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DYNAMICS OF INTERFERON PRODUCTION IN CHICK EMBRYO
CELL CULTURE INFECTED WITH INFECTIVE RNA
OF JAPANESE B ENCEPHALITIS VIRUS

Mao Cuianc-sHEN AND Huanc CHEN-HSIANG

(Institute of Virology, Chinese Academy of Medical Sciences, Peking)

Infective RNA of Japanese B encephalitis virus, Peking strain, was extracted from
infective mouse brain suspension by cold phencl method. Dynamics of interferon produc-
tion and virus multiplication in chick embryo cell culture after infection with infective
viral RNA were compared with those infected with complete virus, The results indicate
that the interferon production in the viral RNA infected group was always lower and
appearcd 24 hours later than those infected with complete virus during 120 hours observa-
tion. This difference holds true even when the infective dose of viral RINA used was
1 log higher than that of complete virus. No difference in the virus multiplication curve
pattern was found between the 2 groups. The possible explanation of above phenomenon
was discussed.
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