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ZHTHIWTFE RN, SRl il b 5 40 255 1) NADPH AL EE Duox 23 7E i i &
e = [P M9 S i I P A2 RIS EUE (reactive oxygen species, ROS) £
Jis, CAIERRI R, R IR s A B BE Ry e PRI Duox 314 B R i
R G R T S, S BEHCAR SR AT B Pectobacterium carotovorum ssp.
carotovorum 5% Erwinia carotovora ssp. carotovora 15 (Ecc15) MR 4. ASH 72N
R T G P o g R 0 R TR BT P AR % B TS 52 41 DA % B 938 I SR 0 K92 2R
IRFF BRI, WP IRTT [ e 1R Rl iE =4 1) ROS 5 H 2 R
AR QLT AR T Z AV AR DG o &5 SR AR WY AR S 06 R T ) 4 738 ok g SRR i T8 i 1)
Duox 75 BEFE SR AT TR LIt 7 A — & B ) ROS,  Ffdos Ho e 1E 5 SR iz 8 52 K57
BRI RGN, P R GE A48 ROS X H S AR AT
J& 1 A 0T SR iz S LRI, A B TR N BRI R B R G T BRI g
REAMTZH 24507 B A L

R -

RICH B, RWgE %%, Duox, ROS



Abstract

Previous research has revealed that in the Gram-negative bacterial invasion of
Drosophila gut, the intestinal epithelial cell-expressing NADPH oxidase, Duox, will
produce reactive oxygen species (ROS) to clear pathogen in the gut lumen, playing an
important role in Drosophila gut immunity. Knocking down Duox in whole body or
specifically in gut results in immunosuppression of fly, and this kind of
immunosuppressed fly cannot survive Pectobacterium carotovorum ssp. carotovorum or
Erwinia carotovora ssp. carotovora 15 (Ecc15) invasion. However, our research
discovered that immunosuppressed flies were resistant to high dose of Ecc15 infection,
whereas immunocompetent flies could die from Ecc15 infection. We further explored the
correlation between the fatality of immunocompetent flies and the level of reactive
oxygen species (ROS) generated in their guts, and found that immunosuppressed flies’
guts can still produce certain amount of ROS during bacterial infection, and that the ROS
produced in immunocompetent flies’ guts for defending large amount of bacterial
infection could also be toxic to flies’ tissue itself. These results have enhanced the
understanding on the consequences of Drosophila gut defense against Ecc15, and will
serve as a hint on exploring the mechanisms of chronic inflammation and tissue injuries

caused by bacterial pathogen infection.
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199 SR B -1 S AL SRR B PR R i

[ % 24 (the innate immune system) LTI AR 1 28— 1 B £k
AR T I TER R RCRIE T e e, Ca K —E SR IImIE Rl
il TR AL BOAR 22 409 I VA R e B, 4 D AT 40 e R 4 T R N 4
R P kR B T O RS 2R Z R 7R

MG BLE  (Drosophila melanogaster) /248 S ist AL A A AY), BA
RN ARG WRAS . TREEZ . S TREASENA. BARZKMLT
RWRAE SR I AR AT B, R EeAE AW 3 b, B e liE
G LB o 17 SR i 55 28 11 5T P B R 5 W LB P ) B TR 50% RV, nz
P15 S BB ARIAE A= DA I R o 2 DR sy, A5 SR BRI 5 M T S AL f 2
XA . IRZ A RS 5B Toll pathway A1 Imd pathway, #57E S
HABRN IR AL 2

2 Rl i G N AL Toll @, Imd il 2 A1 Duox-ROS i #%

SRR T3 [ A e W B AR YRR, VR 2 50T R M S B BRI 7T 4 SRR
e IR SEG i ORI o SRS TR IR o T IR R A W TE R B AE S AN R A
g, BT SRR RN, B SR R B AL . SRR LR SR
Jed 22 [CIHPEAN A f5, AR E (Y PGRP-LC 2 A 1R 51 40 B 1) —Fl 2& 11 2 B DAP-
type PGN, BuHAMIE Imd 15 Zd s, S NF-xB % 5% [F 1 Relish 3% A7k A\ 41 Al
¥, BOEPUE L Cantimicrobial peptides, AMPs) LK FI4atd, 2 JaPiE KB IFS
SIERANTE . E3Z 3 22 [BH PR B A L B IR LNy, Tol | 3@ R s0s ,  thRe e it
AMP IR, SRMIWT AR, Imd GBS BRI, AR AMP L HLHI R S,
TSR REAE 22 A R R L 1) 2% 10 A2 TR, R I8 A — BRSNS, &
HF 7 AIE S i 5 4 i34 ) Dual NADPH oxidase (Duox) 724 ) ROS it -F it I iz 4
R IE 5 G AN AT BB K BT Tl b R AR A SR SR B RS R E 5 5, T



iid Duox 7745 ROS BB il v, | 40T KI5 5H . Duox-ROS it 2 5l b
B AN SE T LA A T A S i ) DX S s, Ak ad dE i SR A SR AT R 2
PSS IE S BEAT RS . IX 3B T8 JORE 1 A AR AN SORE A AS S R A2 4 B B
FI U1 . DuoxRNAT IRy SLlE RSUCR S kAR, AN BEHRAER IR B IR 1R 28 25 LASRIRAT 1
TR MR G P R s T SR, SR T A AT LE T AR R e B B e, el R A iE
RGN 205 i T (R B A A BT

TR SR i P LA TR, AR EOR MR LA A 22 5L 1
PSR TE 52 B0 BRI A2 R ) S N . JLR I i 7 LA
TR 010 e 2 T 52 1 AR GT 50076 TR (1) G 28 I 25 2 T 7 AR T A o SR s S R 8l
W, W PECRME A G KRS, BT AT SR 8 g Imd {5 5 38 % T 4 PGLP-LC
(L7 PIMS B B, AMP (¥4 s n] 4 54 3 8 4% 57 Caudal 45 5 4] 1
X LH 2 B e gy T ) [ A e R G52 B AR TS DAGE R RS AS

3 B Ecclb

FERAR R, Wi T4000 Cintestinal stem cells, 1SCs) AJ33E 3431k N
4R Centerocyte, EC) i /b4l Centeroendocrine, ee) SR4ER} 7 ik fa
Ao R ERAMBEMEREMZE, MiETaRatirbim o, hxm
R 012, — SR B AT Yl R R i T R O B 2 o R R, a0
5 N RCC AT (Erwinia carotovora ssp. carotovora) 181, 4 4R 2 i
(Pseudomonas aeruginosa) , FifivbE 4 (Serratia marcescens) 5. o, i#HHEY
I T 3 RS ERAT T Ecc15 Ry EE MR SR & (Pectobacterium
carotovorum) HI—ANEtk. FAHFF# Eccls fE N —MiEMEUR R, YRR
E R EIVEARALE E AS AT A T . Ecc15 T B AR R SR R — bl S M % IR
W, BesmZLS KA TER Imd F1 Duox 2% Sl B Es, HAEI B2, WK
JiE T R SE T AN AL, fh el bR AR, PRk R B R AR B AR 5 S R - T
FRAMPRL I, Ecclb M HAh—L 7387 R 1 Vibrio fluvialis, Shigella sonnei,

Pseudomonas aeruginosa f Serratia marcescens HIA I =4 R W% g £ B0 iy b iz 4



M EARNL 3248 CH AT FCN SAHER 8 —Fh GPCR) , #EMiiE Duox 2 A )6 =%

5]

ARSIy 3t 1 G PR SR LE AN [RI AR PEE PR SR B e R AR, A B
TAEA B HEAT Duox IR Y e 5 sk e SR £ KB R B IR S D BE AT, 1T
Duox A I H [ G 5 11 H R AR RGP B R IR R O R AR T IR, IR
I TR IR YA SEI R BURIBSE TS IL 5 18 ROS P&
AL EATA I, IR SR e b B 4n il RaA 1) Duox fir=ZE 1K) ROS X i H £
HAT € MEetE. 0T 7Y 1 B ok R iz T8 S e AAS A PR 1R, JF
RN JEZ AR AT TSR — AN AL A



—. MEE5FE
2.1 #1k
2.1.1 Fmbk:
N = IS CEA TR )

Tester line: UAS-DuoxRNAI da-GAL4 UAS-tdTomato/TM6, tubP-GAL80 (kH
PSU Thomas Graham 52546 =)

UAS-XRNAT - AR R A B 48 AH 5S4 K . (CR E Vienna Drosophila Resource
Center, VDRC)

2.1.2 Bk

BRSNS AR AT A2 S WP AP Pectobacterium carotovorum ssp. carotovorum
(Pcc)

BHEE N R OC AT B Erwinia carotovora ssp. carotovora 15 (Eccl5, ik
GFP)

Yo AR ZE A AT Bacillus safensis

2.2 il F
LB 157t (JREEE R 10g/L, B#BEZEY) 5g/L, NaCl 10g/L; F NaOH ifi Ph %
7.0, FHECHIEAARRFREE, BN 159 3R

SO HE A W

PBS 2 (FRHEX 8g NaCl, 0.2g KCI, 1.44g Na2HPO4 #i1 0.24g KH2PO4, ¥ T
800mL ddH20 ', H HCIAT AW pHE R 7.4, iGHBKERR
L)



TRIzol (Invitrogen)

=REWEE (H 28R AR A F)D
ANl CEEAETAYAFD

ol (EZ R G A w)D

DEPC 7K (%£F 1L KH N 1 mL DEPC, #iHkZE H5e4iE M, sifRRaed
B, EiE e E K E 30min)

ROS ¢ J:#%r: DCF-DA % J:44kl Clnvitrogen)
N-ZF: Ok W% (N-Ethylmaleimide, NEM. Sigma)

cDNA e af&  (Vazyme A 5D

2.3 5%
B T A A F AR, B PAGE 4k

(D) 40 16S A -
27F : 5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3’

1492R : 5’-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3’

@) Poc A 1 R A1 R -

EXPCCR (5-GCCGTAATTGCCTACCTGCTTAAG-3")
EXPCCF (5-GAACTTCGCACCGCCGACCTTCTA-3"
INPCCR (5'-GG CCAAGCAGTGCCTGTATATCC-3")
INPCCF (5'-TTCGATCACGCAACCTGCATTACT-3")

(3) i Duox mRNA F&ll :

rp49-7_23 (5’-ATCCGCCCAGCATACAG-3")
rp49-442_424 (5’-TCCGACCAGGTTACAAGAA-3")



Duox4156_F (5°-TTTGGCACCAGTACCAATCG-3")
Duox4577 R (5-AACTTGCGCGTCTTGTTCAC-3")
Duox2142_F (5-GCGCACCTTTAGTTTGAAGC-3")
Duox2587_R (5°-TCTTGCGCACAAACATGTCG-3")

24 X E 5%
R CO2 PRITE 1R 7%

Olympus % et

Olympus 5 {5 B %'t WAl

2.5 B A e s
FlyBase: http://flybase.org/

Bloomington Drosophila Stock Center: http://flystocks.bio.indiana.edu/
ATCC (EE AR 0 ¢ https://www.atce.org/
Hh [ i R B R AR 0. www.cctec.org

NCBI BLAST: https://blast.ncbi.nIm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi

2.6 SEIG Tk
2.6.1 B g R Gy

(D ¥ w1118xUAS-Duox®™A da-GAL4 UAS-tdTomato/TM6, tubP-GALSO [¥] F1 J&
RAA LT EFRIEFIA T Hu ZEF R IE 53 UAS-Duox™A da-GAL4 UAS-
tdTomato/+ (G 1E%) Al TM6, tubP-GAL8O/+ (HufEiklif) WfhILRA, 7F
AR PO P AR R Y R A 10 L, YLk 2 hs



@ WK AT R5 9710 Pec B Eccl5 PR, WIH: ODeoo HMH, 2R AT — 5 {AFA
IR S ARl B BL 0.5 mL R R AR BUR G R IR, AN R ALR E 7R E E
O EENEEE.

R &L B NARI R, FEE LB LI, SN 0.5 mL 5% fEREA R T B
B O BIRGEE TR UL 2 5Kk B A K Whatman JEAGRIE, FFIEALE 4ROk /&
JG, AR H BT HUREA S R RO S R, R U i SR B

Y

R .
@ BRI, FETHE, SOPR 35 RERSHIEDR, CF R4 T
Do

2.6.2 &1 RNA HJHEHUANT cDNA & hk

(D) % RNA $2HL:

¥ 5 e S A SR N 1.5 mL EP &b, 4% EP 2 B T UK 1 SRR
15 EP & 43 JLIK IO BAAFUN 1 mL (1) TriZOL, H#HE R EHN . =
A 15 min 524785, A 0.2 mL &4, JR¥E 15s, =IEHE 2-3
min, 4°C 12000 rpm &0 15 min. BUEEKM, EEAERSFEEZE, IAE
AR TAEE, 4°CHE 10 min, 4°C 12000 rpm 2.0 10 min, #2 Fi&. DA
DEPC /K & [ 75% LB ITTE, 4°C 7500 rpm &0 5 min. 75 B3, $TJF

EP & i & 5-10 min, AN LR K. MAESE (50-100 uL) DEPC 7K
fi RNA JTIE, I Nanodrop il RNA 3 . RNA 1] %6 -7 7E -80°C.

(2) cDNA &1
a. RNA BEARASVE, FTHF 24
1E RNase free 55008 A B H a0 N VR &7 :

RNase free ddH20 to 8 pul

Random hexamers (50 ng/pl) 1 pl



Total RNA 10 pg-5 pg

65°C fn# 5 min, Mk B TUK BB, IFAEIK B E 2 min.

b. FCHi 25 —%E cDNA £ % B

E—PHRE R 8 uL

2 x RT Mix 10 uL

HiScriptTM 1l Enzyme Mix 2uL

%[ 25 °C 5 min, 50 °C 45 min, 85 °C 5 min [FE/ 74T IR o
2.6.3 SFLif fizpT& v A A AF AN

L\ ODsoo = 20 MR B HRUBR e MR, Jk e % J K 5 o 2 PR AR ) SR #E 75% £ I
BEATRIETEEE, JF T PBS G2t b HEAT AR . WUEEIIEALZY, fE3E4 100 uL
PBS i EP & H#HATHIEE . B0, B EIEIRAMEA S HUERT LB P L,
28°CH55% 20 h, WMELTRVE L IGO0l -

2.6.4 B fi7iE ROS Al

£ 35 mm ZH A IR A i\ 1 mL %5 20 mM NEM (1) PBS 22 i/ A i,
0] 19 1 SRR Y R AP AE MR P o K% DCF-DA T Rk ARSI, A
WDy 100 MM, Bt 30 min. KLt E RIH L) 70%H i v, SRR AT
e AT R . A 20%/0.8 NA MBSk, BOROGY 488 nm, KOG 529
nm. ] Imaged AT ¢ 5L B 34T



. A R TR TR T RBET
UAS RN CREIVORC). sttt R M A A7 LA

=2 I &~ - L

W -
GRERE — —wr ¥l By

CAs: 2

' TERT): R RRAE, Ak
1775 b 50%
St — ol W

ESEEBEIEED A

"UAS-DuoxRNAi da-GAL4 UAS-tdTomato
TM®6, tubP-GAL80

MRS IR 5] 5 -
Brain Development: Meth. Mol. Biol. 57 1082 2014

FPE TRkl FE MR (1824 E Thomas Graham, Penn State University)
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3.1 s Bk FE SR Duox 1A =N Th R85 55
3.1.1 s i e b 4> By Duox mRNA F£ik & F%

TM6B/+ daGal4>DuoxRNA/+
p49 Duoxl  Duox2 p49  Duoxl Duox2

2000

1000
750

500

250

100

F— daGal4, UAS-tdTomato, UAS-Duox®NAi/+ &Ll Duox mRNA A /K- [k (RT-PCR 45 )

43 AR EN G P2 1E A G B S 1 2 RNA R 3T RT-PCR. #KkiE 14 DNA
marker, 2. 3 73R IEH AR G g8 N AE KL rpd9 (ribosomal protein 49)
] mRNA F BRIy 14, BB EAEES. 4. 6 4059 IEH MK Duox mRNA
ERAE B, 5. 7 3l A B EA A& Duox mRNA EPRAE B8

W, A EIEN Imaged A HEAT B BT

H&—, RT-PCR &5 E7~, Duox-RNAI HiEF Duox mRNA & i it T4 5%
IEH B, I0UE T RNAI PIEARREE, B3 E8400 2] Duox mRNA.



3.1.2 Gk g B b 708 T Gald-UAS R4 ®ikis

TM6B/+ daGal4>DuoxRNAi/+

K — daGal4, UAS-tdTomato, UAS-DuoxRNA/+ L izl 63k 21 £4.7¢ ) 25 [ tdTomato

B, fAI PRI R T SR, Ui E R T 6%, T L Duox-RNAI Sl
B 40 6 A tdTomato Rik, [MHEIGIE T Gald-UAS KRG RIEE M, 1’
75 UAS-DuoxRNATZE 40 125 i g S e o th 4 ik

3.1.3 G B GRIE SR B T SR BRI HTE BRAE TN B

TM6B/+

W iy T8 K BRI

(a, 1 WAy b5 R E pt BRI A R b, 5 WA IR R B ol R IR A5 2R ¢,
1 R G e b L iy TE I BSOS s d, B R G il b SR i T Wt BB AR 45 1Y)



HE =, {&i&E (ODeww=20) Pcc EHLpFhIL KM L 24 h J5, Pcc BERSIE &
P55 R SR i R AT . SRR B RN, g B Rl B A e = A4
JEUEIF) ROS Ji R Pec, T4 1E % S A 2 08 5t 7115 R BRI & 1) Pec.

3.2 7T Poc L N G s SR SR A A7 AR o 1 R i

1.5
++ immunocompetent

= <+ immunosuppressed
>
T 10 D e T R e
=S -
w
- t
@
2 0.5+ {3 1
& “ o

0.0

Day0 Day1 Day2 Day3 Day4
Day of infection
FDY 7 it i) 2 SR 7 Pec JBRGY I AR A7 Hh 2k

HPEPY, w57 & (ODgoo=200) Pcc /@HL, HHUNRISLIGA RN, HiZIE
HARWREILT, HAAF R KT B ohfa R, Seie AT RGEA i R

c 1.5

= 3 3-day-old
kS €3 10-day-old
I

5 1.04

= - . =

-— e

o

s

£ 0.5

©

&

| -

% 00 [ ]Etﬂ

Al
immunocompetent immunosuppressed

I S R R R R ) LR E Pec e ALY 2K



HIE 1L, i (ODe0o=200) Pcc UL, AN [l 5k DR A SR ) A A7 20 5 LK
B (AR A R OR AR, BRI S 1R RS2 IR AL M AL T, S e SR 2
PR DU RS -

3.3 7T Ecclb YL T i i e B A A7 R I G g% 1 R

1.5+
- immunocompetent

= -#- immunosuppressed
>
E 1.0 Baseses Becmens Bracacn B cosme -
3 "
w -~
é !
e 05
@
o L

0.0

Day0 Day1 Day2 Day3 Day4
Day of infection

7S T b oE R RS L 7E Ecclb gy T I AR A7 T 26

HE7S, EifE (ODeo=200) Eccl5 FEHL;, G IFH S A A7 R kKT
JEE G BN, 5 Poc YLLK, Eccl5 1 Pec @ T RM 4N E AR @ik, —F
A S5 45 B vl A B ALE .

PG A7 1A o Bk e SR ) i TE e ) (T8 9wl ILERIK GFP ) Eccl5)

(7 B 9O MBE , 48 Ecc15-GFP kUL (1) Gy HiRe SR b A0 % 16 8 B d%; 47 b gt
I SR e B T A A, T D SR 1 R A M AT (6 0 B A td Tomato % i3 i) Ecc15-GFP;
AR R IEH R igE e %, nT W IE Y Eccl5-GFP)



HEL, ®iflE (ODew=200) Ecclb BEYLlT, G Hife ek AR RUT,
T 88 TE 0 SRR AR T PR SR i iz i A 35 ] DR T BRI Ecc15-GFP A7 (E. XLk
B =R 154518, KGR Poc J& g L I 402 1E 5 10 SR i Jl i HA H Pec 58 2 TEBRIN
REJT, 17 e AR B A R I, o 1R SR A R e s B R

3.4 =77 & Bacillus safensis JE LA 52 M Gy S e SR i A0 G0 72 1 5 SR 1 A A7 2

1.5
-e - immunocompetent

y - immunosuppressed
>
> 1.0 B~ ———- > - > - °
'5 . Bemimim -emi-. =
o
€
b4
e0s
v
o

0.0

Day0 Day1 Day2 Day3 Day4
Day of infection
P\ b 3 DR 2 B0 77 Bacillus safensis B4e T AR 77 il 28
I\, ElE (ODeo=200) Bacillus safensis J&4e T, ki Fif Fl 5
IEH RWE S 95% LA ERAEARS, TR Z A EZER . X TR, Bacillus
safensis & AFBUR VEE 2 IRPHIEDE, ALY RIS, P A S50 w7 [ 1)
RRIGIE S8 7 VR AT 52k

3.5 i fi7iE ROS 7= & Poc B GL 7 & 1) - v 1 B8 n

150
P immunooompellem
:!u=, immuosuppressed
c
2
= 100+
@
Q
[~
g I }
§ 50- I
13
g 4 "y 3
=

0

T T T T
no-fluo control sucrose 0D600=13 OD800=150

BL ARG T R 7E ROS K-l



WL, BB AT RN, S e R i A 28 1 L (1 i 78 ROS 774
RGN, PR A R R T ¥ Duox JEAHE e R, A — € & 1) Duox
FAEIEH I R B ISR RE . BEAh, SEE6h ODeoo=150 RIE Gy I R AL T
AR ; 5N, AR HRGSGTR N G 1w ORI £ K ROS 7K-F i - HoAth gk
Q25N ROS PAEKT,  $on Rl B 47 /£ — > ROS #ERI{E, 4 ROS 7K1
R o R I 20 SR 1 A 2H 20 R AR AT



. 1t

K S8 A5 FH 7 SR 4 By A HE 1A Duox mRNA ()55 % 9 RNA  (short hairpin
RNA, shRNA) )77 124438 G B SR SR o #H0 SClR A R AN SR 4B, 4 BBl
J7iE 1 Duox #% RNAI MK I R 7E 52 3] Eccl5 AL J5 2 fES R Z NFET:, T4k
TUEY Duox I8 % A 52 s ¥ G2 1 H SRR AE Ecclb YL AT BE I 4705« ASSEE0 2%
W7 2RI, . AFEFEERER . ARFER B R A F RGN
A B S, ¥R e B H SR AR S R

AN 7R R4+, Pectobacterium carotovorum 5 Erwinia carotovora J& T
[i]—J&, Ecc/&TPectobacterium carotovorum = fj—/NMEE k. Pcc Fl Eccl5 B4 siis
HOEERARH AL, P09 S Btk e RMRAF T, T A 8 IR W SRRAE T . BARASEIG i )
DuoxRNAT S & —Fft 5iE 5 K] ShRNAA F: 1 TRIP RNA i &, 530k 1
DuoxRNAT BLIR AL i 75V ANR], F S rh BT FH S B e SR 4 B [¥) Duox Jik [R] #ak
RE AL T (RT-PCR) HIThfe (i R AEAE IR PN E R3] 15
Eo FET Rug)i7E ROS MR INE Y . S BRI RN IE 1) ROS 7 & fifl B4 & |
FHIm T, BRAR S| RT-PCR SEG b 7E Sy it e SR Aok ) 21 1) (IR 3235 & Duox
MRNA. XL IR IATA SIS Fr F o e BR b AR ) Duox R HA S-S
T AR B 2 [P EGH  W R AT R G )e, W TEIE 2R3 — € B 1) ROS &
SR RTER] .

ARSI 5 SR PR IR G SERDE A — AR, BIAR S8 R FH AT U G5
BTGB % EASER T, (38 F SRR IE 108 RUR AT R, ek
IEH R BN IR A7, RGP R 2 SO0 A PE R X — (R B e R e 2R
BRI TR . FHATIR AT, X JERMEAR AT BE & D Duox 34T e 4xmbR A
REAAE S e T RE T 3 20

Bacillus safensis 7Fy— P 2 ICPHPEAN R, A2k Bl 7E ) Imd %15
S A Duox [Z 5108, MESE A Toll (E5@E, X35 Imd @ B AR



LB IR IR . 5250 Bacillus safensis e A 2 5 350 G 88 1 5 AN G2 Bl SR
AAFHI) N B, —J7 BB Bacillus safensis I A& S0 E0R 1, 53— 77 T 1 B 5K
IR EAR R R TAT . 1E Pec Al Eccl5 B YLsinrh, A sl i 40 B g 5 8 b
PEIEH RWAET, A TSI AR 77 A SR AT A N 3 B0 1R H R AE T

LRGSR ER SR G, ALl H & RAREN T EEN, HAEMRK
GL3R &N Duox 1EH Fufh (1 AL A O0 5 SCIRpTE — 3, R AE S L& N Duox
IEH R — B0, R EFAAEEM A AN T T X —UR. BT
DuoxRNAT SR (1 A 1747 5L I R CAE A Duox 1E 5 S0 ff) Gk B, 1 0k 7 o 3 A 7
R 2 18] 1) X5 R AE T Duox B[R 2 5 1R K DhRE, P LAFRATTSE I Duox 1E% H
W PR FE T J5 R S 1% 55 Duox JE R VR A o6, BRG] &t Ky, ilid Duox ™
AR ROS %, WA E LU A T, SN B B AR .
X bE Duox®NA IR TE K 75 LM B R LI 1 i AR AR, FRATTAR 25 5 AE 3] B W7 B
HJ 55 Duox Ly e A 254 T AR Ay SR 52 KB 2 =2 TR M TR SR AL I i A7 R 1 24
Yo X —IL AT NBAR B NARTE Gl 2 Gubl ik FE B0 i 7= AR R Al i TR IR 2
(cytokine storm) . HUARBEURF 5, A 2 WA 70 TNF-o. IL-1.
IL-6. IL-12. IFN-a. IFN-B. IFN-y. MCP-1 1 IL-8 &t Ker=4:, Xait—5
SIE—F B R R, MM BEEIE,  MLRORT I 2% Bl ik S B4 i s
o M DR R 51 S S RPN 8 SR A RE AN 22 3 B R I B B R . 2R b,
SR fi T o B A P G B AR T R e 3R 4T L R AR R R B B R ks, 7
ek 7 Ji AT ) ) IS 0T ) s s AN T 45 R A S 2 o 17 SR ) Duox i 2 5 A7
EEHMRE 7 RBE— R IE RS, 67 E i — PR

ARG = B — R BOE X KR Ecc15-GFP UL s IE & SR kAT
NI ERREI A RAR . # HAHEE T DuoxRNAT SR, iz R 40 g skt s o B0
SHER, I S T SR AR K ROS B Sxt S [ S AU R T . R
P FHAE Ry i P i 3R 3K Duox (1 L AT R GLSzat o #5458 P G B e 7R B A ot
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