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Effect of extract from roots and rhizomes of Acanthopanax senticosus on immune
function of Drosophila melanogaster

LI Wen-jia, LIU Qiang, JIN Li-hua
College of Life Science, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China

Abstract: Objective To study the effect of the extract from the roots and rhizomes of Acanthopanax senticosus (ERA) and extract
especially here from the fruits of of 4. senticosus (EFA) on innate immunity and gut immunity of Drosophila melanogaster. Methods
D. melanogaster was infected by bacterial or fungal biological solution with or without ERA or EFA, and the effects of ERA or EFA
on the survival rates of D. melanogaster with microbial infection and thermal stimulation were recorded. Cell apoptosis was observed
using fluorescence microscopy after immunostaining gut tissue of D. melanogaster. The total RNA of spore-infected D. melanogaster
was extracted and the expression of antimicrobial peptides was detected. Results ERA and EFA could improve the survival rate of
bacteria-infected D. melanogaster, meanwhile alleviate the apoptosis of gut epithelial cells. The survival rate of spore-infected D.
melanogaster was improved by ERA and EFA, and certain antimicrobial peptides were highly expressed in vivo. ERA and EFA could
also improve the survival rate of D. melanogaster with thermal stimulation. Conclusion ERA and EFA could significantly improve
the immune function of D. melanogaster:
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Fig. 1 Effects of ERA and EFA on survival rate of D. melanogaster infected by E. cloacae (A) and L. monocytogenes (B) (n=30)
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Fig. 3 Effcets of ERA and EFA on survival rate of D.

melanogaster infected by B. bassiana (n=30)

[ Hem
O 0 iy
K

TR LSRR

*

PUR Ik R 1L

Dfn Drs Mtk

Dpt CecC Atta CecAl CecA2

SRR TP<0.05
P <0.05 vs model group
B4 REMRFIRTREIX A EBE B RIBIMERREHZNE (n=30)
Fig. 4 Effcets of ERA and EFA on expression of antimicrobial peptides of D. melanogaster infected by B. bassiana (n=30)
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Fig. 5 Effect of ERA on survival rate of male (A) and female (B) D. melanogaster after thermal stimulation (n=30)
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