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Screening of 5 BIT compounds in PMH infected in vitro
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Dose Response Curve;
BIT225 versus BVDV
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Dose Response Curve:
Ribavirin versus BVDV
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Effect of Drug Combinations on
BVDV
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BIT225 versus BVDV-Dose Response Curves;
' Inthe presence of 10 or & IU/mIIFN;
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Dose Response Curves
Nucleoside analogs versus BVDV
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. Dose Response Curves
BIT226 plus 2'-C-Methyladenosine (CMA) versus BVDV
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Dose Response Curves
BIT225 plus 2'-C-Methylcytodine (CMC) versus BVDV
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Dose Response Curves
BIT314 plus IFN versus BVDV
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Dose Response Curves
(BIT314 + 5 IU/mL IFN)} + 1.25 or 2.5 ng/mb Ribavirin versus
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