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Antiviral drugs are important in preventing and controlling influenza, particularly when vaccines are ineffective or unavailable.
A single class of antiviral drugs, the neuraminidase inhibitors (NAIs), is recommended for treating influenza. The limited thera-
peutic options and the potential risk of antiviral resistance are driving the search for additional small-molecule inhibitors that
act on influenza virus proteins. The acid polymerase (PA) of influenza viruses is a promising target for new antivirals because of
its essential role in initiating virus transcription. Here, we characterized a novel compound, RO-7, identified as a putative PA
endonuclease inhibitor. RO-7 was effective when added before the cessation of genome replication, reduced polymerase activity
in cell-free systems, and decreased relative amounts of viral mRNA and genomic RNA during influenza virus infection. RO-7
specifically inhibited the ability of the PA endonuclease domain to cleave a nucleic acid substrate. RO-7 also inhibited influenza
A viruses (seasonal and 2009 pandemic H1N1 and seasonal H3N2) and B viruses (Yamagata and Victoria lineages), zoonotic vi-
ruses (H5N1, H7N9, and H9N2), and NAI-resistant variants in plaque reduction, yield reduction, and cell viability assays in Ma-
din-Darby canine kidney (MDCK) cells with nanomolar to submicromolar 50% effective concentrations (EC50s), low toxicity,
and favorable selective indices. RO-7 also inhibited influenza virus replication in primary normal human bronchial epithelial
cells. Overall, RO-7 exhibits broad-spectrum activity against influenza A and B viruses in multiple in vitro assays, supporting its
further characterization and development as a potential antiviral agent for treating influenza.

Influenza A and B viruses are significant human pathogens af-
fecting approximately 5% to 10% of the global adult population

annually (1). Vaccination programs are important for preventing
and controlling influenza; however, vaccines lose their efficacy
when there is an antigenic mismatch with the circulating viruses
(2, 3) or when they are administered to high-risk groups, such as
the elderly and very young (4). Therefore, antiviral drugs repre-
sent a critical, additional line of defense against seasonal influenza
viruses and against emerging subtypes for which no vaccine may
be available.

Two classes of virus protein-specific antiviral drugs are avail-
able for treating influenza, but of these, the drugs in the first class,
the adamantanes (amantadine hydrochloride [amantadine] and
rimantadine), are largely ineffective because of widespread virus
resistance (5). The drugs in the second class, the neuraminidase
(NA) inhibitors (NAIs), are currently the only drugs recom-
mended for prophylaxis and treatment of influenza virus infection
(6). Until 2007, a low (�0.3%) frequency of circulation of NAI-
resistant influenza viruses was reported (7), but during the 2007–
2009 seasons, naturally occurring oseltamivir-resistant A(H1N1)
viruses with an H274Y NA substitution (N2 numbering is used
here and throughout the text) were detected with high prevalence
(approximately 90%) worldwide (5, 8). This lineage was later sup-
planted by the novel swine-origin pandemic A(H1N1)pdm09 in-
fluenza virus, which was susceptible to oseltamivir (5, 9). Antiviral
surveillance reported a low (0.1% to 3%) frequency of biologically
fit oseltamivir-resistant A(H1N1)pdm09 viruses between 2009
and 2015, but the possibility of the establishment and spread of
such strains remains a major concern (10, 11). With NAIs being
the only therapeutic option for treatment of influenza virus infec-
tion, the potential development of NAI-resistant strains poses a
grave threat to public health. Thus, there is an urgent need to
identify and characterize novel influenza antiviral drugs.

The past decade has witnessed a renewed interest in identifying
and characterizing experimental influenza virus inhibitors that
target viral proteins or host factors. Several virus protein-targeted
compounds, including inhibitors of virus binding, entry, fusion,
or genome replication, are undergoing preclinical or clinical eval-
uation (8). The latter group includes compounds that target viral
polymerase functions and represent a promising avenue for anti-
viral exploration. Such compounds are already used to treat other
viral infections, including those by human immunodeficiency vi-
rus type 1 (HIV-1) (12, 13) and hepatitis B and C viruses (14, 15).
Influenza A viruses have three polymerase proteins: basic poly-
merase 1 (PB1) is an RNA-dependent RNA polymerase (RdRp);
basic polymerase 2 (PB2) binds host-cell capped mRNAs; and the
acid polymerase (PA) possesses endonuclease activity that results
in removal of the mRNA caps (16). The drugs in the nucleoside
analogue class of polymerase inhibitors, including ribavirin and
favipiravir (T-705), inhibit influenza virus replication (17). How-
ever, ribavirin is not recommended for clinical use because of its
high toxicity (17–19), and T-705 is still under clinical evaluation
in the United States (20) and has only a narrow range of approved
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uses (against NAI-resistant pandemic viruses) in Japan (21). The
recent availability of high-quality structural information on the
influenza virus PB1, PB2, and PA proteins has led to the develop-
ment of non-nucleoside analogue inhibitors that directly interact
with the polymerases to disrupt protein-protein interactions (PA
and PB1; 22–24) or inhibit the function(s) of the proteins. The
vast majority of these experimental polymerase inhibitors target
the PA protein (reviewed in references 25, 26, and 27).

The PA protein of influenza A and B viruses possesses endonu-
clease activity that is necessary to cleave host mRNA caps in order
to initiate viral transcription (28). This process is essential to com-
pleting the replication cycle and is widely recognized as a prime
antiviral target. PA endonuclease inhibitors, including the 4-sub-
stituted 2,4-dioxobutanoic acid derivatives (29, 30) and the sub-
stituted 2,6-diketopiperazine natural product flutimide (31, 32),
were characterized 2 decades ago in enzymatic, cell-based, and
limited in vivo assays (29), where they demonstrated potent (mi-
cromolar 50% inhibitory concentrations [IC50s]) and cap-depen-
dent inhibition of influenza A and B viruses. Subsequently,
marchantins, catechins (33, 34), hydroxamic acid and N-hy-
droxyimides (35, 36), 3-hydroxypyridin-2(1H)-one derivatives
(37, 38), 3-hydroxyquinolin-2(1H)-one derivatives (39), fuller-
ene derivatives (40), and carboxamide derivatives (41) were iden-
tified as PA protein inhibitors. In many of these studies, a library
of compound derivatives was screened with a limited number of
influenza viruses and/or assays, making it difficult to compare the
reported efficacies accurately (42). Here, we evaluated the in vitro
anti-influenza virus potency of a novel compound, RO-7 (Fig. 1),
which is a representative of a new class of highly active influenza
inhibitors with a mechanism of action different from that of the
inhibitors that are currently approved to treat influenza virus in-
fection (18, 43). We present a characterization of the mechanism
of action of RO-7 (i.e., inhibition of the PA endonuclease activity)
and demonstrate that it is active against a wide range of influenza
A and B viruses, including seasonal subtypes, subtypes with pan-
demic potential, and oseltamivir-resistant viruses.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Cells. Madin-Darby canine kidney (MDCK) cells and human embryonic
kidney (HEK293T) cells were purchased from the American Type Culture
Collection (ATCC, Manassas, VA) and maintained in modified Eagle’s
medium (MEM; Cellgro, Manassas, VA) and Opti-MEM (Fisher, Grand
Island, NY), respectively, supplemented with 10% fetal calf serum (FCS;
HyClone, Logan, UT). Primary normal human bronchial epithelial
(NHBE) cells (Lonza, Walkersville, MD) were obtained from 2 donors

(healthy males aged 2 and 4 years) and grown in culture in an air-liquid
interface (ALI) system on Transwell inserts (Corning, Tewksbury, MA).
The apical surfaces of the cells were exposed to humidified 95% air and 5%
CO2 for 6 weeks before use. The basal surfaces were maintained in bron-
chial epithelial basal medium (BEBM; Lonza) supplemented with Single-
Quots growth factors (Lonza).

Viruses. Influenza A and B viruses were obtained from the St. Jude
Children’s Research Hospital influenza virus repository and propagated
in MDCK cells for 48 h at 33 to 37°C in serum-free MEM containing
L-tosylamido 2-phenylethyl chloromethyl ketone (TPCK)-treated trypsin
(Worthington, Lakewood, NJ) (1 �g/ml).

Laboratory facilities. Experiments using highly pathogenic influenza
A(H5N1) or minimally pathogenic A(H7N9) and A(H9N2) viruses were
conducted in a biosafety level 3 enhanced containment laboratory in ac-
cordance with USDA 9 CFR 121 and USDA 7 CFR 331.

Antiviral compounds. RO-7 and oseltamivir carboxylate (oseltami-
vir) were synthesized at Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd. (Basel, Switzerland) in
collaboration with WuXi AppTec (Wuhan, China). RO-7 was prepared as
a 10 mM stock in dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) and was soluble when
diluted in various reaction mixtures and cell culture media. Final DMSO
concentrations in antiviral assays ranged from 0.05% to 0.2% at the high-
est RO-7 concentrations tested; these concentrations of DMSO were rep-
licated in mock-infected and vehicle control wells and did not induce a
loss of cell viability or cytopathic effect (CPE). Oseltamivir was prepared
as a 5 mM stock in distilled water. Ribavirin (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis,
MO), epigallocatechin gallate (EGCG; Sigma-Aldrich), and amantadine
hydrochloride (amantadine; Sigma-Aldrich) were prepared as 10 mM
stocks in distilled water. All compound stocks were stored at �20°C until
use. In tissue culture assays, RO-7 and ribavirin were added after virus
adsorption, while amantadine was present 1 h before, during, and after
virus adsorption.

Cytotoxicity and cell viability assays. MDCK cells (1.5 � 104) were
plated in 96-well plates and treated with RO-7 (1 pM to 1 mM) in serum-
free or 5% FCS-containing MEM. At 48 h postinoculation (hpi), the cell
viability was measured with a CellTiter-Glo luminescent assay (Promega,
Madison, WI). To determine the viability of virus-inoculated cells in the
presence of RO-7, MDCK cells were plated as described above and inoc-
ulated with influenza virus (multiplicity of infection [MOI] of 0.01), and
the cell viability was determined at 48 hpi. The 50% cytotoxic concentra-
tions (CC50s) were determined by using the log (inhibitor) versus re-
sponse logistic nonlinear regression equation in GraphPad Prism 6.0 soft-
ware (GraphPad Software, La Jolla, CA). For cell viability assays, the
metabolic activity of the negative-control wells (with no drug) was set at
100%, and the percentage of reduction was calculated for each RO-7 con-
centration; the 50% effective concentrations (EC50s) were calculated in
the same manner as the CC50 values. For each assay, the mean of 3 or 4
independent determinations for each RO-7 concentration was used for
the calculations.

Plaque number reduction assays. MDCK cells (1 � 106) were plated
in 6-well plates and inoculated with A/California/04/2009 (H1N1)pdm09
virus (MOI of 0.01), washed 3 times with phosphate-buffered saline
(PBS), and overlaid with MEM containing 0.45% immunodiffusion-
grade agarose (MP Biomedical, Solon, OH), 1% bovine serum albumin
(BSA), 1 �g/ml TPCK-trypsin, and RO-7 (0.01 to 500 nM). At 48 hpi, the
overlays were removed and the cell monolayers were stained with 1%
crystal violet–10% formaldehyde. The mean number of plaques in each
well was calculated, and the EC50s were determined by using the log (in-
hibitor) versus response logistic nonlinear regression equation in Graph-
Pad Prism 6.0 software. In each case, the selective index (SI) was deter-
mined by calculating the ratio of the CC50 to the EC50.

Virus yield reduction assay. MDCK cells (2.5 � 105) were plated in
24-well plates, inoculated with influenza viruses (MOI of 0.01), and
grown in culture in MEM containing 1% BSA, 1 �g/ml TPCK-trypsin,
and RO-7 (0.01 to 100 nM). At 48 hpi, the supernatants were collected and
the 50% tissue culture infectious doses (TCID50s) were determined by the

FIG 1 Chemical structure of RO-7.
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method of Reed and Muench (44) and used to determine EC50s by using
the log (inhibitor) versus response logistic nonlinear regression equation
in GraphPad Prism 6.0 software. For screening multiple viruses (Tables 1,
2, and 3), data from the virus yield reduction assay were expressed as
degrees of inhibition of virus replication (log10 TCID50 per milliliter re-
duction) by RO-7 at either 5 and 50 nM (MDCK cells) or 3 and 30 nM
(NHBE cells) (45). SI values were determined as in the plaque reduction
assays (described above).

Antiviral activity in NHBE cells. The apical surfaces of NHBE cells
were washed with PBS and equilibrated at 37°C for 30 min with infection
medium (BEBM supplemented with 0.5% BSA). Cells were inoculated
with influenza viruses (MOI of 0.01) for 1 h and then washed with 2 acidic

washes (PBS, pH 2.2) and 3 neutral washes (PBS, pH 7.4) to remove
unbound virus. RO-7 (3 and 30 nM) was then added to the basal medium.
At 48 hpi, 300 �l of BEBM was added to the apical surfaces for 30 min and
then harvested for virus titration in MDCK cells. The degree of inhibition
of virus replication (log10 TCID50 per milliliter reduction) was deter-
mined in the manner described above. For each assay in the different
donor cells, the means of the results determined for 2 independent cell
inserts for each RO-7 concentration were used for the EC50 calcula-
tions.

Time-of-addition assay. MDCK cells (2.5 � 105) were plated in 24-
well plates overnight and then washed with PBS. RO-7 (50 or 500 nM) or
ribavirin (100 �M) was added at the following different times before or

TABLE 1 RO-7 reduction of influenza A and B virus infectious yield and CPE in MDCK cells

Influenza virus
genus/subtype Strain

Oseltamivir
susceptibilitya

Virus yield reduction assay
(degree of inhibition, log10

TCID50/ml)b

CPE reduction assay
(EC50 � SD, nM)c5 nM 50 nM

A(H1N1) A/Mississippi/03/2001 R (H274Y) 2.9 7.0 2.3 � 0.1
A/Memphis/13/2006 S 1.5 8.8 5.0 � 0.2
A/Brisbane/59/2007 S 2.1 8.2 21.6 � 1.8
A/Hawaii/28/2007 R (H274Y) � 8.1 1.1 � 0.6
A/Georgia/20/2006 R (H274Y) 0.8 7.9 11.7 � 4.9

Avg 1.8 � 0.9 8.0 � 0.7 8.3 � 8.5

A(H1N1)pdm09 A/Perth/265/2009 S 0.8 6.0 3.9 � 1.4
A/Perth/261/2009 R (H274Y) 2.6 6.9 1.2 � 0.5
A/California/7/2009 S 1.5 8.2 1.3 � 0.2
A/Denmark/524/2009 S 3.2 6.5 3.2 � 3.2
A/Denmark/528/2009 R 0.8 5.1 ND
A/New York/3467/2009 R (H274Y) 1.7 8.5 9.7 � 2.3
A/New York/1692/2009 R (H274Y) 0.9 8.3 12.9 � 2.3
A/Memphis/43/2013 S � 7.3 19.4 � 1.4
A/Tennessee/F5034/2014 S 1.3 6.9 4.1 � 2.4

Avg 1.6 � 0.9 7.1 � 1.1 7.0 � 6.5

A(H3N2) A/Fukui/20/2004 S 2.2 5.7 7.5 � 2.7
A/Fukui/20/2004 R (E119V) 5.0 7.1 12.6 � 4.5
A/Perth/16/2009 S 1.6 6.3 ND
A/Victoria/361/2011 S 2.3 6.8 ND
A/Tennessee/F4039/2013 S 2.8 5.4 3.8 � 2.9
A/Memphis/2/2015 S 2.3 7.4 ND

A(H3N2)v A/Indiana/08/2011 S 2.2 8.2 9.9 � 8.0

Avg 2.6 � 1.1 6.7 � 1.0 8.5 � 4.0

B B/Lee/1940 S � 6.2 20.1 � 4.3
B/Victoria/02/87 S � 5.7 14.2 � 6.0
B/Perth/211/2001 S � 6.7 10.5 � 5.4
B/Perth/211/2001 R (D198E) � 6.5 13.2 � 2.9
B/Brisbane/60/2008 S 0.9 5.8 13.3 � 2.1
B/Wisconsin/01/10 S � 7.8 5.2 � 3.0

B avg � 6.4 � 0.8 12.8 � 4.9

A avg 2.0 � 1.0 7.2 � 1.1 7.7 � 6.3
a S, susceptible to oseltamivir with absence of known markers of NAI resistance; R, resistant to oseltamivir with indicated NA substitution, N2 numbering.
b Data represent reductions of virus yield (log10 TCID50 per milliliter) from infected MDCK cells (MOI of 0.01, n � 3 wells/drug concentration/virus) at 48 hpi as determined by
titration in MDCK cells. Average values are presented with standard deviations. �, titers were below the assay limit of detection (0.75 log10 TCID50/ml).
c Data represent RO-7 reductions of virus-induced (MOI of 0.01) CPE in MDCK cells (n � 3 wells/drug concentration/virus) as determined by CellTiter-Glo luminescent cell
viability assay at 48 hpi. ND, not done.
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after inoculation with A/California/04/2009 (H1N1)pdm09 virus (MOI
of 2.0): 1 h before inoculation (�1); during virus adsorption (0); or 1, 2, 4,
or 6 h after inoculation (�1, �2, �4, or �6 h). At 10 hpi, the supernatants
were harvested and the virus titers were assessed by TCID50 assay in
MDCK cells. The mean titers were calculated from triplicate measures for
each RO-7 concentration and time point of addition.

Influenza mini-replicon assay. The NP, PA, PB1, and PB2 genes from
A/California/04/2009 (H1N1)pdm09 influenza virus were cloned into the
pHW2000 plasmid, propagated in One Shot Top10 chemically competent
Escherichia coli (Invitrogen), and purified (Qiagen, Valencia, CA). The

polymerase activity in the presence of RO-7 (4 to 500 nM) or ribavirin
(100 �M) was measured as described previously (46). Briefly, HEK293T
cells were treated with compounds for 3 h at 37°C and then transfected
with 0.1 �g of virus-gene plasmids, pHW72-luciferase (under the control
of the influenza M gene noncoding region), and pCMV-	-galactosidase
(under the control of a constitutively active cell promoter) by using Tran-
sIT-LT1 transfection reagent (Mirus, Madison, WI). The inhibitory com-
pound concentrations were maintained during the transfection process,
and after 24 h, the cells were disrupted with lysis buffer (Promega). Lucif-
erase activity (detected with the Promega luciferase assay system) and

TABLE 2 RO-7 reduction of emerging influenza A virus infectious yield and CPE in MDCK cells

Influenza A virus subtype Strain HA cladea

Oseltamivir
susceptibilityb

Virus yield reduction
assay (degree of
inhibition, log10

TCID50/ml)c

CPE reduction assay
(EC50 � SD, nM)d5 nM 50 nM

A(H5N1) A/Hong Kong/483/1997 0 S 2.8 8.4 14.9 � 1.5
A/Vietnam/1203/2004 1 S 1.5 6.9 15.7 � 0.4
A/Shenzen/1/2011 2.3.2.1 S 1.8 7.8 4.9 � 2.7
A/Hong Kong/5923/2012 2.3.2.1 S 1.9 7.5 19.0 � 14.4
A/Egypt/MOH-NRC-7305/2014 2.2.2 S 1.1 6.4 14.9 � 4.5

Avg 1.8 � 0.6 7.4 � 0.8 13.9 � 5.3

A(H7N9) A/Anhui/1/2013 N/A S 1.0 5.5 17.4 � 4.7
A/Shanghai/1/2013 N/A R (R292K) 1.6 8.1 13.3 � 1.8

Avg 1.3 � 0.4 6.8 � 1.8 15.4 � 2.9

A(H9N2) A/Hong Kong/1073/1999 G1 S 2.2 8.2 12.2 � 2.3

Overall avg 1.7 � 0.6 7.3 � 1.0 14.0 � 4.3
a Hemagglutinin (HA) clade designations refer to the respective subtypes. N/A, not applicable.
b S, susceptible to oseltamivir with absence of known markers of NAI resistance; R, resistant to oseltamivir with indicated NA substitution, N2 numbering.
c Data represent reductions of virus yield (log10 TCID50/ml) from infected MDCK cells (MOI of 0.01, n � 3 wells/drug concentration/virus) at 48 hpi as determined by titration in
MDCK cells. Average values are presented with standard deviations.
d Data represent reductions of virus-induced (MOI of 0.01) cytopathic effect in MDCK cells (n � 3 wells/drug concentration/virus) as determined by CellTiter-Glo luminescent cell
viability assay at 48 hpi.

TABLE 3 RO-7 reduction of influenza A virus infectious yield in primary NHBE cells

Influenza virus
genera/subtype Strain

Oseltamivir
susceptibilitya

Virus yield reduction assay (degree of inhibition, log10 TCID50/ml)b

Donor 1 Donor 2

3 nM 30 nM 3 nM 30 nM

A(H1N1) A/Brisbane/59/2007 S 2.4 7.1 2.3 4.4
A/Hawaii/28/2007 R (H274Y) 2.6 7.3 � 7.8

A(H1N1)pdm09 A/Perth/265/2009 S � 3.1 1.3 1.8
A/Perth/261/2009 R (H274Y) 1.6 2 1.5 3.6

A(H3N2) A/Fukui/20/2004 S 2.4 5.6 1.5 3
A/Fukui/20/2004 R (E119V) 1.4 3.1 ND ND

A(H5N1) A/Vietnam/1203/04 S 4.6 4.6 1 5.4

Influenza B B/Perth/211/2001 S � 3.6 1 2.4
B/Perth/211/2001 R (D198E) � 6.5 � 6.5

Avg 2.5 � 1.1 4.8 � 1.9 1.4 � 0.5 4.4 � 2.1
a S, susceptible to oseltamivir with absence of known markers of NAI resistance. R, resistant to oseltamivir with indicated NA substitution, N2 numbering.
b Data represent reductions of virus yield (log10 TCID50/ml) from infected NHBE cells (MOI of 0.01, n � 2 wells/drug concentration/virus) at 48 hpi as determined by titration of
virus yield in MDCK cells. Average values are presented with standard deviations. �, titers were below the assay limit of detection (0.75 log10 TCID50/ml); ND, not done.
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	-galactosidase activity (detected with o-nitrophenyl 	-D-galactopyrano-
side [ONPG] substrate [Sigma-Aldrich]) were measured on a Synergy 2
plate reader (BioTek, Winooski, VT). The luciferase values were normal-
ized to 	-galactosidase activity. The data are presented as values repre-
senting the mean polymerase activity of triplicate measures for RO-7 and
are representative of the results of 3 independent experiments. The EC50

was determined as described above.
vmRNA and vRNA analysis. MDCK cells (2.2 � 105) were plated in

24-well plates, inoculated with influenza viruses (MOI of 5.0) as described
above, and grown in culture in MEM containing 1% BSA and 1 �g/ml
TPCK-trypsin. RO-7 (50 to 5,000 nM) or ribavirin (100 �M) was added to
each well. At 7 hpi, the cells were lysed and the total RNA was isolated
(RNeasy minikit; Qiagen). The levels of strand-specific virus mRNA
(vmRNA) and virus genomic RNA (vRNA) for the nucleoprotein (NP)
gene were quantified as described previously (47). Briefly, cDNAs com-
plementary to each RNA species were synthesized from 200 ng total RNA
by using gene-specific primers that were 5= tagged with 18 to 20 nucleo-
tides of a non-influenza virus sequence in hot start, saturated trehalose
(48) reverse transcription reactions. Quantitative PCR (qPCR) was per-
formed with Power SYBR green PCR master mix (Invitrogen) using
cDNA templates, the non-influenza virus “tag” primer, and an NP gene-
specific primer. The numbers of RNA copies were determined from the
cycle threshold values (
CT) as fold changes in values relative to those
determined for the controls (virus infected, no drug treatment) as follows:
[2

(treated 
CT � control 
CT)] (49).
Endonuclease inhibition assay. Endonuclease activity assays were

performed as described previously (33, 34, 42, 50). Briefly, the 209-residue
N-terminal domain of the influenza A virus PA protein (PAN) was cloned
and His tag purified (42). Recombinant PAN was kindly provided by Ste-
phen White (St. Jude Children’s Research Hospital). PAN (2 �g) was
incubated with the single-stranded M13mp18 DNA plasmid (TaKaRa,
Shiga, Japan) (0.3 �g) in the presence of RO-7 (0 to 10 �M) or EGCG (100
�M) (as a positive control) (33) in digestion buffer (20 mM Tris [pH 7.3],
100 mM NaCl, 10 mM 	-mercaptoethanol, 2 mM MnCl2 [pH 8.3]) for 1.5
h at 37°C. The total reaction volume was 19 �l, and the final concentration
of PAN in the mixture was approximately 4.4 �M. The reactions were
quenched with 20 mM EDTA and resolved on 1.0% agarose gels. PA-
mediated endonuclease activity was indicated by the digestion and ladder-
ing of the M13mp18 band (approximately 2 kb). The data presented are
representative of the results of at least 3 independent experiments.

NAI susceptibility. Oseltamivir susceptibility was determined by a
modified fluorometric assay using the fluorogenic substrate 2=-(4-methy-
lumberlliferyl)-�-D-N-acetylneuraminic acid (Munana; Sigma-Aldrich).
Influenza viruses were standardized to equivalent NA activity and incu-
bated with oseltamivir (5 � 10�7 to 2 �M). The fluorescence of the re-
leased 4-methylumbelliferone was measured in a Synergy 2 microplate
reader (Biotek) at excitation and emission wavelengths of 360 nM and 460
nM, respectively. The IC50s were determined as described above and com-
pared to the values reported for a panel of reference influenza A and B
viruses provided by the Antiviral Group of the International Society for
Influenza and Other Respiratory Virus Diseases (ISIRV) (51).

Statistical analysis. The data presented are representative of or consist
of combined data from at least 3 independent experiments, as indicated
above. The results represent the means � standard deviations of duplicate
(for NHBE cell data) or at least triplicate (for all other data) determina-
tions. The inhibitory activity 50% endpoints in each assay were deter-
mined by nonlinear regression curve fitting using the log (inhibitor) ver-
sus response logistic equation using GraphPad Prism 6.0 software.

RESULTS
RO-7 inhibits transcription and genome replication steps in the
influenza virus cycle. Compound RO-7 (Fig. 1), a polycyclic car-
bamoyl pyridone derivative with good physicochemical proper-
ties (kinetic solubility, 130 �g/ml; Log D, 2.6; pKa, 7.8), represents
a novel class of influenza replication inhibitors with a mechanism

of action different from that of currently marketed compounds
(18). To assess the stage of the influenza viral replication cycle that
is affected by RO-7, a time-of-addition experiment was performed
with A/California/04/2009 (H1N1)pdm09 virus. As a positive
control, we used ribavirin (100 �M), a purine analog that inhibits
the replication of influenza viruses by multiple mechanisms, in-
cluding the inhibition of RdRp (45, 52). Adding RO-7 before virus
inoculation, during virus adsorption, or at 2 to 4 hpi resulted in a
dose-dependent inhibition of virus replication in MDCK cells
(Fig. 2). These early events encompass virus binding and entry, as
well as the transcription of viral mRNA (vmRNA) and replication
of viral genomic RNA (vRNA), which are dependent on the viral
polymerases. RO-7 was less effective when added after 4 hpi, re-
sulting in inhibition levels of only 29% at 50 nM and 49% at 500
nM compared to the levels seen with untreated controls (Fig. 2),
and is thus less effective at late stages of replication (when vRNA
replication predominates) and/or genome packaging (53). A sim-
ilar trend was observed with ribavirin, which had no inhibitory
activity when added later than 4 hpi (Fig. 2).

RO-7 also inhibited activity of the influenza polymerase com-
plex in a virus-free and cell-free mini-genome system (46).
HEK293T cells were transfected with A/California/04/2009
(H1N1)pdm09 (NP, PA, PB1, and PB2) plasmids and an influenza
M gene-driven luciferase reporter plasmid. RO-7 exhibited a
dose-dependent inhibition of polymerase activity compared to
control results (Fig. 3A), with a mean IC50 of 12.0 nM (Fig. 3B).
Further, RO-7 treatment specifically inhibited the products of the
influenza virus polymerase complex, i.e., synthesis of vmRNA and
vRNA. Virus-inoculated cells treated with RO-7 or the control
drug ribavirin (100 �M) yielded fewer copies of both RNA species,
resulting in copy number levels that were up to 3.6-fold or 2.5-fold
lower than those seen with controls (0 �M drug), respectively

FIG 2 Effect of time of RO-7 addition on inhibition of A/California/04/2009
(H1N1)pdm09 influenza virus replication in MDCK cells. MDCK cells were
inoculated with A/California/04/2009 (H1N1)pdm09 virus (MOI of 2) in me-
dium containing RO-7 (50 or 500 nM) or ribavirin (100 �M) that was added 1
h before inoculation (�1 h), during virus adsorption/inoculation (0), or 1, 2,
4, or 6 h after inoculation (�1, �2, �4, �6 h). Untreated controls [0 �M drug;
(�)] are indicated by gray bars. At 10 hpi, the supernatants were collected and
the virus titers were determined in MDCK cells. Values are means � standard
deviations (SD) and representative of the results of at least 3 independent
experiments.
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(Fig. 4). Thus, we showed that RO-7 is an influenza virus replica-
tion inhibitor that is active during those stages in the viral repli-
cation cycle encompassing transcription and genome replication.

RO-7 inhibits endonuclease activity of influenza A virus PA
protein. The endonuclease activity of the influenza virus PA
polymerase protein is critical for cleaving mRNA caps to initi-
ate vmRNA transcription (28). We tested the ability of RO-7 to
inhibit the enzymatic activity of the N-terminal endonuclease do-
main (PAN). PAN endonuclease activity with respect to a single-
stranded DNA substrate was inhibited in the presence of the pos-
itive-control EGCG compound (100 �m) (Fig. 5) (33). PAN

endonuclease activity was also variably inhibited by RO-7 at a
concentration of approximately 10 nM (Fig. 5), similarly to cell-
based assays, demonstrating its endonuclease inhibitory activity.

Cytotoxicity and antiviral activity of RO-7 in MDCK cells. It
is critical that novel therapeutic compounds have no adverse effect

on host-cell processes and cytopathology. Therefore, we deter-
mined the cytotoxicity of RO-7 for MDCK cells, the cell line used
for the subsequent examination of antiviral activity. In these cells,
the CC50 was 11.9 �M in serum-free medium, whereas adding 5%
FCS increased the CC50 nearly 7-fold (to 86.2 �M) (Fig. 6A). In all
of the experiments whose descriptions follow, we used RO-7 at
concentrations of 10 �M or less in FCS-free medium.

To evaluate the activity of RO-7 against influenza viruses in
vitro, we initially performed 3 assays in MDCK cells, namely, a
plaque number reduction assay, a virus yield reduction (TCID50)
assay, and a cell viability assay. Using the A/California/04/2009
(H1N1)pdm09 virus, we observed mean EC50s of 11.3 nM and
16.0 nM in the plaque number and virus yield reduction assays,
respectively (Fig. 6B and C). In a liquid culture of the virus yield
reduction assay (where the virus spread was not artificially con-
strained) and in the plaque number reduction assay, RO-7 exhib-
ited similar levels of inhibitory activity. Additionally, in the cell

FIG 3 RO-7 inhibition of influenza A/California/04/2009 (H1N1)pdm09 in-
fluenza virus polymerase activity in the mini-genome assay. HEK293T cells
were transfected with plasmids expressing viral proteins (NP, PA, PB1, PB2)
along with luciferase and 	-galactosidase reporters and were treated with
RO-7 (0.16 nM to 10 �M) or ribavirin (100 �M) 3 h before and 24 h after
transfection. The polymerase activity was measured relative to that in the un-
treated control (0 �M drug, gray bar) as luciferase activity normalized to
	-galactosidase activity (A) and was used to construct a dose-response curve
and determine IC50 values (B). Values are means � SD of triplicate determi-
nations and representative of the results of 3 independent assays.

FIG 4 Inhibition of viral mRNA (vmRNA) and viral genomic RNA (vRNA)
synthesis by RO-7. MDCK cells were inoculated with A/California/04/2009
(H1N1)pdm09 virus (MOI of 5.0) in the presence of RO-7 (0.8 nM to 12.5
�M) for 6 to 7 hpi, and the total RNA was isolated from lysates. The vmRNA
(A) and vRNA (B) levels were quantified by quantitative PCR using a SYBR
green platform and are presented as the fold reduction (log10) of levels of
relative RNA species compared to control levels (0 �M drug). Values are
means � SD of triplicate determinations and representative of the results of 3
independent assays.
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viability assay, RO-7 protected MDCK cells from death, with a
mean EC50 of 3.2 nM (Fig. 6D). The CC50 and nanomolar EC50s of
RO-7 resulted in favorable selective indices (SI � CC50/EC50) as
determined in the plaque number reduction (SI � 1,053.1), virus
yield reduction (SI � 743.8), and cell viability (SI � 3718.8) as-
says. Thus, RO-7 exhibits activity against influenza A virus in cell-
based assays, with minimal cytotoxicity.

RO-7 activity against NAI-resistant and -susceptible sea-
sonal influenza A and B viruses. To test the antiviral efficacy of
RO-7 against a wide range of influenza viruses, we assessed its
inhibition of a panel of seasonal influenza A viruses (H1N1 and
H3N2 subtypes [n � 21]) and influenza B viruses (Yamagata and
Victoria lineages [n � 6]). Overall, RO-7 inhibited the replication

of influenza A viruses in MDCK cells by 2.0 log10 TCID50/ml at 5
nM and by 7.2 log10 TCID50/ml at 50 nM, with an EC50 of 7.7 nM
in the cell viability assays (Table 1). For influenza B viruses, RO-7
inhibited the replication by 6.4 log10 TCID50/ml at 50 nM, with a
mean EC50 of 12.8 nM in the cell viability assays (Table 1). The
mean viability assay EC50s were similar to those observed with
A/California/04/2009 (H1N1)pdm09 virus (Fig. 6C and D), as
were the mean SIs for influenza A viruses (SI � 1,541.5) and B
viruses (SI � 933.3). Importantly, influenza A viruses carrying the
common NAI resistance-associated H274Y and E119V NA substi-
tutions, as well as influenza B virus with a D198E NA substitution,
were susceptible to RO-7, demonstrating the potential of that
compound for controlling NAI-resistant viruses. In summary,

FIG 5 Inhibition of influenza A virus PAN endonuclease activity by RO-7. The single-stranded M13mp18 DNA plasmid was incubated with (�) or without (�)
PAN in the presence of RO-7 (1 nm to 10 �M) or EGCG (100 �M) (pH 8.3). The samples were resolved on a 1.0% agarose gel with molecular-weight markers
(MW, left). The agarose gel image is representative of the results of at least 3 independent experiments.

FIG 6 Cytotoxicity and antiviral activity of RO-7 against A/California/04/2009 (H1N1)pdm09 influenza virus in MDCK cells. (A) MDCK cells were treated with
RO-7 (1 pM to 1 mM) with or without FCS. Cell viability was determined at 48 hpi, and the data are presented as a percentage of the control (0 �M drug) viability.
CC50 values are representative of triplicate dose-response curves � SD. (B to D) MDCK cells were inoculated with A/California/04/2009 (H1N1)pdm09 (MOI
of 0.01), and the inhibitory activity of RO-7 was determined in a plaque number reduction assay (B), a virus yield (TCID50) reduction assay (C), or a cell viability
assay (D) at 48 hpi. The EC50s were calculated from triplicate dose response curves, and the SIs were calculated as the ratio of the CC50 to the EC50. Values are
means � SD and representative of the results of at least 3 independent experiments.
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RO-7 has potent and selective inhibitory activity against seasonal
influenza A and B viruses, including NAI-resistant variants.

RO-7 activity against avian-origin A(H5N1), A(H7N9), and
A(H9N2) influenza viruses. Influenza A viruses are zoonotic
pathogens, residing most prominently in avian reservoirs. Occa-
sionally, avian-origin influenza A viruses are transmitted to hu-
mans, causing severe disease with high mortality. This has oc-
curred with highly pathogenic (HPAI) A(H5N1) (54), with
minimally pathogenic A(H9N2) (55), and, most recently, with the
A(H7N9) influenza viruses (56). Therefore, we extended the panel
of tested viruses and examined the activity of RO-7 against avian-
origin human influenza A viruses (n � 8). At a 5 nM concentra-
tion, RO-7 reduced the yield of H5N1, H7N9, and H9N2 viruses
by 1.3 to 1.8 log10 TCID50/ml. At a 50 nM concentration, those
yields were reduced by 6.8 to 7.4 log10 TCID50/ml (Table 2). The
mean EC50s in the cell viability assays were 13.9 nM for influ-
enza A(H5N1) virus, 15.4 nM for influenza A(H7N9) virus,
and 12.2 nM for influenza A(H9N2) virus (Table 2), consistent
with the EC50s observed with human seasonal influenza vi-
ruses. Additionally, RO-7 was effective against NAI-resistant
A/Shanghai/1/2013 (H7N9) virus carrying an R292K NA sub-
stitution (57). Thus, the in vitro efficacy of RO-7 is not confined
to seasonal human viruses; RO-7 is also efficacious against vir-
ulent zoonotic subtypes.

RO-7 inhibition of influenza A and B virus replication in dif-
ferentiated primary NHBE cells. To determine whether RO-7
can inhibit influenza A and B virus replication in primary human
cells, we tested its antiviral efficacy in differentiated NHBE cells
that retain the physiologic and structural functions of the primary
site of influenza virus replication, the human airway (58). RO-7
inhibited replication of a panel of influenza A and B viruses in
NHBE cells. At a 3 nM concentration, RO-7 reduced the yield of
influenza A viruses by up to 2.5 log10 TCID50/ml and inhibited
replication of a single influenza B virus in NHBE cells from one
donor. At a 30 nM concentration, RO-7 inhibited replication of
the influenza A and B viruses tested by 4.4 to 4.8 log10 TCID50/ml
in NHBE cells from both donors (Table 3), suggesting that it is
effective in physiologically relevant airway cells infected with dif-
ferent influenza viruses.

DISCUSSION

The list of antiviral drugs recommended for the prevention and
treatment of influenza infection is limited. NAIs remain the only
influenza virus-specific therapeutic agents recommended for use
in the United Sates (6, 18). Therefore, the potential circulation of
NAI-resistant virus poses a serious threat, and this justifies the
pursuit of novel inhibitors with different viral targets, including
the polymerase proteins. Here, we have characterized a novel in-
hibitor and demonstrated that inhibition of the endonuclease do-
main of the PA protein confers broad-spectrum activity against
influenza A and B viruses of multiple lineages, subtypes, origins,
and NAI-susceptibility phenotypes.

In this report, we have characterized the activity of this com-
pound in a variety of assays and platforms: the plaque number
reduction, virus yield (TCID50) reduction, and cell viability assays
(5, 59). Our results across 36 influenza A and B viruses demon-
strate the breadth of anti-influenza activity of RO-7. In all cases,
the viruses were highly susceptible to RO-7 and had favorable SIs.
Furthermore, the EC50s and SIs were similar for seasonal viruses
and for emerging zoonotic A(H5N1), A(H9N2), and A(H7N9)

viruses, suggesting that this inhibitor is potentially useful in a pan-
demic scenario. A final advantage of our study was the inclusion of
primary NHBE cells. In these physiologically relevant cells, RO-7
inhibited all the viruses tested at concentrations in the nanomolar
to submicromolar range, and its efficacy should, therefore, be
tested in future in vivo studies.

An in vitro comparison of RO-7 to existing clinical anti-influ-
enza compounds such as the NAIs is difficult because cell culture-
based assays are not accurate methods for determining NAI sus-
ceptibility (51, 60). However, RO-7 may possess an in vivo benefit
over NAIs because it acts before the last step in the virus life cycle,
preventing a full round of replication and potentially decreasing
the magnitude of triggered inflammatory responses. Additional
benefits of RO-7 are that it acts upon a protein target different
from that seen with the NAIs and is potent against NAI-resistant
virus infections and could be used in combination therapy to limit
the selection of resistant virus variants (61).

We observed that RO-7 had EC50s in vitro that were lower than
those of other inhibitors that act upon internal processes and tar-
get viral structural proteins. In the CPE reduction assay, RO-7
EC50s were 10.8 nM, which is consistent with previous data (Fig. 1;
see also Table S1 in the supplemental material), compared to 0.3
�M for amantadine (amantadine-susceptible viruses) (62, 63)
and 31.6 �M for ribavirin (see Table S1). Results of tissue culture
assays and conditions can differ greatly between laboratories, and
those differences complicate a comparison of RO-7 to other ex-
perimental polymerase inhibitors. Nevertheless, RO-7 in our
studies was active in the nanomolar range, giving results similar to
reported values for cap-binding inhibitors VX-787 in a CPE re-
duction assay (3.2 nM versus 1.6 nM) (64) and BPR3P0128 in a
plaque reduction assay (11.3 nM versus �29 nM) (65). RO-7 has
low toxicity in MDCK cells that is within the range of that of the
endonuclease inhibitors flutimide (CC50, �10 �M; 34) and
4-substituted 2,4-dioxobutanoic acid L-742,001 (CC50, �100
�M; 29). The tissue culture EC50s observed with RO-7 were sev-
eralfold lower than those observed in published studies performed
with flutimide (EC50, 5.9 �M; 32), L-742,001 and its derivatives
(0.8 to 11 �M; 29, 30, 41, 66), tetramic acid compounds (EC50, 21
to 100 �M; 36), and marchantins and fullerenes (EC50, 43 to 100
�M; 40). RO-7 inhibited PAN activity at concentrations as low as
10 nm in non-cell-based plasmid cleavage enzymatic assays con-
ducted at pH 8.3. We note that this function was pH dependent,
and assays performed at neutral pH yielded IC50s in the 0.5 to 2
�M range (data not shown).

A critical concern with any antimicrobial agent is the develop-
ment of drug resistance. Resistance-associated substitutions in the
M2 protein of influenza A viruses are quickly generated during
amantadine therapy, and the frequency of amantadine-resistant
variants among circulating seasonal A(H1N1) and A(H3N2) sub-
types is �90% (10, 67). Lessened resistance selection rates are
among the advantages of NAIs, but influenza A viruses such as the
clade 2B lineage of A/Brisbane/59/2007-like (H1N1) have been
shown to escape oseltamivir pressure without a loss of viral fitness
(68–70). Oseltamivir-resistant A(H1N1)pdm09 viruses carrying
the H274Y NA substitution could be efficiently transmitted via
contact and respiratory droplet routes in ferret and guinea pig
animal models (71–73). Substitutions that confer resistance to
polymerase inhibitors would be expected to significantly decrease
virus fitness (74, 75). Serial passage in cells with various nucleoside
analogues, such as ribavirin, T-705, 5-azacytidine, and 5-fluorou-
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racil, often fails to yield specific substitutions in the polymerase
proteins because of the lethal mutagenesis mechanism of these
compounds (76–78). However, this mechanism is different from
that employed by RO-7; it is unknown to what degree the viral PA
protein can escape from RO-7 drug pressure and still retain suit-
able endonuclease activity. The PA protein is highly conserved
among all influenza A viruses (79), with critical enzymatic do-
mains retaining 99% homology (42); it is less likely to tolerate
resistant mutations (25, 80, 81). PA inhibitor-resistant mutants
have been generated by cell culture passage for L-742,001 (30, 66),
a 2-substituted-4,5-dihydroxypyrimidine derivative (42). This
L-742,001-resistant mutant strain (PA T20A) was significantly
more impaired in replication capacity (3-fold EC50 change) than
the zanamivir-resistant mutant (NA Q199G) that arose through
passages in MDCK cells within the same study (
30,000-fold
EC50 change), suggesting a profile of lower resistance for this en-
donuclease inhibitor than for the NAI (66). Additionally, results
of a recent study by Song and colleagues suggest that other substi-
tutions beyond PA T20A are unlikely to arise through serial pas-
sage in MDCK cells. Amino acid substitutions in the endonuclease
domain of the PA protein, such as I79L, F105S, and E119D, were
observed only after application of PCR mutagenesis, virus rescue,
and sequential passage of rescued viruses in the presence of LL-
742,001 (82). These mutations induced a 2- to 29.4-fold change in
IC50 or EC50s compared to wild-type virus results. An examina-
tion of influenza A virus resistance potential in the face of RO-7 is
under way.

Our data from analyses of NHBE cells demonstrate that RO-7
retains its inhibitory activity in physiologically relevant respira-
tory cells and could, therefore, also be active in animal models.
Similar conclusions have been drawn from testing existing NAIs
and experimental antiviral compounds in human lung tissue ex-
plants (83). Future exploration of the in vivo potential of RO-7,
including an analysis of dosage, therapeutic window, and route(s)
of inoculation, is therefore warranted.

In summary, the novel compound RO-7 is a promising antivi-
ral agent that broadly inhibits influenza virus replication by tar-
geting the viral PA protein endonuclease. Further investigation is
warranted of this and other similar inhibitors as potential thera-
peutic agents against influenza.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Mohamed Ahmed Ali with the National Research Centre,
Egypt, and Ghazi Kayali with Human Link, Lebanon, for providing the
human H5N1 virus and Stephen White and Gyanendra Kumar for the
recombinant PAN protein. We are grateful to Brian J. Lenny for experi-
mental assistance.

I.N., C.L., L.K., and R.G. are employees of the Roche Innovation Cen-
ter, F. Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd. E.A.G. received funding for this study
from the Roche Innovation Center, F. Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd. J.C.J.,
B.M.M., and P.N.Q.P. do not have a commercial or other association (e.g.,
pharmaceutical stock ownership, consultancy, advisory board member-
ship, relevant patents, or research funding) that might pose a conflict of
interest.

This study was supported by a research grant from the Roche Innova-
tion Center, F. Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd., National Institute of Allergy and
Infectious Diseases, National Institutes of Health, Department of Health
and Human Services, under contract number HHSN272201400006C and
by ALSAC.

FUNDING INFORMATION
This work, including the efforts of Jeremy C. Jones, was funded by HHS |
NIH | National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID)
(HHSN272201400006C).

The funders had no role in study design, data collection and interpreta-
tion, or the decision to submit the work for publication.

REFERENCES
1. World Health Organization. 2008. Influenza. World Health Organiza-

tion, Geneva, Switzerland. http://www.who.int/immunization/topics
/influenza/en/. Accessed 7 December 2015.

2. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 2015. Key facts about
seasonal flu vaccine. CDC, Atlanta, GA. http://www.cdc.gov/flu/protect
/keyfacts.htm#benefits. Accessed 7 December 2015.

3. Hannoun C. 2013. The evolving history of influenza viruses and influenza
vaccines. Expert Rev Vaccines 12:1085–1094. http://dx.doi.org/10.1586
/14760584.2013.824709.

4. Soema PC, Kompier R, Amorij JP, Kersten GF. 2015. Current and next
generation influenza vaccines: formulation and production strategies. Eur
J Pharm Biopharm 94:251–263. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2015.05
.023.

5. Boivin G. 2013. Detection and management of antiviral resistance for
influenza viruses. Influenza Other Respir Viruses 7(Suppl 3):S18 –S23.

6. Fiore AE, Fry A, Shay D, Gubareva L, Bresee JS, Uyeki TM, Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). 2011. Antiviral agents for the
treatment and chemoprophylaxis of influenza — recommendations of the
Advisory Committee on Immunization Practices (ACIP). MMWR Re-
comm Rep 60:1–24.

7. Lackenby A, Thompson CI, Democratis J. 2008. The potential impact of
neuraminidase inhibitor resistant influenza. Curr Opin Infect Dis 21:626 –
638. http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/QCO.0b013e3283199797.

8. Webster RG, Govorkova EA. 2014. Continuing challenges in influenza.
Ann N Y Acad Sci 1323:115–139. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/nyas.12462.

9. van der Vries E, Schutten M, Fraaij P, Boucher C, Osterhaus A. 2013.
Influenza virus resistance to antiviral therapy. Adv Pharmacol 67:217–
246. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-405880-4.00006-8.

10. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 2015. Antiviral drug
resistance among influenza viruses. CDC, Atlanta, GA. http://
www.cdc.gov/flu/professionals/antivirals/antiviral-drug-resistance
.htm. Accessed January 2016.

11. Okomo-Adhiambo M, Fry AM, Su S, Nguyen HT, Elal AA, Negron E,
Hand J, Garten RJ, Barnes J, Xiyan X, Villanueva JM, Gubareva LV,
2013–14 US Influenza Antiviral Working Group. 2015. Oseltamivir-
resistant influenza A(H1N1)pdm09 viruses, United States, 2013–14.
Emerg Infect Dis 21:136 –141. http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid2101/141006.

12. Greig SL, Deeks ED. 2015. Abacavir/dolutegravir/lamivudine single-
tablet regimen: a review of its use in HIV-1 infection. Drugs 75:503–514.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40265-015-0361-6.

13. Nair V, Okello M. 2015. Integrase inhibitor prodrugs: approaches to
enhancing the anti-HIV activity of beta-diketo acids. Molecules 20:12623–
12651. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules200712623.

14. Clark DN, Hu J. 2015. Hepatitis B virus reverse transcriptase—target of
current antiviral therapy and future drug development. Antiviral Res 123:
132–137. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2015.09.011.

15. Summers BB, Beavers JW, Klibanov OM. 2014. Sofosbuvir, a novel
nucleotide analogue inhibitor used for the treatment of hepatitis C virus. J
Pharm Pharmacol 66:1653–1666. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jphp.12294.

16. Rodriguez-Frandsen A, Alfonso R, Nieto A. 2015. Influenza virus poly-
merase: functions on host range, inhibition of cellular response to infec-
tion and pathogenicity. Virus Res 209:23–38. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j
.virusres.2015.03.017.

17. Fernandez H, Banks G, Smith R. 1986. Ribavirin: a clinical overview. Eur
J Epidemiol 2:1–14. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00152711.

18. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 2015. Antiviral drugs.
CDC, Atlanta, GA. http://www.cdc.gov/flu/professionals/antivirals/index
.htm. Accessed 8 December 2015.

19. Hayden FG. 2004. Pandemic influenza: is an antiviral response realistic?
Pediatr Infect Dis J 23:S262–S269. http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.inf
.0000144680.39895.ce.

20. National Institutes of Health. 2016. Phase 3 efficacy and safety study of
favipiravir for treatment of uncomplicated influenza in adults—

Jones et al.

5512 aac.asm.org September 2016 Volume 60 Number 9Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy

 on A
ugust 22, 2016 by S

T
 JU

D
E

 C
H

ILD
R

E
N

S
 R

E
S

 H
O

S
P

IT
A

L
http://aac.asm

.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://www.who.int/immunization/topics/influenza/en/
http://www.who.int/immunization/topics/influenza/en/
http://www.cdc.gov/flu/protect/keyfacts.htm#benefits
http://www.cdc.gov/flu/protect/keyfacts.htm#benefits
http://dx.doi.org/10.1586/14760584.2013.824709
http://dx.doi.org/10.1586/14760584.2013.824709
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2015.05.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2015.05.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/QCO.0b013e3283199797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/nyas.12462
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-405880-4.00006-8
http://www.cdc.gov/flu/professionals/antivirals/antiviral-drug-resistance.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/flu/professionals/antivirals/antiviral-drug-resistance.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/flu/professionals/antivirals/antiviral-drug-resistance.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid2101/141006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40265-015-0361-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules200712623
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2015.09.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jphp.12294
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.virusres.2015.03.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.virusres.2015.03.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00152711
http://www.cdc.gov/flu/professionals/antivirals/index.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/flu/professionals/antivirals/index.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.inf.0000144680.39895.ce
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.inf.0000144680.39895.ce
http://aac.asm.org
http://aac.asm.org/


T705US316. National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD. https:
//clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02026349?term�influenza�T705&rank
�1. Accessed January 2016.

21. Furuta Y, Gowen BB, Takahashi K, Shiraki K, Smee DF, Barnard DL.
2013. Favipiravir (T-705), a novel viral RNA polymerase inhibitor. Anti-
viral Res 100:446 – 454. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2013.09.015.

22. Ghanem A, Mayer D, Chase G, Tegge W, Frank R, Kochs G, Garcia-
Sastre A, Schwemmle M. 2007. Peptide-mediated interference with in-
fluenza A virus polymerase. J Virol 81:7801–7804. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1128/JVI.00724-07.

23. Muratore G, Goracci L, Mercorelli B, Foeglein A, Digard P, Cruciani G,
Palu G, Loregian A. 2012. Small molecule inhibitors of influenza A and B
viruses that act by disrupting subunit interactions of the viral polymerase.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 109:6247– 6252. http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas
.1119817109.

24. Yuan S, Chu H, Zhao H, Zhang K, Singh K, Chow BK, Kao RY, Zhou
J, Zheng BJ. 22 November 2015. Identification of a small-molecule inhib-
itor of influenza virus via disrupting the subunits interaction of the viral
polymerase. Antiviral Res http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2015.11
.005.

25. Shi F, Xie Y, Shi L, Xu W. 2013. Viral RNA polymerase: a promising
antiviral target for influenza A virus. Curr Med Chem 20:3923–3934. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.2174/09298673113209990208.

26. Loregian A, Mercorelli B, Nannetti G, Compagnin C, Palu G. 2014.
Antiviral strategies against influenza virus: towards new therapeutic ap-
proaches. Cell Mol Life Sci 71:3659 –3683. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007
/s00018-014-1615-2.

27. Mallipeddi PL, Kumar G, White SW, Webb TR. 2014. Recent advances
in computer-aided drug design as applied to anti-influenza drug discov-
ery. Curr Top Med Chem 14:1875–1889. http://dx.doi.org/10.2174
/1568026614666140929153812.

28. Dias A, Bouvier D, Crepin T, McCarthy AA, Hart DJ, Baudin F, Cusack
S, Ruigrok RW. 2009. The cap-snatching endonuclease of influenza virus
polymerase resides in the PA subunit. Nature 458:914 –918. http://dx.doi
.org/10.1038/nature07745.

29. Hastings JC, Selnick H, Wolanski B, Tomassini JE. 1996. Anti-influenza
virus activities of 4-substituted 2,4-dioxobutanoic acid inhibitors. Anti-
microb Agents Chemother 40:1304 –1307.

30. Stevaert A, Dallocchio R, Dessi A, Pala N, Rogolino D, Sechi M,
Naesens L. 2013. Mutational analysis of the binding pockets of the diketo
acid inhibitor L-742,001 in the influenza virus PA endonuclease. J Virol
87:10524 –10538. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00832-13.

31. Singh SB, Tomassini JE. 2001. Synthesis of natural flutimide and analo-
gous fully substituted pyrazine-2,6-diones, endonuclease inhibitors of in-
fluenza virus. J Org Chem 66:5504 –5516. http://dx.doi.org/10.1021
/jo015665d.

32. Tomassini JE, Davies ME, Hastings JC, Lingham R, Mojena M,
Raghoobar SL, Singh SB, Tkacz JS, Goetz MA. 1996. A novel antiviral
agent which inhibits the endonuclease of influenza viruses. Antimicrob
Agents Chemother 40:1189 –1193.

33. Iwai Y, Murakami K, Gomi Y, Hashimoto T, Asakawa Y, Okuno Y,
Ishikawa T, Hatakeyama D, Echigo N, Kuzuhara T. 2011. Anti-
influenza activity of marchantins, macrocyclic bisbibenzyls contained in
liverworts. PLoS One 6:e19825. http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone
.0019825.

34. Kuzuhara T, Iwai Y, Takahashi H, Hatakeyama D, Echigo N. 2009.
Green tea catechins inhibit the endonuclease activity of influenza A virus
RNA polymerase. PLoS Curr 1:RRN1052. http://dx.doi.org/10.1371
/currents.RRN1052.

35. Carcelli M, Rogolino D, Bacchi A, Rispoli G, Fisicaro E, Compari C,
Sechi M, Stevaert A, Naesens L. 2014. Metal-chelating 2-hydroxyphenyl
amide pharmacophore for inhibition of influenza virus endonuclease.
Mol Pharm 11:304 –316. http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/mp400482a.

36. Parkes KE, Ermert P, Fassler J, Ives J, Martin JA, Merrett JH, Obrecht
D, Williams G, Klumpp K. 2003. Use of a pharmacophore model to
discover a new class of influenza endonuclease inhibitors. J Med Chem
46:1153–1164. http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm020334u.

37. Parhi AK, Xiang A, Bauman JD, Patel D, Vijayan RS, Das K, Arnold E,
Lavoie EJ. 2013. Phenyl substituted 3-hydroxypyridin-2(1H)-ones: in-
hibitors of influenza A endonuclease. Bioorg Med Chem 21:6435– 6446.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2013.08.053.

38. Sagong HY, Bauman JD, Patel D, Das K, Arnold E, LaVoie EJ. 2014.
Phenyl substituted 4-hydroxypyridazin-3(2H)-ones and 5-hydroxypy-

rimidin-4(3H)-ones: inhibitors of influenza A endonuclease. J Med Chem
57:8086 – 8098. http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm500958x.

39. Sagong HY, Parhi A, Bauman JD, Patel D, Vijayan RS, Das K, Arnold
E, LaVoie EJ. 2013. 3-Hydroxyquinolin-2(1H)-ones as inhibitors of in-
fluenza A endonuclease. ACS Med Chem Lett 4:547–550. http://dx.doi.org
/10.1021/ml4001112.

40. Shoji M, Takahashi E, Hatakeyama D, Iwai Y, Morita Y, Shirayama R,
Echigo N, Kido H, Nakamura S, Mashino T, Okutani T, Kuzuhara T.
2013. Anti-influenza activity of c60 fullerene derivatives. PLoS One
8:e66337. http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0066337.

41. Baughman BM, Jake Slavish P, DuBois RM, Boyd VA, White SW,
Webb TR. 2012. Identification of influenza endonuclease inhibitors using
a novel fluorescence polarization assay. ACS Chem Biol 7:526 –534. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1021/cb200439z.

42. DuBois RM, Slavish PJ, Baughman BM, Yun MK, Bao J, Webby RJ,
Webb TR, White SW. 2012. Structural and biochemical basis for devel-
opment of influenza virus inhibitors targeting the PA endonuclease. PLoS
Pathog 8:e1002830. http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002830.

43. Takahashi C, Mikamiyama H, Akiyama T, Tomita K, Taoda Y, Kawai
M, Anan K, Miyagawa M, Suzuki N. August 2013.Substituted polycyclic
carbamoyl pyridone derivative prodrug.US patent 20,130,197,219 A1.

44. Reed LJ, Muench LH. 1938. A simple method for estimating fifty percent
endpoints. Am J Hyg 27:493– 497.

45. Hoffmann HH, Kunz A, Simon VA, Palese P, Shaw ML. 2011. Broad-
spectrum antiviral that interferes with de novo pyrimidine biosynthesis.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 108:5777–5782. http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas
.1101143108.

46. Song MS, Pascua PN, Lee JH, Baek YH, Lee OJ, Kim CJ, Kim H, Webby
RJ, Webster RG, Choi YK. 2009. The polymerase acidic protein gene of
influenza A virus contributes to pathogenicity in a mouse model. J Virol
83:12325–12335. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01373-09.

47. Kawakami E, Watanabe T, Fujii K, Goto H, Watanabe S, Noda T,
Kawaoka Y. 2011. Strand-specific real-time RT-PCR for distinguishing
influenza vRNA, cRNA, and mRNA. J Virol Methods 173:1– 6. http://dx
.doi.org/10.1016/j.jviromet.2010.12.014.

48. Mizuno Y, Carninci P, Okazaki Y, Tateno M, Kawai J, Amanuma H,
Muramatsu M, Hayashizaki Y. 1999. Increased specificity of reverse
transcription priming by trehalose and oligo-blockers allows high-
efficiency window separation of mRNA display. Nucleic Acids Res 27:
1345–1349. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/27.5.1345.

49. Schmittgen TD, Livak KJ. 2008. Analyzing real-time PCR data by the
comparative C(T) method. Nat Protoc 3:1101–1108. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1038/nprot.2008.73.

50. Stevaert A, Nurra S, Pala N, Carcelli M, Rogolino D, Shepard C,
Domaoal RA, Kim B, Alfonso-Prieto M, Marras SA, Sechi M, Naesens
L. 2015. An integrated biological approach to guide the development of
metal-chelating inhibitors of influenza virus PA endonuclease. Mol Phar-
macol 87:323–337. http://dx.doi.org/10.1124/mol.114.095588.

51. ISIRV. 2014. Panel of influenza A and B viruses is for the assessment of
neuraminidase inhibitor susceptibility. https://isirv.org/site/images
/AVG_panel_leaflet_Nov14.pdf. Accessed February 2016.

52. Cheung PP, Watson SJ, Choy KT, Fun Sia S, Wong DD, Poon LL,
Kellam P, Guan Y, Malik Peiris JS, Yen HL. 2014. Generation and
characterization of influenza A viruses with altered polymerase fidelity.
Nat Commun 5:4794. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5794.

53. Palese P, Shaw ML. 2007. Orthomyxoviridae: the viruses and their rep-
lication, p 1660 –1669. In Knipe DM, Howley PM, Griffin DE, Lamb RA,
Martin MA, Roizman B, Straus SE (ed), Fields virology, 5th ed. Lippincott
Williams & Wilkins, Philadelphia, PA.

54. Van Kerkhove MD. 2013. Brief literature review for the WHO global
influenza research agenda— highly pathogenic avian influenza H5N1 risk
in humans. Influenza Other Respir Viruses 7(Suppl 2):S26 –S33.

55. Cauthen AN, Swayne DE, Schultz-Cherry S, Perdue ML, Suarez DL.
2000. Continued circulation in China of highly pathogenic avian influenza
viruses encoding the hemagglutinin gene associated with the 1997 H5N1
outbreak in poultry and humans. J Virol 74:6592– 6599. http://dx.doi.org
/10.1128/JVI.74.14.6592-6599.2000.

56. Yiu Lai K, Wing Yiu Ng G, Fai Wong K, Fan Ngai Hung I, Kam Fai
Hong J, Fan Cheng F, Kwok Cheung Chan J. 2013. Human H7N9 avian
influenza virus infection: a review and pandemic risk assessment. Emerg
Microbes Infect 2:e48. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/emi.2013.48.

57. Sleeman K, Guo Z, Barnes J, Shaw M, Stevens J, Gubareva LV. 2013. R292K

In Vitro Activity of an Influenza Polymerase Inhibitor

September 2016 Volume 60 Number 9 aac.asm.org 5513Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy

 on A
ugust 22, 2016 by S

T
 JU

D
E

 C
H

ILD
R

E
N

S
 R

E
S

 H
O

S
P

IT
A

L
http://aac.asm

.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02026349?term=influenza+T705&rank=1
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02026349?term=influenza+T705&rank=1
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02026349?term=influenza+T705&rank=1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2013.09.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00724-07
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00724-07
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1119817109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1119817109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2015.11.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2015.11.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/09298673113209990208
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/09298673113209990208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00018-014-1615-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00018-014-1615-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1568026614666140929153812
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1568026614666140929153812
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07745
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07745
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00832-13
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo015665d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jo015665d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0019825
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0019825
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/currents.RRN1052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/currents.RRN1052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/mp400482a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm020334u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bmc.2013.08.053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm500958x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ml4001112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ml4001112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0066337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cb200439z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cb200439z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1101143108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1101143108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01373-09
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jviromet.2010.12.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jviromet.2010.12.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/27.5.1345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2008.73
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2008.73
http://dx.doi.org/10.1124/mol.114.095588
https://isirv.org/site/images/AVG_panel_leaflet_Nov14.pdf
https://isirv.org/site/images/AVG_panel_leaflet_Nov14.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5794
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.74.14.6592-6599.2000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.74.14.6592-6599.2000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/emi.2013.48
http://aac.asm.org
http://aac.asm.org/


substitution and drug susceptibility of influenza A(H7N9) viruses. Emerg
Infect Dis 19:1521–1524. http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid1909.130724.

58. Oshansky CM, Pickens JA, Bradley KC, Jones LP, Saavedra-Ebner GM,
Barber JP, Crabtree JM, Steinhauer DA, Tompkins SM, Tripp RA. 2011.
Avian influenza viruses infect primary human bronchial epithelial cells
unconstrained by sialic acid alpha2,3 residues. PLoS One 6:e21183. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021183.

59. Sidwell RW, Smee DF. 2000. In vitro and in vivo assay systems for study
of influenza virus inhibitors. Antiviral Res 48:1–16. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1016/S0166-3542(00)00125-X.

60. Wetherall NT, Trivedi T, Zeller J, Hodges-Savola C, McKimm-
Breschkin JL, Zambon M, Hayden FG. 2003. Evaluation of neuramini-
dase enzyme assays using different substrates to measure susceptibility of
influenza virus clinical isolates to neuraminidase inhibitors: report of the
neuraminidase inhibitor susceptibility network. J Clin Microbiol 41:742–
750. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JCM.41.2.742-750.2003.

61. Krug RM, Aramini JM. 2009. Emerging antiviral targets for influenza A
virus. Trends Pharmacol Sci 30:269 –277. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tips
.2009.03.002.

62. Hayden FG, Cote KM, Douglas RG, Jr. 1980. Plaque inhibition assay for
drug susceptibility testing of influenza viruses. Antimicrob Agents Che-
mother 17:865– 870. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.17.5.865.

63. Sleeman K, Mishin VP, Deyde VM, Furuta Y, Klimov AI, Gubareva LV.
2010. In vitro antiviral activity of favipiravir (T-705) against drug-
resistant influenza and 2009 A(H1N1) viruses. Antimicrob Agents Che-
mother 54:2517–2524. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.01739-09.

64. Byrn RA, Jones SM, Bennett HB, Bral C, Clark MP, Jacobs MD, Kwong
AD, Ledeboer MW, Leeman JR, McNeil CF, Murcko MA, Nezami A,
Perola E, Rijnbrand R, Saxena K, Tsai AW, Zhou Y, Charifson PS. 2015.
Preclinical activity of VX-787, a first-in-class, orally bioavailable inhibitor
of the influenza virus polymerase PB2 subunit. Antimicrob Agents Che-
mother 59:1569 –1582. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.04623-14.

65. Hsu JT, Yeh JY, Lin TJ, Li ML, Wu MS, Hsieh CF, Chou YC, Tang WF,
Lau KS, Hung HC, Fang MY, Ko S, Hsieh HP, Horng JT. 2012.
Identification of BPR3P0128 as an inhibitor of cap-snatching activities of
influenza virus. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 56:647– 657. http://dx.doi
.org/10.1128/AAC.00125-11.

66. Nakazawa M, Kadowaki SE, Watanabe I, Kadowaki Y, Takei M, Fukuda
H. 2008. PA subunit of RNA polymerase as a promising target for anti-
influenza virus agents. Antiviral Res 78:194 –201. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1016/j.antiviral.2007.12.010.

67. Bright RA, Medina MJ, Xu X, Perez-Oronoz G, Wallis TR, Davis XM,
Povinelli L, Cox NJ, Klimov AI. 2005. Incidence of adamantane resis-
tance among influenza A (H3N2) viruses isolated worldwide from 1994 to
2005: a cause for concern. Lancet 366:1175–1181. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1016/S0140-6736(05)67338-2.

68. Abed Y, Pizzorno A, Bouhy X, Boivin G. 2011. Role of permissive
neuraminidase mutations in influenza A/Brisbane/59/2007-like (H1N1)
viruses. PLoS Pathog 7:e1002431. http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat
.1002431.

69. Bloom JD, Gong LI, Baltimore D. 2010. Permissive secondary mutations
enable the evolution of influenza oseltamivir resistance. Science 328:
1272–1275. http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1187816.

70. Duan S, Govorkova EA, Bahl J, Zaraket H, Baranovich T, Seiler P,
Prevost K, Webster RG, Webby RJ. 2014. Epistatic interactions between
neuraminidase mutations facilitated the emergence of the oseltamivir-
resistant H1N1 influenza viruses. Nat Commun 5:5029. http://dx.doi.org
/10.1038/ncomms6029.

71. Kiso M, Shinya K, Shimojima M, Takano R, Takahashi K, Katsura H,
Kakugawa S, Le MT, Yamashita M, Furuta Y, Ozawa M, Kawaoka Y.
2010. Characterization of oseltamivir-resistant 2009 H1N1 pandemic in-
fluenza A viruses. PLoS Pathog 6:e1001079. http://dx.doi.org/10.1371
/journal.ppat.1001079.

72. Memoli MJ, Davis AS, Proudfoot K, Chertow DS, Hrabal RJ, Bristol T,
Taubenberger JK. 2011. Multidrug-resistant 2009 pandemic influenza
A(H1N1) viruses maintain fitness and transmissibility in ferrets. J Infect
Dis 203:348 –357. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiq067.

73. Seibert CW, Kaminski M, Philipp J, Rubbenstroth D, Albrecht RA,
Schwalm F, Stertz S, Medina RA, Kochs G, Garcia-Sastre A, Staeheli P,
Palese P. 2010. Oseltamivir-resistant variants of the 2009 pandemic H1N1
influenza A virus are not attenuated in the guinea pig and ferret transmis-
sion models. J Virol 84:11219 –11226. http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI
.01424-10.

74. Crépin T, Dias A, Palencia A, Swale C, Cusack S, Ruigrok RW. 2010.
Mutational and metal binding analysis of the endonuclease domain of the
influenza virus polymerase PA subunit. J Virol 84:9096 –9104. http://dx
.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00995-10.

75. Hara K, Schmidt FI, Crow M, Brownlee GG. 2006. Amino acid residues
in the N-terminal region of the PA subunit of influenza A virus RNA
polymerase play a critical role in protein stability, endonuclease activity,
cap binding, and virion RNA promoter binding. J Virol 80:7789 –7798.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00600-06.

76. Baranovich T, Wong SS, Armstrong J, Marjuki H, Webby RJ, Webster
RG, Govorkova EA. 2013. T-705 (favipiravir) induces lethal mutagenesis
in influenza A H1N1 viruses in vitro. J Virol 87:3741–3751. http://dx.doi
.org/10.1128/JVI.02346-12.

77. Daikoku T, Yoshida Y, Okuda T, Shiraki K. 2014. Characterization of
susceptibility variants of influenza virus grown in the presence of T-705. J
Pharmacol Sci 126:281–284. http://dx.doi.org/10.1254/jphs.14156SC.

78. Pauly MD, Lauring AS. 2015. Effective lethal mutagenesis of influenza
virus by three nucleoside analogs. J Virol 89:3584 –3597. http://dx.doi.org
/10.1128/JVI.03483-14.

79. ElHefnawi M, Alaidi O, Mohamed N, Kamar M, El-Azab I, Zada S,
Siam R. 2011. Identification of novel conserved functional motifs across
most influenza A viral strains. Virol J 8:44. http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1743
-422X-8-44.

80. Chen E, Swift RV, Alderson N, Feher VA, Feng GS, Amaro RE. 2014.
Computation-guided discovery of influenza endonuclease inhibitors.
ACS Med Chem Lett 5:61– 64. http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ml4003474.

81. Davis AM, Chabolla BJ, Newcomb LL. 2014. Emerging antiviral resistant
strains of influenza A and the potential therapeutic targets within the viral
ribonucleoprotein (vRNP) complex. Virol J 11:167. http://dx.doi.org/10
.1186/1743-422X-11-167.

82. Song MS, Kumar G, Shadrick WR, Zhou W, Jeevan T, Li Z, Slavish PJ,
Fabrizio TP, Yoon SW, Webb TR, Webby RJ, White SW. 2016. Iden-
tification and characterization of influenza variants resistant to a viral
endonuclease inhibitor. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 113:3669 –3674. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1519772113.

83. Nicholas B, Staples KJ, Moese S, Meldrum E, Ward J, Dennison P,
Havelock T, Hinks TS, Amer K, Woo E, Chamberlain M, Singh N,
North M, Pink S, Wilkinson TM, Djukanovic R. 2015. A novel lung
explant model for the ex vivo study of efficacy and mechanisms of anti-
influenza drugs. J Immunol 194:6144 – 6154. http://dx.doi.org/10.4049
/jimmunol.1402283.

Jones et al.

5514 aac.asm.org September 2016 Volume 60 Number 9Antimicrobial Agents and Chemotherapy

 on A
ugust 22, 2016 by S

T
 JU

D
E

 C
H

ILD
R

E
N

S
 R

E
S

 H
O

S
P

IT
A

L
http://aac.asm

.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid1909.130724
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0166-3542(00)00125-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0166-3542(00)00125-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JCM.41.2.742-750.2003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tips.2009.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tips.2009.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.17.5.865
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.01739-09
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.04623-14
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00125-11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AAC.00125-11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2007.12.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2007.12.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(05)67338-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(05)67338-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1187816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1001079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1001079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiq067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01424-10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01424-10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00995-10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00995-10
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00600-06
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02346-12
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02346-12
http://dx.doi.org/10.1254/jphs.14156SC
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.03483-14
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.03483-14
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1743-422X-8-44
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1743-422X-8-44
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ml4003474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1743-422X-11-167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1743-422X-11-167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1519772113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1519772113
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1402283
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1402283
http://aac.asm.org
http://aac.asm.org/

	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Cells.
	Viruses.
	Laboratory facilities.
	Antiviral compounds.
	Cytotoxicity and cell viability assays.
	Plaque number reduction assays.
	Virus yield reduction assay.
	Antiviral activity in NHBE cells.
	Time-of-addition assay.
	Influenza mini-replicon assay.
	vmRNA and vRNA analysis.
	Endonuclease inhibition assay.
	NAI susceptibility.
	Statistical analysis.

	RESULTS
	RO-7 inhibits transcription and genome replication steps in the influenza virus cycle.
	RO-7 inhibits endonuclease activity of influenza A virus PA protein.
	Cytotoxicity and antiviral activity of RO-7 in MDCK cells.
	RO-7 activity against NAI-resistant and -susceptible seasonal influenza A and B viruses.
	RO-7 activity against avian-origin A(H5N1), A(H7N9), and A(H9N2) influenza viruses.
	RO-7 inhibition of influenza A and B virus replication in differentiated primary NHBE cells.

	DISCUSSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES

