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Abstract

Baicalein (BE) is a natural small molecular compound of flavonoids extracted from the dried roots
of Scutellaria baicalensis, a plant in the family of dicotyledons and labiatae. Studies have found
that BE has anti-fungal, anti-inflammatory, anti-oxidant, and immune function regulation effects in
infectious diseases. But it has not been studied in fungal keratitis. This article studies the role of
BE in the mouse model of Aspergillus fumigatus (A. fumigatus) Keratitis. Methods: In vitro experi-
ments. After HCECs were infected with A. fumigatus, they were treated with BE, PCR and ELISA
were used to evaluate the mRNA and protein expression of IL-18, TNF-a, and IL-6. In vivo experi-
ments, the cornea of C57BL/6 mice was infected with A. fumigatus hyphae to create an A. fumiga-
tus Kkeratitis model, and then it was treated with BE or DMSO. PCR and ELISA evaluated the mRNA
and protein expression of IL-18, TNF-a, IL-6. Results: BE reduced the inflammatory response of
Kkeratitis by reducing IL-18, TNF-q, IL-6mRNA and protein. Conclusion: BE reduces the inflamma-
tory response of mouse keratitis by inhibiting the expression of pro-inflammatory factors.
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1. 5|15

L BRI R 28— P e B SR A N ARE 8 S S5 B (A TR A PR, RS R 50 W A U
WHREITA Y, WTRE T B MM ™ 5 G B R P 98 o S5 i DAL PO A 2 DR 350 T e ) T R 08 ot
o HlfAE T R EPERLN X, FRET MBS, MEBERRS, BEREEN, Rimsise
SR PR R R RE[L] [2] [3] [4]. BB AR S 25006 T RSO AR WL, H il Pt E
YYMEEZ PR A, WHRERBIEVEZ, VR BRI, DLR A B 2RI RS R 75 22
AR RAMPLEERIT « AT IR R AR R, A B A A A 2 00 e A b
FLEH AL I BL[5] [6]-

G BE VR TTTE LA M A (FK) I R AL R R . AN = E R R T, 2
5 B PR B (0 S S T A R o 1L-6 7E A I R AN S RE I R P R OCE MR, IL-6 R BT
FARRSIGAEIRTT bR, BB 1L-6 N3 PSS 5 1% 080k E W40 MR T 40 B 75 16 U8 15 S e 4
JRLIE A% A1 SR 143 [7] [8] [9]. FERTETEMMRE A, AR RN B b B 240 Ff AN S8 4 23k 1L-18.
{5510 Dectin-1/syk, TLR4, LOX-1%Z5H MMM H IL-18 BI7/=4:[10] [11] [12] [13] [14]. A
IBEIH F-a (TNF-a) /& —FP 2 DhRE UM IR 7, 7E J8E . I e b 2 B BB RS IR AE AN . 2 200
WHUR B VMR IL-18, TNF-a, IL-6 Fi&THE, M| IL-18, TNF-a, 1L-6 [k 2kl K 1E
AR 4 (1) SERE I SE[15] [16] [17].

HE R RALE TS TR I — PPy S 5 W B B R MER, I DR TG
R« OO LT R« AR AT PP S5 T [18]. TENE 2 HETE S0 RAW264.7 4Hfiirh, X gl
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ER KM% S — A B AT HEEE-2 FFREIRSEE T-a ZEEMFRIE, M —E 0 E 0=
A, AR T (IL-18. TR g E2 FIMEIRIER F-o) 7=, T R IEPLRAEM[19]. 5%
T R TS IS AT 1L-6+ IL-18 F1 TNF-o TF 7, %GR BT 00 RS 05 6 (R4 FH [20] . 3%
ZEFIEISFHWT Toll FEAZ4R 4 HIFRIE, $0HIRE S BEE PR SRR BE R F-a R A0 A 2R -18 7K,
TE LPS 753 (7L R 28 /I8 BR AR IR 980 S ME[21] o 17T 10 AR B0 3 25 2 7 B0 1 M A 98 R R B FHTE S o AR S
F B U S 2 TE L T/ R A T A R I R A

2. SR
2.1. SRS

2.1.1. SERXR
8 JE i SPF 2) C57BL/6 M &, #5 19~23 g, W 5 5F ma IS ER SL 50 S WA R A =] ([ 57 /e ) T C57BL/6
INRARYE ARVO & T TEIR B F Zh PR B R 58 1 75 B, X U0 FO S TR R R E SR B .

212 SLHREhEE
R Sl 2 S A SR R (P R B 50) 3R (M 8 7R R (NO3.0772)

2.1.3. SCIG4MAR
RAW?264.7 )\ B Bl2= B g4 .

2.2, SCIEFEAE KM

22.1. BEEFAEREM AN
Sabouroud 1573 Jb 5 Solarbio AF]; T/KZEE MREZERUARFNERAF; BRI (PBS)
Jbk 5T Solarbio A 7.

2.2.2. FlERPIEREFEN 5

H A 3 National Can A F]; 8%/K& S, B RZFMBERIEME: 1 ml EHZE, LARFHERS
ST HAERAR; SR 5-0 Béesk, M ARSINEST SR ARAF: 75%EH, Mz mibs
WAIERAA; IR, £E Fisher Scientific A .

2.2.3. INRAEBEPAER RAW AL AT i 7
XK (BE) MCE A d]; —HILWH(DMSO) Jb5T Solarbio 2] .
TR h 22 ik (PBS) AL 57X Solarbio A ] .

2.2.4. Real-time PCR fAXiX I &4+

RNAiso Plus JIEFAY) TEAMRAR: EP & X£ME Coming AF]: &7 M HUE A EGRAR A
Al AR R A RAA R AR KO MR FARA R AR \BHE ZE Axygen
A7]; DEPC/K LAY TREAMRAR: RNAisoPlus H1[E Ki% TakaRa; SYBR PremixExTaq [ ki
TaKaRa; Prime Script RT reagent kit with g DNA Eraser [E K% TaKaRa.

2.2.5. Elisa xR 57 R #FEHF

AN TL-18 B S0 228 W BRI 52 7] & R & D Systems (SanDiego, CA, USA); /N TNF-a g BE 47
PEWR BRI 52 iR 77 & R & D Systems (SanDiego, CA, USA); /A IL-6 F I e Bl 2 ik77& R & D
Systems (SanDiego, CA, USA).
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2.3. SEI Gk

2.3.1. W BEEFSELOHIE

BUAAF IR B s bR g R, 7EMER & L, B3R T Sabouroud Zfig[El s o2k, BT 28°CHIME
BRAWME 7 K. (EERMEB T WEBRERERKIRS, FFHAK RIS, FTHE)E S R A5 s 77
FRMST AR o 2 BT PR 0L 1R B 22, P T 400 v H 3 55 J5 1 300 mi Sabouroud Y455 7R B TG BER N
AR =2 AL ARG FR M E W B . 58 37°C Y 120 rpm SRIREFFRAE TR IR 5 K. 2 Ml
B 2 A KB BIYORE 280, WERRZ TR BEEE T, BT I & SR B
JEHRE T B0 4°C, 4500 rpm, &0 10 4050, BROEWE3E BiG, FEHTEHE PBS BRik B 2TV 3 IK
JERGE G 10 8 E 3T BRI — M A EIa 4 MLIE ) DMEM JR5J, 153314 17 P 16 i th 25 14
WL, Ao ELR N T5%ERRS, HET 4CIKBEERKEREZ., £ RELELEFLE
Wik, PR PBS BEMHZUTHE 3 K, FHRE L, FEBRERIE, AR5 A0 MBS F5 10045 2 K& (1 18 22 890 -
Y AR BRI B LR 1 x 107 CFU/mIL

232 MNEREBEMABRRRENET

K 8% KA SUBEME I WESHEXS CETBLI6 /) BREATRRIE, JRIFERI) ), RN ORI E THRMEG .
TR, A ) AN AR R e 5 ERE R RUZ (20 2 mm BARVE ), SREX A 4 IR
9 1 % 10" CFU/MIL (¥ LA 3 P 1A J0H 1 25 16 1 22 5 L 2 T A B Rz i 7 B, /6 1 24 3R T R L b 3 vk
G, BJEH] 5-0 825 4kgE G LR 1 &1, MG, ARNTEXNEH. KRBT P
2, 750y BE B4, M DMSO ACHEAH . 55— RIFLJafER =R 25008, 452577 SORIROK AR, JF
T 1, 3 RAIEIEX /N A REAT RIE I . SRAEVE RN BE, PR hniES % Wu [22].

2.3.3. RAW 4HRmibiE

FRGEFRIE 6 FLAIREL 12 LA RAW A THRAEES IR 24 /MBS, 45T K0 0 it 25 B T 22 1098 1 /it
J&, I BE 5 DMSO, T#22/8&4L 8 /M JEI4E 12 FLARIM4HEH T PCR 256, AHFA IL-18, TNF-a
AT IL-6 1) mRNA FKIE/KN-o B 22K GY 24 /NN SR 24 FUARK B3GR T Elisa S50 A TRl 1L-18,
TNF-a fil IL-6 (1) FRIEKF.

2.3.4. Real-time RT-PCR SEI&753%

1. Total RNA fHEHL

(1) K& Fmsek E 4n i RNA 2R EP & B ok b, (37802408 30 734k

(2) ¥ EP T 4°C, 12000 rpm, .05 o4 EEL IS E T3 % EP & .

(3) MAE RNA 24 1/5 A RSN =E e, JF B NEUBREY EP & 15 {EHARRS . =
A 5 8 A E T 4°C, 12000 rpm, 250 15 435

(4) BELJE/NOECH EP E, /N0 IR BRI RS R S —iE i EP B, R ERER &S

JZ VAR iR R Rk

(5) & A B EZBAARR EP B A M NSRRIk EP & E N EBIEGIRA 158, HET
FIRT 10 5.

(6) BT ELHL, 4°C, 12,000 rpm, B5.0> 10 7381 5 78 HIEW, I 2L B () RNA JIUE T EP B &K,
Fpi R

(7) I\ 75%iP9KE (fdFH DEPC JKBCHi), JF b R 15 #. & T 4°C, 12,000 rpm, &0 5 70805/
O TR o
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(8) iR T EP UL 20 /%P5, MG R DEPC /K 10~15 ul, "WKHT. B HANRE RS,
SLERIE RNA &8 AL AE .,

2. Total RNA 5 & S ik il 5

15 AL BRI 5 53 BT ¥ 4% 52 260 nm. 280 nm Kb % Ji (opticaldensity, OD {H) AR ##& LUAE, R4 T
A RNA WREE#ST 2 nig RNA R &, 8 TF RNA (EF.

3.PCR

Be EAH MR G AR, SZRPE PCRAX b, HHATAS K H REERY B B o 3 264 95°C TR i
30s — 95°CAM: 55, 60°C 30s (K 40 MEH) — 95 CIB K. LM 155 — 60°C 30 s — 95°CHfE 15 s.
NN G, RIS FEARKINS K H FEEFIEAE, THEH 270 mRNA HXERE & . 519751 W4k
1o

Table 1. Primer sequence of target gene

* 1. BHEESIFT

Gene Primer Nucleotide Sequence GenBank
peneosy  F SSALTACTSCICIOC e oo
1 s D SSSCASASOACATCAICARASOS  wosis
- (o) T ShSTIeAACTe oA TATeTTS
1 (e A B AL

F, forward; R, reverse.

2.35. ELISA

TR ARGHNEIR . PBS Sy 495:5 FCHil/N A ORAA . T4 6 M. BHEEds it — DB
FARAE LY, RGBS O G H i . 24 FLARE BIE T 1500 g 250 HL G

Fie 8 ELISA 2700 & i A - AT S«

(1) 96 FLE 1 in A\ Capture Antibody =i R & — %K.

(2) LR, M Wash Buffer, 72 1~2 7p%h, 1+, BEEBMR 3 K.

(3) JmA Reagent Diluent 7£ 5 FIEHE 1 /N o

(4) EHQ)PEYR.

(5) MIAFRAE S TAFM L S FEAS, =i E 2 M.

(6) HEE (2P TR

(7) /n Detection Antibody 7E %% R & 2 /N,

(8) (2P TRV

(9) /A Streptavidin-HRP 7£ % iR ##: THEE 20 70%F.

(10) HER()DBIiF.

(11) JmA Substrate Solution 7£ = B NI E 20 7.

(12) Jm\ Stop Solution 37 B[ FHEGFRACTE 450 nm P KI5 %L1 6 % % (OD)H -

(13) M4 OD fH, THEFEMIKSE.
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24. G FEA*

RETRSLIG ST B D =R, SERBAHE T x £ For, M ARSI T S AN, RSB R E T
ZE5HT(ANOVA) ST = 2H 8% = 2H DA b OB 3E 47 Eu i, R B AR XU t K656 5 2 2 B ik AT HE . P <
0.05 ZREA G 2EE L.

3. &R
3.1 EFZELER/)REHSEABRRIGEKRITS

FE N 27 B A SN =K, DMSO AbHEZE /N R A B AR, AR, e THDHDRE KO8T
WIS AN, AEORBNE T 51 A fL. a5 R A FR /N A SO AN, MR ME,
K (] 1(2)) . DMSO Ah FE 2 00 pHh 25 1 A £y i 28 A 7R 5 3 26 2 A 8 2 AR Wi 2 T 1k OB 08 AR Pl R P20 AH
b, #SRAFHANEAR W EACT DMSO 4 FEH, #3440t 2¢m X (& 1(b)).

DMSO e DMSO 001
<0.
12 - m BE p
11 -
1 = on
9 *
1
s 7 p<0.01 _;_
= 6 S|
g s ‘l;l' .
5 =
3
2
BE 1
0 T T

Days post infenction

(b)

e () MR RAE = KRS R A S DMSO ABRALIG R R INAEZL T N, (b) & RN R A —,
SREHEEFREMNIH S DMSO AHE AR IES ELii(n = 6 4H).

Figure 1. The clinical manifestations and clinical scores of BE in the treatment of A. fumigatus keratitis in mice
1 B AT RAR B A B A A IR PR R IR IS R 4

3.2. AFRER/ N FEMBEABRRERE T mRNA B4

rar /)~ B B TR A T AR AR B8 =R, AR R R K mRNA 72 {k. PCR 45 3R, % s ab
M5 IRAMEE, BHERMKT IL-18, TNF-a f1 IL-6 /) mMRNA £k, ZHlBEH gt 25 L (E 2(a)~(c)).

33 BFREE N FEMBEARRARAETFERN~E

T I /I B ot 2 T AR R A AT B =R, R R R B AR Ak . Elisa 25 R BoR A R AL 5
SHELHAH L, B FEACT IL-18, TNF-a f1 IL-6 [ AEIE. HA5GH%E (E 3(a)~(C).

34. RERLER, RAW P{EEETFH mRNA L

R B A EE RAWL /NS, F 3% 28 DMSO AbHE 7 /NiS, A& IL-18, TNF-a A1 1L-6 )
mMRNA #it. PCR 45 R Bor, FAaif dh &5 A F 4L IL-18, TNF-a A1 IL-6 ) mRNA ik T, MWih &
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+ DMSO 455 5ol h 25 B A BRAH AR LE,  SORE DK AR MTAZ 4L, HEER DMSO X SEi6id B em, A h 25
+ B RAS alE i A AL, BRAK IL-18, TNF-o AT IL-6 [1) mRNA FRi& (] 4(a)~(c)).

a1 TNF-a 1IL-6
1B X p<0.01 <0. p<0.01
2 150 - = DMSO — 2 = DMSO
: = DMSO <0.01 2 BE ° -
3 I BE L 5 (B 2 601 0 BE
2 100 — % z
40 ==
gé = E ! ns 1T E
2 50 2 =
> N =
2 g 2 E 204 ns
o ns E I—"‘—I_-r_l 2
% 0 T 0 + 0 T
~ op = > - >
Days post infenction Days post infenction Days post infenction

e ()~(c) M B WP NRARE =K, 5 DMSO LI, EERMAMMBIH IL-18. TNF-a. IL-6MRNA Fik[EK(n = 6 4).

Figure 2. The mRNA expression of pro-inflammatory factors in the BE treatment group and DMSO treatment group on the
third day of the cornea of mice infected by A. fumigatus

E 2 MHZERRDRAEE=REESZLIEES DMSO LHBARKEF mRNA =ik

= = < ~
< 8007 mm DMSO p<0.01 E 1007 mm DMSO p<0.01 Z 801 B DMSO p<0.01
2 BE 2 BE ) —
= £ 304 2 BE
= 600- = Z 604
8 S 5
5] s 60 —_ =
£ 4001 £ £ 40
—_ ) S b
g g 404 ns g
<3
8 2001 3 $ 204 ns
= ns 3 20 -
k o A —
EI E— | z ol M = ol mem, |
R > < RN £ o3
Days post infenction Days post infenction Days post infenction

: (@)~(c) MM R B/ NRAKE =R, 5 DMSO ALBAHLL, HE MM IL-18. TNF-a. IL-6 HEFKLFL(n =6 4H).

Figure 3. The expression of pro-inflammatory factor proteins in the BE treatment group and DMSO treatment group on the
third day of the cornea of mice infected by A. fumigatus

E 3. M BERRNRAEE=ZREESZAIEES DMSO LBARKEFERRIE

IL-1p
TNF-u 2000 .

= 3 S 5<001 3 4

g 15 <001 2 p<0.01 p=0L g <001 —=— p<0.01

£ p<001  —— p=0 3 1500 " : _P_

Z 0 2 2

E 2 1000 Z

[ ole Qo 14

£ Z 500 ns Z 1

g g g T

] © s - 3 )

) %0@‘9?3%959 T IS S S ® Qfo?g%ogo

‘b
@ s éc”gf’ °® Y’&vgf’ @ s

® s )

e ()~(c) MM Ah AR R B RAW ilH, FRE KB DMSO 4bF, 5 DMSO 4B EL, X ZHAMES IL-18. TNF-a. IL-6mRNA
Tk T (n = 6 4H).

Figure 4. RAW cells stimulated by A. fumigatus, the expression of pro-inflammatory factors mRNA in the BE treatment
group and DMSO treatment group.

B 4. WA EERH RAW HA, EEEATEES DMSO LA R 2 EF mRNA Fik

3.5 BERAER, RAW PEXREAFHERATL
R B AL EE RAWL /NS, S %ZB DMSO ALEE 23 /N, A& 1IL-18, TNF-o 1 1L-6 )
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HEAFIE. Elisa 45 iR, B & @ AP 1L-18, TNF-a Al IL-6 [E A RIETHE, 5XE4 DMSO
HAHLL, WX FRMA IL-18, TNF-o Fl 1L-6 [T EHFRIA T M. U032 22 18 I i) 98 0E (Rl F- 1) SR IA IR %
it ;N (] 5(a)~(c)) o

p<0_01

[}
(=3
(=]

400

300 400+

200
200+

100

(=]

IL-1B concentration (pg/ml)

TNF-a concentration (pg/ml)
s~} B [
o O (e} o O
@
1112
._|
7, o
!
IL-6 concentration (pg/ml)
(e}

DO ® S O B s $ S .0
’&{b S QD LR \a ) ' %0 %) W S S
© Q@ vagé\ YSX %0 <Q vgx $°ﬁ& Q@ ?g XQ%\ Ygx%

TE: (a)~(c) MMM B RAW 411, FI# %52, DMSO 4h3, 5 DMSO AbFEAfILL, #4E A MMBEF IL-18. TNF-a. 1L-6 [
FKILFEM =6 41).

Figure 5. RAW cells stimulated by A. fumigatus, the expression of pro-inflammatory factor proteins in the BE treatment
group and DMSO treatment group

5. 1A EERIE RAW 48, BERAIEHES DMSO LIBARKEEFERRIE
4. ¥1ig

LR M RS 8 — ™ B R AR M, BB R ELR R R E R AR R, IR FBAA TR,
BRAMRZ, MEARRZ, SBEEFREGE, JEARPR . 5 AR %R RB0R 7 w25,
WOV, TR, SREMEER, PR A E R TN [23] [24], HE IR AR, ez
e RGP, BOEN R bl )G 2 5 806 200 IE M S [25] . 75 R ANTE 3 2 Ml fS, BT LA
1 =E b B 4T RN e 28 40 i 20k AR 30 IR 1 32 4R (PRR) IR 1) PPR L35 Toll B2 44 (TLR, £44% TLR2 1 TLR4),
C Ukt#E K 22K (CLR, Dectin-1, Dectin-2 F1 Mincle)f1 NOD ££3Z /A (NLR)FH A B4 B T B @R 16
SO it 2 A S S BT, VRS2 AR SRR G I AT S R IL-18, TNF-o, 1L-6 Fhisi, B & TR A g 0t
HRZH. IL-1B, 1L-6 BN 92 SO 9 RE ™ EE AR B (0 bs 64, SR 8 3R TA A0 R 43 1T R 256 i 7= 2R R
PESZIN, 3 BT SO A MR 2 2R 3 (IR 5] A6 A P B FE ARG, AR B/, VRIS T AR RS 0o T
P BE 9RE e S T B 2 o BB M A R 8 SR I TS [26] [27]

WA R ZAAETEY SRR EY), RAHEMIRE, pai. k. fiSssH
ZiEEYE . HoPPUEACRI PR AR F OFE S i B 45 BESE, BLERE R . O IR . SOE M
TP RN R P JCT 9% . B . SRR AT MR . RFERNE R . IR R %%, JEHRE R
XF A TR H AN LA F 1 [28] . A #RaE B Fam i 1] R 40 i MAPK F1 NFkB 15 5% Tl R 1)
o, S0H R AR T IL-18 1L-6+ 1L-8 FIRI N FEIE T o 1173306, 00t 1) 2o AR P P T R 0 5 AR 1) 4%
i SN2 [29] ] B A i R 1L-6 IL-8 AR RSB F--a I A2, RAEHT HONL i 55 FIAE I [30] s
T O ZAG, gs > R R, MR RANE R T TNF-a, IL-18 FI77 A4, O Lk I
IFRHEVE (/R B 45 [31]

FEASEIR 25 b ] DUE B, A0 25 B /) BRI 28 A B A U 3] IL-18+ 1L-6 TNF-o 73 WAsG &, 1
TSR MR 240 IL-18. IL-6+ TNF-a ZJER T mRNA K A FIRE, 7808 ih 25 B L 1) B
2 6 2 R B _F R A DR B AR I, TR e 28 PR FAE B R AN A RIA A, AN A R AL
HR /N BR A 0 B SE NGB W, o AR/, MLAESCERE . BTl st RN B R B R
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