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Abstract: This study aimed to detect the effect of Gallus TGFB1 on the biological behavior of
MDCC-MSB1 cells. MDCC-MSB1 cells were transiently transfected with Gallus TGF1

overexpression vector, interference expression vector, and the corresponding negative control.
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Then, the expression of Gallus TGFB1, the cell proliferation, the cell cycle and apoptosis, the

migration and invasion of each transfection groups were examined. Results showed that compared

with the corresponding control, the MDCC-MSBI cells transfected with overexpression vector of
Gallus TGFBI1 could up-regulate the expression level of TGFg1, the proliferation of MDCC-MSB1

cells was significantly inhibited, G1 phase cells were increased, S and G2 cells were decreased,

the apoptosis rate of the cells was increased, the migration and invasion ability were decreased.

However,the MDCC-MSB1 cells transfected with the interference expression vector of TGFp1

significantly down-regulated the expression level of TGFBI, cell proliferation was improved, G1

phase cells were decreased, S and G2 cells were increased, the cell apoptosis was decreased, the

migration and invasion ability was increased. The results showed that Gallus TGFB1 could inhibit

the proliferation, migration and invasion of MDCC-MSBI cells, and promote their apoptosis.
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57 5595 (Marek’” s disease, MD) &2 R )E T
K2R T W 557 5K B (Marek” s disease virus,
MDV) B YL 38 J5 5| iy — Fh DLk 2 2 2088 4 O &
BLRRAE (%) B gRE MR 0, H MDV i 5 i i & A ]
DA A A s gt . Bk, MDV ] A S F
5 I IR 1 9 A BHLAEL 1) sh A A A

MD fEOp 2R Ry 4 AP B B RY
240 e SRR Y B AR R B B Y A SRR o B
AR EL IR T BB B L AR R A R e B B (2-
7 days post infection, 2-7 dpi), MDV 53 B 41 iy
M CDA™ T k40 i F1 CD8™ T bk 2 41 i & 4E
Ve 20 0 R e L O A B JE T B e gAY . MDYV
TR IR YL B Bt (6~ 7 dpi) 32 %22 78 KL 1V 20 i Jek
Wy B AL CD4 ™ T bk T 48 M P g 7 o fR sk e 78
WE B B 9 B 00 B R 2 RS2 A A T 18 AN L ey
o 20 D B R B i 1 R 3R L U VS A R R o Y
AR MDV B R AR B (10~ 14 dpD =
BERATE P B W b AL AE i B B v AR R Y
MDV #8052 ] 0 5 5, JF 1R & A R g
M S MDV S E08 CDA™ T ik B 46 il &
A b LR, R U LR B AR B B R B Be . MDYV
AE 2 BUB G AR 0 8U% A= CD4™ T ik I 48 ff 3%
AP R

iR 4 K A T ot AR T 52 30 i 9RE A 1 A% e
N WA R €28 AP N A O R €28
2 Fh 22 b A W 8] 5 240 i RN A P A i A 2H N B
ATTAE R 1 R A R R rh R G R VE T L B bR
K HF B (translorming growth factor B, TGFR) /&
— o3 WA AR RE T A PR 5 B AT LA E S TS 24

200 J PN 3 A TG A 4 A 1 Ak S A R L TEZH LS
BVPMhREEXLEZEMMERY . CHEPRE
B, TGFR 5 My 40 M A 34 5 oAk S UR T e B 25 &
Fofr 2 ) 2 3ok B 5 O AT G AR R e A R e rh R R
b B S DI ReC L TGFB {5 538 B 4y 1 %
i Jea VR4 A 2 E R 2R R B O o 2 P,
TGFBL J& TGFB Hrh —ANE A, 7] 2 5§35 A Yk
PN 2 i A )24 D RE AL FE 2 AR A B A RS LR
T 43 Ak R I i R b R A A 2 U0 ) R A 5 b
TGFRL 5 & 3k Al 51 & AL 45 6 5E 76 9 19 2 Fh 50
(M kA=, g R B, TGERL v] DA i L g T
0 M B 3R R AR R AL R 7 L 3 T 4 0 4
PE PR FL IR R R bR E R B
B 8 A B 8 MDV gk 4% 39 ik [ 08 & A i B
TGFRl RAfH 2 rEmIfEH .

. R 7oK TGFRL 78 MD bk L & A4
XA CDA™ T ik 98 19 T g A0 55 FL HT MDV
BEAR Y k40 M R OMSBL 4 Jf Sk A A, S i A
MDCC-MSBI1 4l fg it e 5 i i & ik TGFRL. 46
M TGER1 %} MDCC-MSB1 41 i 3 % . 20 i1 J& 1 . 410
ML T iR R 2B R I B, s TGFRL AE
MDYV S i 72 v i 7 T A 8T 10 B2 4K 4l

1 #MRtER=E

1.1 ##

1.1.1 415 5ok MDCC-MSB1 48 Jifi . %4
TGFR1 i3 ik NC(pDC316-mCMV-ZsGreen Jii i)
X TGERL T4 3%k NC(pGl. 2 k) Sy il g )
BER 2Dy se s 5 A4 3 T A 8 TS0 & AR A XY
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TGFR1 & F ik Bt K pDC316-mCMV-Gallus-
TGFR1. X TGFRL 1 #k % ik T KL pGl. 2-Gallus-
TGFRL th ] B B 5 R 2 s Wy e i 5 2 3 1A J
S = A IR AT

IO PO OV 1 3 S e g 1 )
Lipofectamine™ 2000, Trizol RNA #2 B ik 57 Wy A
Invitrogen A &), RNA 1 #] 5) W H TransGen 2%
#); HiScript Jx i # 5 fili . SYBR Green Master
Mix,50 X ROX Reference Dye 2 Il H Vazyme 2
A) s CCK-8 20 i 3% 5 45 I 1 70) & 0 T35 = RAE W)+
RA PR A ; AnnexinV-APC/7-AAD 40 i 8 T &
MR & T R st Bl B AR WA BR A F 24 fL AR
W A Corning 2% #l;
Streptomycin Solution M H Hyclone 4\ 7] ; RPMI
1640 K52 3% i 4 1f 3 (FBS) ¥l T Gibeo 2 7l

Transwell Penicillin-

% 1 Real-time PCR 3|1 3l

Table 1 Real-time PCR primer sequences

JE B 1 R 2 A 3 (TPB) g | Sigma 23w HiAth 2
F I8 Sy [ 7 3 e 4l

1.1.3  FEAUL CO, [HE ¥ 3244 (H A& Sanyo
ANED, Bl BB M B (H A Olympus 24 H) ),
NanoDrop ND-2000 # il £ #% B £ 11 I 2 A% (& =
Thermo 22 H]) , ABI7900 %% ¢ %€ = PCR ¥ (EH
ABL A #]D) bR AL (3 E Thermo 23 %)), it =X 41 il
{3 (& [ Beckman 73 w]) % .

1.2 A#i&

1.2.1 #&tER PCR 1Yt 54 in%
GenBank ™ ¥ TGFRl H # # B F ¥
(JQ423909. 1), ] Primer 5.0 & f4 #%3+3 TGFp1
5 Ot E = PCR 971 51 9, 6 B i F N = 39
GAPDH(NM_204305. 1) 5% Y & & PCR 5|4 (&
DL gk B TAEY TR R A RA A A

H R e (5'—>3") J BRI/ bp
Name Primer sequences Fragment size
TGFB1 Forward primer GTATTGGGCCAAAGAGCTGC 238
TGEFB1 Reverse primer ATTGCCGTAACCCTGGTACA

GAPDH Forward primer CCAGAACATCATCCCAGCGT 132

GAPDH Reverse primer

CAGGTCAGGTCAACAACAGA

1.2.2 MDCC-MSBI 48 Jifl 3% 35 Rl 5 ki s Y H
% 10% FBS.1% Penicillin-Streptomycin Solution
1 10% TPB iy RPMI1640 1535 Kok ik T %t Bk K
] AR RO A B AF R MDCC-MSBI 41 i 8 % 21 fig 25
JEF] 2.5X10° « mL ' 4Rl 6 FL 40 i 5 R AR AL
2 mLAIM 2. BT 5% CO, .37 “C1H 55 5546 1
Feid . MR Lipofectamine™ 2000 % 4y i 7] #: 1
Ui, ¥k E 3k OB pDC316-mCMV-Gallus-
TGFRL. T & 5 NC (pDC316-mCMV-ZsGreen Jii
kD) TR K FORL pGl. 2-Gallus-TGFp1 K T4 %
ik NC(pGl. 2 JFikr) # J« MDCC-MSBI1 4iff,6 h J5
W & 10% FBS. 1% Penicillin-Streptomycin
Solution M1 10% TPB ff§ RPMI1640 ¥ 32 . I 16
SeYeJs 48 h AR AL, 34T TGFRL Ay 2% 35 K I &
T REPE IS .

1.2.3 SYBR Green Real-time PCR £ ill] MDCC-
MSBI 41 ffd 138 TGFRL iy 3K ik K Bz I35
48 h WS AR 45 i YL 21 1) 20 G B AN LS RNA 5 L B
1 pg M8 RNA BEAT OGS R G 2 1 P i e 5=

PRI 2¢ 6 2E 1t PCR 51 ¥ i 47 A 1 4 I 19 SYBR
Green Real-time PCR %, Jz §% 58 ) W& & . 5 X
Hiscript Buffer 4 pL, Hiscript Reverse Transcriptase
1 ul, Inhibitor 0.5 pL, dNTP
(2.5 mmol » L") 4 L, Oligo (dT) 18 (10 ymol « L")
2 uL, RNA 1 pg. /|l Rnase free water #p & £ & {4
T 20 L 8% 3 44425 °C 5 min, 50 °C 15 min,
85 °C 5 min,4 C 10 min., Real-time PCR fz i {&
% :2 X SYBR Green Master Mix 10 pL, cForward
primer (10 pmol « L ') 0.4 pL, Reverse Primer
(10 pmol « L ') 0.4 uL,50 X ROX Reference Dye
2 0.4 uL.DNAG6 f5F B4 pL, ZB FRANE 2 &
RBUN 20 pL; )W 45 :50 C2 min, 95 *C5 min;
95 °C 30 5,60 C30 s,4k 40 ~1E#FH. ¥ GAPDH
REEME RN S, R 272500k 56 50 . i
K Y A e TGFRL A X Rk 2% 5.

1.2.4 CCK-8 iLk il MDCC-MSBI1 4fi il i A= K fig
71 B 5k YL 51 F2 3K kL pDC316-mCMV  -Gallus-
TGERL, T #t # ik Bk pGl. 2-Gallus-TGFR1 J H: AH

Ribonuclease
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X IR A MDCC-MSBL 4, L 5 X 10°4> « fL 1Y
Y MR T 96 FLATFIAR R4 3 AN L IRAUA
KRB FL R 25 (0 IR, ) PR 4k 22 8 R 24,48,
72 b, # SCHR 30 15 B A DN I 43 BT L 223 1 45 41 200 Ff 1Y)
LN
1.2.5  JiaC4 AR K I MDCC-MSB1 4 g J& 1]
¥ MDCC-MSB1 40 Jfl 43 5l % 4% 1 3% 35 BT kL
pDC316-mCMV-Gallus-TGFpl, T #f # ik & K
pGl. 2-Gallus-"TGFRL B AH R B M % HR (i e ik NC
MFPFRIE NO) TG 48 h WA 4 41 40, 75
B SCHR (30177 3 1647 240 ML R 30 K DU 452 11 40 A 0 42
Tl 240 Jf 45 3 A1 5
1.2.6 P =X Bl AR & il MDCC-MSBL () ] T
4 MDCC-MSBI 2 Jfd 53 51| i Y ik 32 35 J5i A pDC316-
mCMV-Gallus-TGFBL, T #f % ik J5i ki pGl. 2-Gallus-
TGFR1 K AH R % B, T4 G J5 48 h, AR 45 41 21
JfL e BRSCHR 30 ] 07 vk 204 7 440 e A T A U
1. 2.7 Transwell £l MDCC-MSB1 41 g (1) 1T #%
5iz78 ¥ MDCC-MSBI1 48 il 73 5l % G% o 3 3k it
A pDC316-mCMV-Gallus-TGFRL. T L 3 & Jii #7

A 41

* %

TGFB LA ek it
Relative expression of TFG1

0 T

TGFBLit 635NC TGFB1it ik
A. TGFpl it 3k;B. TGFpl ¥t ik

A. TGFBI overexpression; B. TGFBI interference expression

B

TGF LA} ik it
Relative expression of TFG1

pGl. 2-Gallus-TGFBL J HAH iy % B8, T YL J5 48 h
WCSE A LA M % R SCRR (30 I ik i T i B 5
R80T A

1.2.8 E¥E0 i R SPSS18.0 # 4 One-Way
g3 1 B -test i AT 48 1t 2% &b B, ] Graphpad
Prism?7. 0 #AEAE B Bt DLOP B SAR 2 (2 £
)RR, P<C0. 05 i * Fin,P<<0.01 f » * F£IR,

2 % R
2.1 FFREF#H pDC316-mCMV-Gallus-TGFf1 , F

Rk R AL pGl. 2-Gallus-TGFp1 43 3 FiE sk TiF
MDCC-MSB1 1 TGFB1 Hj3& &K F

MDCC-MSBL 40 i 43 5| %% 4 o 3% 3k Bt kr
pDC316-mCMV-Gallus-TGFpl, T #f # ik & K
pGl. 2-Gallus-TGFRL FKAHN Xf HRJF 48 h, 20 2250
%€ f PCR # il MDCC-MSB1 41 g o TGFBl mRNA
RIKAKF . SRR e g ad Rk Bk 2H i) TGEgL
A w1 TGFRL #f ik NC 4 (P<<0. 01,
FIA) G e TP ik ki 40 TGFRL Y 323k & i
8T TGFR1 T4 535 NC 21 ( P<<0.01,[& 1B),

1.5

0.5

* %

0.0 :
TGFBI T4 F5ENC TGEP1 T3 3635

B 1 SR %EE PCR &M TGFB1 £ MDCC-MSBI £ f e 1 R i
Fig.1 The expression of TGFp1 in MDCC-MSBI1 cells by Real-time quantitative PCR

2.2 3 TGFP1 X MDCC-MSB1 4 fif1 3 58 &) 2 N
MDCC-MSB1 2 Jfl % 4% iif 3% ik Jit fr pDC316-
mCMV-Gallus-TGFpl, + #£ % & B ki pGl. 2-
Gallus-TGFB1 K HAH N % fJ5 ok ] CCK-8 ¥4 £
N2 2 240 J 2 B e ) 8 Ak . S5 OR BoR 5 HEE
X A AR LG TE S YL J5 24 ho 3 3K B kL pDC316-
mCMV-Gallus-TGFp1 %% % 41 MDCC-MSB1 41l Jifg 4
R5 KT 5B R R (P<20. 05) , fE G YL 5 48~72 h, it

F 35 ik pDC316-mCMV-Gallus-TGFB1 # % 20
MDCC-MSBI 4 ifg i) 38 58 /K F- & 3 F i (P<<0. 01)
(FE 2A) s FE e e 5 24 A0 72 h, 3 % 35 Ji kL
pGl. 2-Gallus-TGFp1 ¥ % 2 MDCC-MSB1 41 }fd i)
RO G K- B F I (P<<0. 05) R Y )5 48 h. T
3 3k B kL pGl. 2-Gallus- TGFRL # Yt 41 MDCC-
MSBI1 4l ffd (% 3% % 7K 7 W 2 3% 5 (P << 0.01)
(F 2B).
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A. TGFBI overexpression group; B. TGFg1 interference expression group

E 2 TGFp1 ¥ MDCC-MSB1 £ i 1 54 (9 8 i

Fig. 2 Effects of TGFB1 on the proliferation of MDCC-MSB1 cells

2.3 TGFp1 3 MDCC-MSB1 4 i1 JZ] £ Y 5 i
MDCC-MSBI1 41 i % 3 i 3% 35 Jii ki pDC316-
mCMV-Gallus- TGFBL, -+ #f % i5 B K pGl. 2-
Gallus-TGFB1 K¢ FHAH R X RS SR FH ¥t =X 248 A A A6
25 20 40 B R W A Ak . 45 R R, TGFRL it ik

MDCC-MSBI1 4 ffl (5 G1 3 48 il 73 A5 38 fn . S 3 #n
G2 4 ffL 4> 45 9 > (P <<0.05) (K 3A~C);
TGFBL T4 F A Bk 5% Je 20 5 TGFBL 4 £ ik
NC % 44 26 # ., MDCC-MSBI1 4 i (9 G1 1A 41 i
A (P<<0. 05) ,S WA G2 11 40 M 23 A 24 4%

Fiki e ge 4l 5 TGFBL & £ i85 NC #% 4L 44 M Lk, FEHn (P<<0.01) (W 3D~F),

TGFBLi#3ANC TGFBLit ik

A 600~ B 1200 C
500—: 1 000,: 100 O TGFP13f #ANC
— E - ] E’ 80' * -TGFBIJ‘;—J—&]‘\E
8 400 5 800 2
= 3 £ 1 > 60+
Z 300- 2 600 ;
= 200 = 400 5 401
] B 1 < *
4 4 20_
100 200 o ﬁ i
0- 0 aav " S
50 100 150 200 50 100 150 200
FL2-A PI-A FL2-A PI-A
D 7003 TGRpITHAIANC Bo20g TGRRLTRA " A
600 ] ‘ 1 I TGFBI L #3ANC
“00 200 A " T W TGFBI- T4 #eik
2 2 150 i 2 9
= 400 £ ] | % *
= = ] I
Z 300 R S 40
e iy 100 ] | | g * %
# 200 £ h i 2
50 gy = 20
100 ] LIJ < fo
0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200 G1 S G2
FL2-A PI-A FL2-A PI-A

A. TGFpRL st ik NC 41 ;B. TGFL i34 ;C. TGFRL s F ik K TGFRL i #ik NC A (H S iT;D. TGFRL ik
NC 24 E. TGFgl T3kl ;F. TGFpl T4tk K TGFRl T4 %£ ik NC HRigit. . P<C0.05; x ». P<C0.01

A. TGFBl overexpression NC group; B TGEFB1 overexpression group.; C. The numerical statistics of the TGFg1
overexpression and TGFB1 overexpression NC; D. TGFB1 interference expression NC group; E. TGFg1 interference
expression group; F. The numerical statistics of the TGFBl interference expression group and TGFB1 interference
expression NC group. *. P<C0.05; x x. P<C0.01

E 3 TGFp1 3t MDCC-MSB1 4 i & 81 i & Wil

Fig. 3 Effects of TGFp1 on the cell cycle of MDCC-MSBI1 cells
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2.4 TGFp1 3¢ 28 bR T B 5 i

MDCC-MSB1 4 Jifd 5% %% 3o 3% ik Bk pDC316-
mCMV-Gallus- TGFBL, + #f % i& B K pGl. 2-
Gallus-"TGFR1 K HAH R % 5 o >R FH U =X 40 M A K
RSSO i et A~ S TN U B 7 D1 A

pDC316-mCMV-Gallus-TGFB1 #4415 TGFp1 i
Feik NC e Y 2HAH Lb 8 T 40 M L 5145 2 25 38 i (P<<
0.01,/ 4 A~ C), T #t £ ik kL pGl. 2-Gallus-
TGFp1 #Jed] 5 TGEFBL T4 ik NC F YL HAH L.
JA T AN L 9] 25 5 B 2 (P>>0. 05,18 4 D~F),

A TGFB13:d #3kNC B TGFBlid ik o 307
EQ]—UL(O.76%) Q1-UR(2.01%) E Q1-UL(0.82%) Q1-UR(7.50%) **
4 : 4 g
104 10'4 K& 90
< < g RS
a o =
< < ] ﬁ =
< T g
=108 = 10°3 =% -
] (5]
5
=¥
162 -1 5%)|  QI-LR(5.97%) 102 QI-LL(72.47%)|- Q1-LR(19.21%)
102100 100 10° 102100 100 10° 0-—— —
APC-A APC-A TGFP1 #IANC TGFB1it ik
D TGFBI-T4JL#ANC E TGP T-Ht45 F 101

JQI-UL(0.74%) | QI-UR(1.94%) QI-UL(0.96%)

QI-UR(2.16%)

7-AAD-A

%) QI-LR(5.82%)

1-LL(90.06%)| - Q1-LR(6.82%
102 e D LR (6.82%)

PHTH 53 50%
Percentage of apoptosis

102

100 100 100 10° 102 10°
APC-A

10¢ 10°
APC-A

0 T
TGFBIT4ikik TGFPL[kkNC

A. TGFBL i3 ik NC 41;B. TGFBL i #ikdl;C. TGFRL id %ikdl J TGFRL if ik NC A fE % it :D. TGFRl T £k

NC 41 E. TGFal T#:3ik4l;F. TGFpl T4tk K TGFpl T4 £k NC AEES . * *.

P<C0. 01

A. TGFBI overexpression NC group; B TGFB1 overexpression group.; C. The numerical statistics of the TGFg1
overexpression and TGFB1 overexpression NC; D. TGFB1 interference expression NC group; E. TGFg1 interference
expression group; F. The numerical statistics of the TGFB1 interference expression group and TGFB1 interference

expression NC group. * x. P <C0.01
4 TGFp1 Xf MDCC-MSB1 4 ff1 8 1= (9 % Iy

Fig. 4 Effects of TGFp1 on the apoptosis of MDCC-MSBI1 cells

2.5 TGFp1 3t MDCC-MSBI1 ABaF# 2 Z M2

MDCC-MSBI1 4 Jfg % 4% i 3% 35 it ki pDC316-
mCMV-Gallus- TGFBL, + #f % i5 B K pGl. 2-
Gallus-TGFB1 K¢ A % f8 )5 o >k H Transwell £
D220 4 MG s R 2 R T iy A8 k. S5 R BOR. 5
TGFBL i ik NC YL 241 M tb . TGFRL 3 %3k ook 5%
Y2 MDCC-MSBI 41 it % 1R 2208 )13 W 3 T B¢
(P<< 0.05,[8 5A.0); 5 TGFBl T# ik NC #5 e 4
AHEG . TGFRL 4 B kL 5% e 2 MDCC-MSB1 41 Jifd 1Y
T R ZERE I B W (P <<0. 05, K] 5B.D),

3 3w 8
TGFR 1 & TGFR iy — AW, & —FHEA X

Fofr A R G2 91T T R 1Y) 22 RO A0 B R L X 4 R
AMpHFRSMAL B R LEE ", TGFR1 %
TR P 0 SR Y S e AR TR E R S R O S
HEFERGCIRAS ALFEVE ZAE A B TR R R Y
BT BB 5N TGEBL X 41 i
A KA AR A B R S ] oMy 1 3R B
A5 CDK B 2 35 TG 248 S 3 i 22 Ff 41 g 344 585
VTAE Sk WF5E R BT, TGEBL 76 i &g & 2k 1Y) e 301 i &
PR BHWT TGFRL 55 77 LA AR i e 20 s A A7
FERRE 7, B4 g =000 40, TGFRL nT 41 4fil B
SR 20 A 95 40 B 0RO 8 i R A AR I
TGFRL 0 i S 41 Mg 98 7=, 4 il Ho 2 707, i
TGFR LY 2% 35 nl & 3 400 il 18] A% i FFOIR B 98 40 i i
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0.0 .
TGFBI3) #35NC TGFB13k #ik
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0.6

g
% 0.4
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0.0 :
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0.0 T
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0.8 1

¢ 0.6

D'ﬁ
C 04-
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0.0 ,
TGFBI 4L #&IANC TGFRIHHL 5k

A, TGFBl i RIAXT TR AR B, TGFR1L TR XX TR HEm;C. TGFRL i Kk XHMRZZ M #m D, TGFRl T kik

XHRERFEm .« . P<{0.05

A. Effect of TGFB1 overexpression on migration; B Effect of TGFBI1 interference expression on migration; C. Effect of

TGEFRI overexpression on invasion; D. Effect of TGFBI1 interference expression on invasion. # .

5 TGFB1 3t MDCC-MSB1 R fiT % B Z RN

P<C0.05

Fig. 5 Effects of TGFp1 on the migrate and invasion of MDCC-MSBI1 cells
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