HEWHF 98217 1p398&127% 31p
TERAHEA I HES g 5 A

1\

LHaHEA -

~ PRS-
EHEE
CHRE S

¢ E 99 E 2 28




TR CRIRMEFREB R 2 PR
ZAFLIEY L KRR
ERAFARY E ML E

R

Egﬁiiﬁﬁafkfﬁﬁﬂ &0 3 H Bk (Iytic cycle)ie T 3 (¥ % § ERpBAITRDEL > LR
4-'5! @ mre > M iTF 27 EB )]35.* A IR A }%}a TEROPME AERATAPENES SN
#3% o B (Adansonia digitata L.)%c#E ~ A ¥ (Polygonum odoratum Lour.)% 5 % ;& = gk %
(Morlnda citrifolia) £ 7 EB 4 2 g sy o i % B B A WCE T e ¥4 & 25 pg/ml
PF o P Edrd] Rta~ Zta 2 EA-D F-v Frenk g > drd| 5 4 ) 31% > 45%% 46% o 25 Fuye
Ao 34 & 25 pg/ml PF 28 Zta v B ARG P RESRIER o Frd| K 33% . A P S FIRE
FAHIEBRA B AR FLARPER e g 844 wu’%Piﬁwﬁ%%mﬁg
Rde S 5 rdlp S e~ B A Pﬂig)ﬁa*m%fér“mz% FIETIRIE 3 R UEL
P PR (LES)‘»4 PRI UE I E R s R

“id 1P ek

EB 'Iriafi F_A #gege ‘Ifia% (herpesvirus) » € & %tk © sfimre 2 1+ 4 mre Vs Ha b %LH_E
Y23k 3 % g (infectious monnucleosis)® 2 % FREF J (malignant disease) s FIT RN HT
(Burkitt’s lymphoma)( T gke Y B4 &< s (Hodgkin’s disease) © 3 H (gastric cancer)
© 2z 8 *Fl& (nasopharyngeal carcinoma)’” - T B R BT Ihime 18§ ik RPEY (latent)® >
e g X AFF e JE #2O 12—O—tetradecanoylphorbol—13—acetate(TPA)(10), sodium
butyrate(SB) (11),1* € o BREHE 3 N EER(ytic cycle)E TR AT LR A H B mre 5 gL T
?ﬁEB@4W%ﬂmﬁ$F§£mw%ﬁoLmﬂﬁ&%ﬂ%%gimﬁﬁmiﬂéq
(immediate-early genes) * BRLF1 2 BZLF1 v 4 % ¥ 11 % i 4x %]+ Rta % Zta'? > =a B
FgrF v I gp et AHjpE R R HERFEDY G MR FAR > ¢ 45 BMRF1 2
BALF5 A %] 4 3 diffused early antigen (EA-D)% DNA %_2 fi¥(polymerase) " o 32 2. » 4o % 2
FELBHARY i RREZ RSB H % i}g? MR E 4 EB :[}ia.% AP B A :[lia s M o
B oA — SR ¥tge b }]isa ;5% A1 acyclovir v ganciclovir » &7 A2 1% H HpL i 004 3 & dr
DNA % £ f#(polymerase) ¢ Jp5 & &2 & 73 WAk » ~ ,T}um EERAH 8 chmrePo e g
BichEEI P IF B L v RAFIN* B2 A mBPERE TN AFT K KRG &N
FX0 B NL G popd b ToreRb o @ P Fopd B Ao TR R b o T
LR R s R AR AR N B fhe ph b A SR fit 2 2 DNA X 3 5 B o B0 e iRl DNA %
%%ﬂ&?uﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%imﬁ%%$°E@iﬁ@%ﬂ%m§$$§;%ﬂ€%@ﬁ
@%~ﬁ%:5’%DNAi%%%i%ﬁ%imﬁﬁ@o%ugﬂwmﬂfugj%ﬁim
it & g g — % = $x (Morinda citrifolia) £ ~ 4 % (Polygonum odoratum Lour.) % 5 % j# & A&
(Adansonia digitata L.)%cE 1 5 #4L » -k » ¢ R P fR 5B fpi X F"«#’ i 7L EB 7’;’14 ~ U
%%ﬁK%%DMAi*%%iﬁﬂﬁowpi$%#4M% B A CEVRE § R AR
Fors BBATHRI R Y 2 PRADEFCE 2 o

2



SR
(m)~FRAREZ AT # T k27 By ailg

| P2 6 54 T8 273 kS 95%7 it & 80°C kig B (100 rpm) 24 |- p&
@éyﬁvﬁ@&wuﬂ-dﬁMMg%wlO&%é%#?’ﬁ¥%F%”,¢§%%§£
FACE L BEBS P R _«;_/)E\'@,& 4 (EYELA rotary evaporator N-100) 4 "TJF % |
BAFIE BRI BANEZ 4§ % 5 K(AAW 2 PoW)2 ¢ fizde 54 (AdM 2 PoM)Z_£ #
*o FBF L owl G 40.24%,14.5%, 5.34%3% 37.5% o

(Z) = 3 Fe@Es-4 1 e (LES)B A4
BB ATE A T N F gD B oAk A G 0 B sk ke > HE S Y R
BUfar 37C doc S 2 0 2 bR R Sk k@ e 80T ARfaRHR Y o Hih T
?Ju E ke 05% o @A ul 1110 (wiv) 90t i4piR & > % 2% 80°C kip i im 2 | B -
L Eris J/#ﬁdﬁu a7 Bt x e x E B o \'égﬁ/ﬁk‘@/&‘ﬂﬁ , tbﬁ‘z?r} §4E ~ o Zok %
%_#xéx. o Bk TR hE B S OkHRIE i T A e BRE R (LE) 0 A F A B S LE
(k80T ~ 21 B EAEe (9000xg 4T 20 A48) 5t it (LES)» & 14 4 52
W BT B B R RS o

(Z)~meF M A4g
# 1 x 10° cell/ml < P3HR1 &% 25§ 10% *2% 5 F% 1% 42t % (penicillin-G &
streptomycin) -1 HyQ RPMI 1640 32 % A » 5% CO, ~37CH % 24 /| PFis > & 5 itk k
B 1 Hh me £ ¥ % ¥ k(AW 2 PoW)Z ¢ fiide 54 (AdM 2 PoM) » < i 5% CO, -
37°C# % 24 /| {4 » 4c » 1/10 & alamar blue 34 > % > 5% CO, ~37CF B iT* 20 ] FF »
I
e £ (%)

=Sample ¥ £ 3 & /Control ¥ %3 & x 100%

(2 )~ Fpd 2 a4t
Fipd A A 47 #-P3HRI Mm% (6 x 10°cell/ml) %% & 5% CO, ~37C# % 24
| PF{S > £ 4c ~ SB (Sodium butyrate) ¥ w0 Pe &~ 3 A WLI% o= o] PE A O~ P A RO 2
£ 5 % 7 K(AAW 2 PoW)Z ¢ fife 5 4 (AdM 2 PoM)s % 24 /| P55 fc f fm®e > 1 12
lysis buffer /3 % wfe » SiFdp.cP-iF 1 j R i I Al TF“’T'J I | SE R AR
EB & i3 A 39 T Rta,Zta 2 EA-D chi R o & 2 2@ ifom 1740 «?ﬁ(VlSlonWOrksLS)«fwéﬁ
Bk BB T g~ 17 0 S B-actin Ap ¥ #edk B Rta o Zta 2 EA-D A4 3RE o

(I)‘ Agﬁlﬁ:p 550
(1) #= shimre o g B2>n 5mL (7 4 heparin ) > 4t » £ £ ¢7PBS (5 mL) > § fren
FPTEE AR KA £ 10mL }_ & o B B ¥ 4o » Ficoll-paque ¢ (ﬁrﬁ R o T
Ficoll-paque =2 :1) > &< (2,500 rpm > 20°C > 30min) > B~ Lympohocyte °

(2) Cometassay: £ & A~ 7/ 7 12 % R 2| W] X 34k ¥ A 48 DNA B 4 @ B2 R > B
3



NARMHT e > Gwied TIETLAF wERRE > o BlIEKS (23 V5
B B Thimee (£ 5 5B 37°C BT 20 Ao MEfS e ~AET CBGTHT(F
it ) T3 37C My 20 & 4Efs 0 BT H e 4T & (Single cell gel
electrophoresis ) {5 » 4r¥% X FFFR A2 T B T hiore > FRAMN T iw (D DNA ¢
LPF P 3 e @ REE > @ AL DNA B ﬁéﬁr%ﬁ?’-’ﬁ* A
He o T rLE L RACE LR 2 B Ap > DNA 4 § *  DNA E—ﬁ;\ﬁ* # % ] DNA
FR S et g g4 o o SEAE o FA AR T Zh DRI AR G- B
R R AT e Flm AR 2 h EE IR F P 2k Bk RV T3 E i 5 DNA
F VMG E R o

()~ #-#7iF cficdy 14 Statistical Analysis System (SAS):E {7 5834 45 > 2 ANOVA #2.;% i %
E %~ 45 0 T2 Duncan’s Multiple Range Tests kg & £ B (40t die > 18 5 Rk 530 4 8o If 87
ER SRR G B L A

I

(m) -~ pmAREZ2 4525 i"ﬁ‘iw?—r#ﬂﬁEBfga*, 5 dov G engs B

EBfi 4 B A Bimee s rie » BkpE > § £ 5|4 kX LTPA - SBE# % > ¢ B¢ Rta
3 Zta 4 F) G ehd R g A REBRA A e AR o 0 BRETS ¢ ILBMRFIZJ_ar]ﬁ
2 EA-D3-d F > i‘éﬁt«fﬁﬁ—* FEfarTa o (8 }fii-* AU o Ak AR 2 4 ¥
G ok 2 P ERfe Fp i Sy dFrdlie B B A R AT e EB}Iier A MR HARE
P3HRI % (6x10°/ml) > 4r » 7 fo ik B e ok %ﬁm—% BESTRETEBAeETS O EF A
SB: £iE24 | % > Bewe itk T'%lei ) & S BRI /F‘J~ 2 ¢ Rta ~ Zta% EA-D 3%
Fehdm o BT RAREZ 4527 3 #ﬂ Bk R 25 ug/mIHEB + 3 A %k o
B o Rta> Ztax EA-DiZ 5 PP AgFr] o 2 B ok A WCE ¥ fiRde 54 225 Mg/mlpsk B &F 4] Rta >
Zta% EA-DF-v Hend g o drd| 5 2 w31% 0 45%% 46% (- A)> 4 § % 5 7 fie 54 425
pug/mlps 2 ¥ Ztad-o B ARG P RG] EF 0 Frd] 5 533%((B- B) -

()~ % ¥ =52 pphdcE k2 9 e 54 4P3HR iw b chd 14

R R F TR R A RCE KA g ¥4 4~ § 3 1x10%/ml P3HRI 0% eis3
%% > B %24 PS> 41 * alamar blue™ j2 kP Tig 4 R F- 4 P3HR /e £.F 5 # 14 0 &
SEAOART ST A PRAE RRFF AT ﬁmﬁn(&w-loo ng/ml)¥P3HR1 i & % 5 2
FREREL (F-)-
(Z)~ A7 X P 52 (LES) shing 1 2 A %4 12

LES ¢ 714 4457 > Standard (B1= A) 2 Lysed-cell assay (BT B) =i % % ki
"EF LES #E 34 > AFE s EFF A > 55 HE%3M % (dose-dependent) » k& 7
200-400 pg/mL % P AF ek F14 o s i A 5 5 (y=0.20(20.01)x - 1.97(2.27)-R2=0.91
(Bl- A): y=0.01(x0.00)x + 0.74(£0.08) » R2=0.81 (Bl- B); y=0.32(£0.05)x + 5.13(£7.92) »
R2=0.68 (FZ A):y=0.01(20.00)x +2.10(x0.14) » R2=0.55 (F|T B))- d ** & lw® 55 & ()
2 A) B2 FADEN (BT B) T o BlRATE PSR d 402 Ko e Woehg A

4



%w$§ﬂ*ﬁﬁw% #dtip) LES ¥ i & A T3 fhengr R AR e Wi iU P 4%
¥ DNA =% it 5% > 3T Eme iy a8 F ER o

LES g it &4 47 ¢ > Standard assay /¢ % %257 LES %k A& 6-50 pg/mL £ 3 &
FREAGHT R LN XEF LA DNA §F - F T arck (T Jidng 1%
1) m5EE LES AR H 4o if s amck B H T T F (y=0.21(£0.02)x - 6.67(+2.65) »
R2=0.90( Bl A);y=0.01(0.00)x + 0.59(0.06))* R2=0.91( Bl = B))>LES #ikA& 400 pg/mL
P Do g X F el 0k TR A R T e L BT 3 DNA oh
§ i % % ; Lysed-cell assay %% % &1 A £ 6-50 pg/mL 82 7 ¥ @ 4F fiess chpng B
2% FHE 100-400 pg/mL & Fif L EHNEE LR T £ o

BLERHE (AFEERK) iR 7 g AR T gf 0 55 RF i iE
P freng it S5 87 LES ey b (Ble AB) 27 5 i (Bl AB) T
i PEBAREFAR ARG SR RO R PIRFE o ARy
PP Pgomenad 23 7% » B8 miednd it @] - LES 23 HE SR kb
e ﬁ_%ﬂ}* oy R PR RET S FRPATS BREE SRy LR
LES g = DNA;y?:L g—i’m}%ﬁj?;bip*ﬂxﬁxméqﬂwwav LES &% (R A SEu =
w3 8L s &A% DNAehE 52 o

it

ﬁ‘é”ﬁz-‘ffii}é 2 o7 IR TR AR OB A2 7 (cold sores) 0 4 75 E 7% (genital herps) 0 CK B
(chicken pox)% g % 1+ ¥ 27k 3  j (infectious mononucleosis)F®fops # e 751t 5 B o F]p
- AT }]isa e &| > 4o acyclovir 'fr ganciclovir & 1% 3 ik e i 4~ Frd | ge 7 rJ’JDNA B L
pE2 A B ARG - S P T EP EBpadpiedd BHT kw24 e i 4R
A b Almt o FIP BT shime ¢ SEB A B A EROE A AERD LR o
*F i (nasopharyngeal carcinoma; NPC) € & i it 09 3 o Flpb & i3 W p Tk it A7
Y2 EB oA B A MR o

AT TR A CE T pRAR S 25 ug/ml PF > P Bdrd] Rta~ Zta 2 EA-D 3% féh
FILE o el S A ] 31% 0 45%% 46% - {4 ¥ £ 5 T ERde X4 & 25 pg/ml PF R O Zta v B4
WG PRI o drflF K 33% e @ 2 FIRE G P EB A 3 N B0 ARk R
e A G A E R o T AP RERB R ARE Y R G #;Pﬁ,J%i@”fgﬂﬁIﬁ ’
FERp & chf S ik o ot ARRIG R L T OURLA T X R P (LES)Y &
FAFFEAALAT R EF TR e 4 o TR E R DNAERF T oAy PR
T d R RTAR TN TR Bt A A LT R > BRI e (V] o d
LES Bt g4 > Hing 2 A B3 00" B3] 2 Apin o sedng PR ARSI AL A
EN G U= P 1 ENOAE S B SR VR s B el (BT Y e B

by
4

AEFTOREERILE 2R TR 0 P EFDH P RO A2 NS o B R
FioaECE T fide S FUEB A a4 2 04 T b X IR S P (LES) m;}m; g AT
Moo dept ey N FLR A 2 dg MRRGOR A c SR s E 8 EY ML AEL S
RSP EYGENRE (A S LR T3 WAL AR F iYL el S

5



a~§%¢%

1. Roizman, B.; Carmichael, L. E.; Deinhardt, F.; de-The, G.; Nahmias, A. J.; Plowright, W.; Rapp,
F.; Sheldrick, P.; Takahashi, M.; Wolf, K., Herpesviridae. Definition, provisional nomenclature,
and taxonomy. The Herpesvirus Study Group, the International Committee on Taxonomy of
Viruses. Intervirology 1981;16:201-17.

2. Niedobitek, G.; Hamilton-Dutoit, S.; Herbst, H.; Finn, T.; Vetner, M.; Pallesen, G.; Stein, H.,
Identification of Epstein-Barr virus-infected cells in tonsils of acute infectious mononucleosis by
in situ hybridization. Hum Pathol 1989;20:796-9.

3. Magrath, 1.; Jain, V.; Bhatia, K., Epstein-Barr virus and Burkitt's lymphoma. Semin Cancer Biol
1992;3:285-95.

4. Jones, J. F.; Shurin, S.; Abramowsky, C.; Tubbs, R. R.; Sciotto, C. G.; Wahl, R.; Sands, J.;
Gottman, D.; Katz, B. Z.; Sklar, J., T-cell lymphomas containing Epstein-Barr viral DNA in
patients with chronic Epstein-Barr virus infections. N Engl J Med 1988;318:733-41.

5. Weiss, L. M.; Movahed, L. A.; Warnke, R. A.; Sklar, J., Detection of Epstein-Barr viral genomes
in Reed-Sternberg cells of Hodgkin's disease. N Engl J Med 1989;320:502-6.

6. Shibata, D.; Weiss, L. M., Epstein-Barr virus-associated gastric adenocarcinoma. Am J Pathol
1992;140:769-74.

7. zur Hausen, H.; Schulte-Holthausen, H.; Klein, G.; Henle, W.; Henle, G.; Clifford, P.; Santesson,
L., EBV DNA in biopsies of Burkitt tumours and anaplastic carcinomas of the nasopharynx.
Nature 1970;228:1056-8.

8. Lindahl, T.; Adams, A.; Bjursell, G.; Bornkamm, G. W.; Kaschka-Dierich, C.; Jehn, U., Covalently
closed circular duplex DNA of Epstein-Barr virus in a human lymphoid cell line. J Mol Biol
1976;102:511-30.

9. Miller, G., The switch between latency and replication of Epstein-Barr virus. J Infect Dis
1990;161:833-44.

10. zur Hausen, H.; O'Neill, F. J.; Freese, U. K.; Hecker, E., Persisting oncogenic herpesvirus
induced by the tumour promotor TPA. Nature 1978;272:373-5.

11. Luka, J.; Kallin, B.; Klein, G., Induction of the Epstein-Barr virus (EBV) cycle in latently
infected cells by n-butyrate. Virology 1979;94:228-31.

12. Giot, J. F.; Mikaelian, I.; Buisson, M.; Manet, E.; Joab, L.; Nicolas, J. C.; Sergeant, A.,
Transcriptional interference between the EBV transcription factors EB1 and R: both DNA-binding
and activation domains of EBI are required. Nucleic Acids Res 1991;19:1251-8.

13. Fixman, E. D.; Hayward, G. S.; Hayward, S. D., trans-acting requirements for replication of
Epstein-Barr virus ori-Lyt. J Virol 1992;66:5030-9.

14. Feederle, R.; Kost, M.; Baumann, M.; Janz, A.; Drouet, E.; Hammerschmidt, W.; Delecluse, H.
J., The Epstein-Barr virus lytic program is controlled by the co-operative functions of two
transactivators. Embo J 2000;19:3080-9.



= \m%

(A) (B)

AdM  (pg/ml) 31 6.3 125 25 PoM (ug/ml) — — 31 6.3 12.5 25
SB - + + + + B N . . . N
1 398 3.87 376 3.86 271
1 44 4.9 327 4.14 386
Rta I
* Rta
E—y — A —— e @ — e
! 1.86 132 1.1 149 1.02 1 21 209 L57 1.51 141
Zta Lia —
e —F S
1 36 3.65 376 346 1.95 1 292 254 278 201 28
EA-D EA-D

pacin N — — —— — P o S — ——

B- ~FmidcEz 3577 e FPrdl EBpd iz A dd o 2;33 °#% 7§ EBJp# 7 P3HRI fw¥e
(6x10°cell/ml) > (5% 24 | P& 14 PR RRRSRRAKEWNE 4 Y ? f A F 4 (B) 0 X 4o » 3 A (SB)
i pAd A AN ER BE 24P e hy Foflr F > BB R EB /A B A R F Rta Zta
EA-D e 3. o

(A) (B)

140 -
160 -
)

= X 120 4
2 140 - B
o~ - =
$
e 1 ol L I L1
* e
Z 120 ‘ : = 100
= - 3
< 100 =R
= =
s 80 =
E 8 60

&0 4
4 2
= 2 40 4
R =
= & ]
é 20 - th 20

1} - r r r , , _ 0 T T T T T T T

0 3125 625 125 25 50 100 0 3125 625 125 25 50 100
AdM (pg/ml) PoM ( ug/ml )

W= R ARNGE 2 4 5% 5 7 ffe F 4 $0 P3BHRI fwo%e 33 5 F o Fors £ 3§ EB 4 ¢9P3HRI fmve (1x10°
cell/ml) » 58 24 - pFi5 > e FERGHHRABREZ 45277 @it 24 ) pFie * Alamar blue #%

20 BIFEF REROREHEN mE 3 EF R



(A)

dededed
EE T *

dededed

*******

HREE

140 - 57
120 4
—_ 2 4
R 1001 [T
- w E
& 1 =20 .|
-_— 80 4 [y} E
) [0
m B —
B 873
£ Hekeded T +
© c = 24
T 40 [
E 5
a dedede ke < ®
20 4 wieww TEEE g HHER 2 G 14
HRKK a S
0 ===y
0
H,0,(50 pM) + H,0,(50 pM)
6 12 25 50 100 200 400 3uM
LES (pg/mL) Quercetin

+

6 12

25

] TR

50

100 200 400

B

3u

LES (pg/mL)

Quercetin

Bl= ' LES ¥+ ## = 5k w9 (HLC)2. & %)% £ (Standard assay) - (A): DNA damage left(%) > (B) : Grade for tail

moment ) - Data were presented as mean+=SEM. Means with different letters were significantly different from one another,

analyzed by Dunnett's test. #, P <0.05;*, P <0.05; ** | P <0.01; *** | P <0.001; **** /P <0.0001.

L2t

dededede

ERER

e dedede

TRER

dedkdkow

140 4 5 -
120
—
—_ = 44
R 100 | * [T
= ) £
& g5
9 5o o g 3
(] L
oo s =
8 5 2%
£ Tt
[u:} g o 2
T 40 i N
< kK b
=z Fedkedede o -r?:
a =3 -
L Lt kil |—T—‘ Hekdok 0o
dekdek KRR =
0
0
H,0,(50 pM) + + + + + + + + + H,0, (50 pM)
6 12 25 50 100 200 400 3uM
LES (pg/mlL) Quercetin

Bl® © LES % 4 &4 © 3 'n% DNA ( HLC-DNA){ < §

P
L

ﬂ

1

+ + + + + + +
6 12 25 50 100 200 400 3uM
LES (pg/mL) Quercetin

T 2_ i3>l (Standard assay) (A) : DNA damage

left(%) » (B) : Grade for tail moment) Data were presented as mean+tSEM. Means with different letters were significantly

different from one another, analyzed by Dunnett's test. #, P <0.05;*, P <0.05; ** , P <0.01; *** | P <0.001; **** P

<0.0001.



200 -

5 -
— i —
[T
= c E
7] —;‘u [=] 3 * l
] @ £ T
oo 100 A = = *x
© 2% FhkE
£ - + Fkkw
1y
1] *k ﬁ O 2
© i =
*k s o #
< 50 ok w
= I
a Hkk Z = 4
I whKK [m] g
0 =L 22036
0 35
H,0, (50 pM) + - - - - - - - - H,0,(50 uM) -+
6 12 25 50 100 200 400 3u - - 6 12 25 50 100 200 400 3uM
LES (pg/mL) Quercetin LES (pg/mlL) Quercetin

BT : LES ¥ HLC z # %]& 4+ (Lysed-cell assay) (A) : DNA damage left(%) » (B) : Grade for tail moment)

Data were presented as mean=SEM. Means with different letters were significantly different from one another, analyzed

by Dunnett's test. #, P <0.05;*, P <0.05; ** | P <0.01; *** | P <0.001; **** P <0.0001 -

(A) (B)

140 4 5 -

120
g g
£ 100 © g
&£ i % & E * e L
@ g0 =< 9 ;. - - . T
2] @ £
(1] o 2
[ o Tl '
£ *k T *
1] c ‘o' 2 A
T w0 & 2
< 2o #
2 <3
a 20 4 ek FhRK 2 = 17

ol
0 == e
0
H,;0,(50 uM) + + + + + + + + + H,0, (50 pM) - + + + + + + + + +
6 12 25 50 100 200 400 3uMm - - 6 12 25 50 100 200 400 3uM
LES (pg/mL) Quercetin LES (pg/mL) Quercetin
Bl :LES 4 HLC-DNA £ & i* i £ 2 %3 »c/l (Lysed-cell assay) (A : DNA damage left(%) > B : Grade for tail

moment)Data were presented as mean+SEM. Means with different letters were significantly different from one

another, analyzed by Dunnett's test. #, P <0.05;*, P <0.05; ** | P <0.01; *** /P <0.001; **** /P <0.0001.



