Y, Massie B, Dea S (2003) Adenoviral-
expressed GP5 of porcine respiratory and reproductive syndrome virus differs in
its cellular maturation from the authentic viral protein but maintains known
biological functions. Arch Virol 148: 951-972.

Payment P, Trudel M (1989) Manuel de techniques virologiques; (UREF)
UfUdrdef; editor. Québec: Presses de I'Université du Québec.

Gagnon CA, Del Castillo JR, Music N, Fontaine G, Harel J, et al. (2008)
Development and use of a multiplex real-time quantitative polymerase chain
reaction assay for detection and differentiation of Porcine circovirus-2 genotypes
2a and 2b in an epidemiological survey. J Vet Diagn Invest 20: 545-558.
Ramjeet M, Deslandes V, St Michael F, Cox AD, Kobisch M, et al. (2005)
Truncation of the lipopolysaccharide outer core affects susceptibility to
antimicrobial peptides and virulence of Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae
serotype 1. J Biol Chem 280: 39104-39114.

Bikour MH, Frost EH, Deslandes S, Talbot B, Elazhary Y (1995) Persistence of a
1930 swine influenza A (HINI) virus in Quebec. J Gen Virol 76 (Pt 10): 2539~
2547.

Gagnon CA, Spearman G, Hamel A, Godson DL, Fortin A, et al. (2009)
Characterization of a Canadian mink H3N2 influenza A virus isolate genetically
related to triple reassortant swine influenza virus. J Clin Microbiol 47: 796-799.

May 2014 | Volume 9 | Issue 5 | e98434



