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el =TS

e SN

KER', FEA, kEH', UHE"

(L EFERE AL Sy TEER, Fd JH1] 361021)

WEDLEERBEFTEAEZALAAY N H K F LG % ( Emiliania huxleyi ) BOF92 X H 4F = M 2 # j7
# (E. huxleyi virus, EhV9IB1 ) WA R &, XA 2 FRAMENF T AR A BEREREFREE
MM E AR EFEENE . FRET. RERLRFT T HF A EE, FHAW R W IR AR MR
HOE IR R R AR AZ S B A K A argl | atg5 . atg8 R atgl2 B mRNA Rk K FH B F EiR
(p<001), HoE BB R ZAE KR E A Vps34 B % L (p<001), 3T B3 B 2(E 8RS &
A HEAFSHEE A P2 EZE T (p<0.05), X W B 7@ D ik & G M Kt 5
Xt v AT O 1 BB R ELILEE (PIBK ) BEER (W E A B (p-Akt) fEtB (L FMER¥EH (p-TOR)
EHFHERAKFHEERK (p<0.01) . A, FHERLLRF, B EEE (ROS) KT EFH
B (p<001), &M AEEEM (MMP) ZRATP 4 E R E R (p<001) . KL, RERLFAE £
% 40 Ji, ROS B9 F= 4 | & R K JE % 47, JF # 188 % PIBK/AKY/TOR & Bk K BB S a0 i B v . 7 0L, |1
H—Fm R EaR AT AR, ST RN E T NN EE R BELZEAELE L,
KR MK B % A B B WA K FE T SRR 3h 8 PIBK/AKYTOR {5 & 4 %

FESES: Q291; Q949.2; P714'5

1 518

5V UA 3 (Coccolithophores) /&= — 28 2Bk 12
o3 A B HA B AR S YR8 0 B O TR A ), Herp
ok EC9UA7 38 ( Emiliania huxleyi) Jefx N E T, HIE12 4
5T 5 22 10— T, LT B AF AR A RV OB )R TH R
R, PR AT DL A H A R £ ( CaCO, ) 14 il i) < 35k
Ak b I BESR LR N £ (DMSP), FEIEFEBR | B
A ) R AL AR PR v B AR Y, AR i
o, SRR R 0 A 8RR A B LR Sk S 7 (E
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(Programmed Cell Death, PCD) DX bt 45 il 122 38 2R W T T
Krg ERRRES) J) 2 B PCD & EAZ A ) B X
IR 30 1Akt r — e BE AR ST 00 48 B R AR AP HL
il E A T P g 1 S 2 B 0 o AR R EE AR . B
240 L7 D0 A ) A S R 3 B D TR AR e AR T A e
W3 PCD 2, X — i AR eSS A FRAEY
4 i A a4y e AR 0, I DR S 9 VR DA ) Y T
B L e, T (18 PCD) A W J2: PR
AEVNL 57 F A F 1 PCD A7 20, (HENMZ HAFAHER

HEWH: BE A KRB 4S (42076086); 15 H 4 H AR 4 (2019J01696).
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Z2 M58 B EE, BIH 35 ( Crosstalk) 3¢ R, F# B2 769
Jir TR %) 240 L e, AT PR R S e A Y
= I L R - A L R D E R s R A M S S 2
T AL 40 Wi 7 B 5 TR 30 00 L0 T RO IO A K R i,
an, & a8 75 B G R 1 B 9 ( Thalassiosira pseudon-
ana) 20 3 1% P 4 (ROS) /K P 2] b7, 5 4 0 1=k
72 25 Y A 5 /) caspase 25 [ B 16 4 /K SF BH B = 09,
U S A L E RO FE IR S, B O R T RS
P ¥ 0 B (vGSLs), vGSLs 2175 3 i MM T I/ 1
FRIE 2R M i metacaspase 9 41 g 7] 70 419, g
¥ T ( Phaeobacter inhibens) 5 55 1L Ji 1 ¥ (E. huxleyi)
CCMP3266 3t 1% 37 E % {1 2F — A% 1A% B BE WA 5 240
ROS 7= | 2K -caspase B i6 M F  I1 3 20 L 750 g 2%
caspase 71 i 1 1= ¥ 2 £F ik ( Apoptosis-Like-PCD, AL-
PCD) U, KT, 20 M 98 T I AF J2 the 5 7 I A ) 40
FET i is W ME— 7 2, AR Rl 2 & BT AT ) e ik
4 f e (1 7Y PCD) N 25 Ak 22 FR 458 FiAE W i3 o )
T, RO RO B v B A S UM JBE T, 3 P A
( Chlamydomonas Reinhardtii) i 3 7= £ ROS F1# 7 H
W 38 % OC AR H B FRIA F S A0 M A g . AL
75 5 3 14 A B (C. Reinhardtii ) CC-2686 4H il [ W5, {2
A = H I (TAG) AR &R, A S A8 T 1Y
B FEAE PR A 0, K B AR OY sl AL R I
549 Y 3 (Ankistrodesmus densus) 48 J8 I8 7= FAE ¥ B
YA B9 W e B W ( Autophagic/Vacuolar Cell Death,
VCD) =, il 38 b 8 9 41 8 (E. huxleyi) CCMP2090
2 Bk 7 28 R Il ( AP ) 3% P AR 4 PS8 i ol A A i
ST UL o S o (1B A [ 1 18 SR
Ak, A YR 53 F B ER R RN, 2014 4F L4 51 2
H AR E 2 MG FF Ehv201 YL IUA B (E. hux-
leyi) CCMP2090 if5 517 == 40 ffg 24 figt o s B0 19 I {4 A
Py, Bk IR A 1 H WA DGR
1 Atg8, W7 FI I A] BE 7558 B AL 1Y 2H 26 MBS G 72
HOE SCHEAE FH AT DL, P TR [ T A R S
T8 AR LA ik A v A 4% B AR, OF rl e AR
TR 2L 30 i B R A 5 S ) 40 TR TR 1 W R TR Y
CHRIETCR . AMEL R — R B WA SCHEE A (atgs)
b 1) F WA G ER 11 (Atgs) BT/ 5, 33X 28 ) IR OC
PRUFE W BF . A ) A0 ZL 30 ) b B A e B AR s v
A 75 K 8 5 & A 1K ( Target of Rapamycin Complex,
TOR) i T H Wit {5 5 38 % (9 5 b, & 7T LAGE o sz
YA Mg N Z B S S AR Ak, X B RESEAT SRR, S EL
Sl 20 OIS ARL, T AR ) A R A R AL R AH
KA AR 34 I RE AL, B Atg9 6 35 R 45 .

T 754 5% i P JUL P52 — Wl % 394 74 ( Phosphatidyli Nositol 3-
Kinase, PI3K) & & 14 1 LI & 2517 % 1k (Ubiquitin-like,
Ubl) R0, H T, Wity A et s 249 F A g
HH &3 K B e BRI R, 6 W A 40 T ML B 1 g
PR T 22 18 1 38 B AR 56 i e = 2 8 R . Bl X
W7 e B 1 T A A R 4L 45 4 | i [ ] K S
o B4 L) B 7 1 35t A 2 AR MR A5 R A B NI, R
B AT 22 TR AE AR AR 5 9 PIp [R] 0 0GR, A 8 I
Ho 7 SO0 B9 LR AR 1 e 7 BRI I
FERA R G . AT LABUA B E. huxleyi BOF92 Fil H:
P S 1 245 75 (ERV9IB1) X 4, ¥R 5% 9 2 I YL 75
S A 1 e B TR ML

2 MRS

21 ZHBEMBERFSRLAREARKE

Wi G ¥ (E. huxleyi) BOF92 Jr H. 45 5 vk 24 it ik B
(EhV99B1) ¥4 73 25 17 #5 & 75 ¥ 45 ( 60.2°N, 5.2°F) 2,
A R AR R £2-Si I B IR AL, R AR A IR E
F(18 £ 1) C, FeEsR FE (LLYEF3T) R 100 pmol/(m?-s),
JERABI R 140 - 10O < 1),

PHHEEA: IR BRI (AEMBE B2 1 % 10° cell/mL)
53 WG, S 099 5 04 7 S X BR2H ( Control), 4 4% 15
F59E R 50 ¢ 1 PRB LI vk 4 5 7 2R AL AE
R B 2 (Infected) (995 B 1% 4% &2 %1 ( Multiplicity of In-
fection, MOD 2y 1 : 1), 4 & & 3 M EY % FAT,
2% 5 T B YL 5 6 hy 24 h FI 48 hoie 5 A0 AR
mh o A3 AR 10 mL 3 40 M 0 E (4°C, 3 000 g &5 .0
5 min) FH T 40 8 3% 14 4 ROS. £8 k44 it {37 (MMP)
0B ATP 2 2t (9 DU 2 B o ' G 0 00 43 W 30 1 Ak 1%
55 YSCHE 50 mL 3 20 L ARE b FH 1 08 400 e e o 245 4 AR
k5 W B 500 mL 3 4 AT TE (4°C, 6 000 g 5.0 8 min)
R TWA T, H T 32 A S RNA FILEVE .
22 ESTHEEVRMAME R

B BRI TTTE A 1 mL [ 5E W (& 4% 25
FE PFA. 1% I B M pH b 7.2 OB IR 2% /i), T
4°C & 1 h DL b, R 5 5 AR 18 o Kk 4l
30%. 50%. 70%. 90% F1 100% HY Z BEHEFT 23 PR K,
B JR F 100% PR LEAEFE 1 he 43591 FH 3R 4874 o /A
RELEAIA 1 VAL : 2B M S 1 h, AR 2 h,
T 70°C KA 12 h #ATEIE . B A, A R A g
4 10 min, i 5 #1 4% ( Hitachi HT7700 120kV, H A<)W
IR
23 WHEBRICAMPBREXE

FH 2 mL TG K B AN UTVE, A 2 uL ¥R



8 VPRI A e I L U5 6 QA B (Emiliania huxleyi) 40 F W8 5T 145

> 1 mmol 1Y lysosensor DND189 %¢ 3t 4L, ¢ IR £% 5
Fi P AR A IE R E 20 min, F5FR 4R . B 50 uL
A W I8 T 80 L, # 6 F 30 mine H/A>
KR Z AR, TN 15 uL Brad o b K B R
R 430 TSk 0038 3 R I K (502~ 545 nm) FIZL
00,38 3 I R P (655~755 nm) T WEEZ 41 it v ) iR
X%, FHZH B 1 umol/L 7 1A% % (% T DMSO
) A AR A BE A R, At AP R TR I
2.4 qRT-PCR #;ill B & 48 X B E mRNA RikKFE

| A Primer Premier 5.0 % 315 %), B-tubulin 1 &
WZ, 51975 I3 1, ffi 1R RNA simple £ RNA
P2 B3 7] 6 4R B A0 B B RNA, SR FH 4% O B HiS-
cript® 11 Q RT SuperMix F1 ChamQ Universal SYBR gP-
CR X & #E 17 RNA % 5% . qRT-PCR [ i 1K &
20 pL, H: AP 4145 2 uL #i4i cDNA, 6 uL DEPC 7K, 10 uL
ChamQ Universal SYBR qPCR Master Mix 145 1 pL ¥
JE R 10 pmol/L A9 1E . K 1M 51 ¥ . PCRY 34 72 )7 -
95°C 30's; 95°C 10 s, 60°C 30's, 72°C 30 s, 50 G
AR E I NMEYFEE M3 AHAREL, R
2700CT 1B 1 A DG R DR ) A X R A A
2.5 Western Blot #illl B I X E BB RIE

H 0.2 mol PBS(pH iy 6.8) e & 4l L UL HE, Jin A
5% 7Y 40 i 2449 W (1 mL RIPA. 0.5% PVP K 2K ¥ J&
1 mmol () PMSF), # 75 1 8 41 JifL, 4°C 12 000 g &5 .0
30 min, Y 2E F 3%, ] BOSTER BCA 45 [ ¥ & I 5 i
F G B R EE . AN UKGE FAE 40~ 60 pg B
1T SDS-PAGE Hi ik, & F 0.45 um i NC <+ 80 V {H
JER %5 1 h, 3% BSA B 1 h, in A AR B — 41
(#£2), ZEIRIFHE 1 h, TBST B 5 ¥ (5 min/ik), i ]
KT ECL b2 B OGIR AT 1 (0, B IS BUAS AR
I HE . R Tmage J 3k 4 %} Western Blot 25 [ 4577 it
AT IR BE 53 BT o
2.6 EREXGREMRHMIIQN pe2 EAKRIEZE

p62 J& M [ Mg G B AR EEAZ —, Y
B I 1A I 11 Atg8/LC3 DL K iz RAL B & A 454,
T pe2 ME ARG 3 A ik, —FTE [ b
TR ol A PN AR A, JHC A 11 () S e /IR S B K
SEen, ARWFE R A Enzo life science p62 Elisa 77 &5 i
FE p62 IV B, ] 1xPBS Fi B AR FRE i B VR
4 0.625 ng/ul J5 M A 10 pL 2|4 8% T p62 B vE Bt
1A 1Y Elisa 96 L #) 7, Assau Buffer /f & 25 (4 X I,
MRS BCE 34T, B ELR T % iR =% (500 r/min)
BEE 1 h; A 300 pL 4 1xWash buffer 1 ¥E 3 7, %X
J& AT 100 pL p62 2 5 BEHTAAR (1 2 800) % F 1 h, Jil

*1 AWHREEHEXEE qRT-PCR 514575
Table 1 Primer sequence of autophagy-related gene for

qRT-PCR used in this study

B PHEE Sl

wH o Ry AR FA5=3)

atgl 106 F AGGGCAGCTTTGCGATTGT
R TTGGCCTGTAGCTTCTGGTTG

atg?2 96 F CATGGGCGTGTTTGTCGAG

R AAGGCGTAGAGGGAGGAGAAG

atg4_1 118 F GCGTGCCTTTGGTTCACGTA
R GTGCTTGCGCGAGTATCATCT
atg3 146 F TCCTGGAGAAGGGTGTGTTGAC

R CGTGACGAGGTACTGCTTGTTC

atgs 117 F GAGCACTTCCTGCCTTTTGC
R CGTCAGCAGGTCAAAGAGCA
atg7 154 F GCAAACACACTCGAGGACTTCAA
R TCTTGAGGTCTGCGAAGGTGA
atg8 1 163 F GCCGCTGATTGACAAGAAGAA
R CGTCCTTGTGGCTGTCGTAGA
atg9 215 F GTCGCCCGTTTCGTCACTT
R CGAGCCATCACAGCAGGTT
atgl0 181 F GGTGCTGGAGGAGCCAATCT
R AGCGGCAGATGTGTATGCG
atgl2 149 F CGAACCGCTGCTCCTCTACT
R GAAAGCACTGCGCCACATC
atgl3 249 F GCGAAACTGCGTCCAGAAGA
R CGCTCGAGAAGCACGAGATG
LSTS 212 F TGGCAAACAACTTCTCGTGC
R TCAAACTGGCCCATCGTGTA
TOR 1 110 F CAGCACAATCTCCTTCTGCAC
R TGCCGATTTGCGGGTAC
TOR_3 79 F GACCGGCACCTCAACAACA
R CCTCGAAGCAGTCGCCATA
Vpsi5 122 F CATCAAGGGCGAGAATGTGC

R CGTCAAAGTAGAAGGAGAAGTCCG

Vps34_2 203 F AGCTCGTCTGGAAGTTCCGGTA
R CCTCGGCTGTATCTCGCATACAT

P-tubulin 160 F TCATGTGCTCCTACTCGGTCTTC

R TTCAGCGTGCGGAAACAGA

A 300 uL /Y 1xWash buffer 5%% 3 . AFFLJIIA 100 uL
p62 ZE45 W) CHUR L S Ak W I HRP AR ic 19 40 ), %+
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Table 2 Antibodies used in this study
Bilk 2 FxR AT Y TR
CDK1 Beyotime, '[H AF1516 1 : 800
ATGS Abcam, J[E ab4753 1: 1000
Vps34 Abcam, FE[%] ab233437 1:200
CDK1 Beyotime, "1 AF0111 1: 1000
PI3K Beyotime, '[E AF7749 1 : 1000
p-AKT (Thr308) Beyotime, #1[E AF5734 1:1000
p-TOR (Ser2448) Bioworld, [ BS4706 1: 1000
1gG Thermo, 5% 31460 1: 10000

LM % = 7% 97 30 min, i A 300 pL Y 1xWash
buffer & &2 JE % 3 ¥, MA 100 uL TMB, % 5 752 % %
7 30 min, § 5 /A 100 pL % - . JH BioTEK 45
3332 450 nm A 1Y) 5 %5 B AR 22 1 A ofe it 2, AR
PRUEIT LT3 p62 Ak B
2.7 S4B SUAG  4 Bn pE M SR K R

FH 1 mL JC R 7K S5 A M UTUE, A 1 mL 243k
J& N 10 umol/L i) DCFH-DA %¢ Y64 T AR (G
K 4% B 1 0 1 000 Y LG G R ), T 16°C LR E
30 min( % 5 min 8 1R 5) — %), #2717 20 min il A
1 uL Rosup Hll 3% 7 (24 B2 h 50 mg/mL) 1 Jhy BH 4 %55
M. WE LG, A 0.01 mol Y PBS ¥ ik ¥t % 41
Jitd 3 ¥k (4°C, 3 000 g B5.0> 5 min), Z8)5 FJ 500 pL 0.01 mol
) PBS i W 2 41 M T UE , SR Millipore it =X 41 ffd
ASCIR) 2t 0075 S\ 38 T A 000 4T i o €00 5 SR
2.8 JC-1 A% i 4 Rf 2% Hr 2 P BB L

FH 1 mL JC R 1 7K B A0 00, in A RURR 56Ok
PREF 1xJC-1 Yo 8 22 ph ik (R 2l 7K Fil 5%JC-1 e 8 2% o
WA 1), 16%C #EEIEE 20 min( % 5 min W] R
A]—R), $EHT 20 min JIA 1 pL CCCP Hl 385 (4 ik i
K 10 mmol/L)AEN FHPEXT EAH . B 4SS, F 1xJC-1
Yy e 2% PR R R A 3 YR (4°C, 3 000 g 5.0 5 min),
SR G HI 500 pL 1xJC-1 G €0 5% i ik o = 40 ML 0 UE L R
F Millipore 9t =X 41 A2 1 A & € %€ S 388 154G 0 41 i
LR B
29 ATP E=lE

R R 2 R ATP K I 70 &0 I 4 i v ATP %7
o ARV B ERE, T 10 mL EE41EUTRE P nA
1 mL 4 fifg R4, K b8 P % 1 min( 35 kHz, Ampl
40%), B> 5min(4°C, 6 000 g), 1£ 96 LA HIA 100 uL
i B 10 15509 ATP Kl TAE W, &R ##E 3~5 min /5

JIA 20 uL I i 240 fa 24 f A 5, B BioTEK g s 1 A6
I 254 nm P T A FOGIRE
2.10 FitFEHH

K FI SPSS 26.0 A #EAT G2 43 B o S B AR
PIFHEbrfE 2 RoR, BEME TR KB, p<
0.05 KR ZEF0E, p<0.001 FnEFWNEE.

3 gL

3.1 REBLFSTAEMARBEENTEK

5 5 P 2417 B EhVO9B1 B YL i A1 8 E. huxleyi
BOF92 it 2 v, Bl 7 ok e Bsf ] 1) B <, 7 3= 40 Jf s
B, WA RS (K laZE 1o), & HEE
WLEL 45 0 B, i BB rh I (24 h) BIAT UL 3 441 g
JoT R R PN L R A I A A X2 AL S 25 4, RV
AR S (K 1e 28 1g), YL 5 1 (48 h) 41 L #% i
R E I 5 3 I ES R TR AR i) NG O R
IR 1 ARO FE 0K (1] 1h, 18] 11).

Lysosensor DND189 53 #8 41 Fl T Fr 1c Fl3E B5 1%
20 L v A R P X ANV AR L YR ), Bt 240 25 1Y
WAL AR B2 HOEOL IR B2 52 pH OB SR o FL00 A ik
(1 pH 5 4 {5 AR [A], 75 BORGS R b 5 5 O IR R
F BT 28 Y Rl & 5 R IR R 1k . 2RI 45 1)
R, BRSBTS T R R A
Jo W R A 2k 5 5 (1 2), A& R 2 —Fh A 2K
() IS 300, S PR PR 2 45 SR L, 2 I B Rk e
P T AR S 50 AR
3.2 REREXZO BEHEXERE mRNA RiEHFMm

I F W41 8 (E. huxleyi) CCMP1516 4= JE DM 41 1 ¢
{5 B, (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/), fii ¥& 55 H W ¢
SEAZ O FE P, XL 3R Gk K i 4T qRT-PCR & i 43
Bro 5T REZE AR L, o5 35 IR e ok A8 v B WA G JE A Y
FARW LA T B (E 3a), YL, mTOR 15
53 [ DG B  T TOR 1. [ W /0N (AR 201 20 R 5 4 i
WELR H atg5 Fl atgl2 £ [H mRNA B 3R ik K F 3 2
R e A B 111 L 2.85 fF AN 1.19
s YL rp B, H WS B BE ] atgl mRNA ik 5 B 3%
L, BX B4R 147465 (p <0.05), atgl2 mRNA
Feihat it FRE R, oAt 7 WA OC HE P Rk 1 3 R
B JE ), WA A AR O L Vps34 W3 L, R
X REZH Y 2.11 £5 (p < 0.01), M FL3h ¥ LC3 P kit 72 AH
KRR atg8 mRNA Fik i 5 FiE#a# (& 3b),
33 FREBLATEPAREXEAREIKFENTH

7E EhV99B1 & UL i) i A1 8 (E. huxleyi) BOF92 4fl
J v 5 5 B — e B AR ST Y E AR O A DG AR T Atg8



8 VFMAT 4. 95 B YL 5 bR I UG 88 (Emiliania huxleyi) 41 B WA 5% 147

1 EhV99IB1 Y15 3400 F1 3 (E. huxleyi) BOF92 4 ffd 11 2 fif Ko 4 Ji 8 1 4% 1) 75 1
Fig. 1 Infection dynamics and ultrastructure changes of E. huxleyi BOF92 during EhV99BI1 infection
a—c. J5 T B L 5 200 200 B A Ca AR TR IG5 10 Xt MR 2L 5 b, 6 RE SRR L 24 by c. i F B 48 h); d—i. 7 R SR L kAR v 9 20T M e A P A8 (L
WA 5 e—g. R TEIRY 24 hy h—i i BRI 48 h); N R I C FRom v i MR R ZRORi A v 3Rom Wi 5 A8 G SoAiF 160 1 e s sl 2t R, )
e~h AN A J5HE b ik 18T Hp s Sk BT 8 o2 B 1) R R O B
a—c. Virus infection leads to algae cell lysis (a. uninfected culture; b. 24 h post infection; c. 48 h post infection); d—i. transmission electron micrograph of E. hux-
leyi cells during viral infection (d. uninfected cells; e—g. 24 h post infection; h—i. 48 h post infection); N: nucleus; C: chloroplast; M: mitochondrial; V: vacuole;

black arrows point to autophagosome or virions, the insets in Fig. e—h show higher magnification of the boxed areas, depicting the double membrane vesicles

IEE TOLHR Mk BRSO =3/t

POgiE: |

A EERA

5 poo

& 2 W A0 R AR IX = B9 Lysosensor 9¢ G kR0 45
Fig. 2 Results of Lysosensor fluorescent labeling of acidizing compartments in Emiliania huxleyi cells
X FRAL: A TS0 75 SR 2 i F IR YL 48 hy TWAEE AL PHME XS IR, SR ZOUR N 10 pmol/L 4 75 IR 5 28 A BT 3% £ i 48 h

Control group: uninfected cells; infected group: viral infected cells 48 h post infection; rapamycin group: 10 pmol/L rapamycin-treated cells for 48 h (positive control)
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b mpsyil
i 24T argl S| atgs il
920F 41
3L
atg7 2r
atg8 1k
Vps34 0
atg3 6 24 48
atg9
atg? -
L§T8 % _ @ ] 1.6 atgl?2
atg4 -H% 12
atgl 'jél.z F e, 08
Vpsis P ”I"‘ ﬁ
atgl2 é 0.8 0.4
atgl0 =) 0.0 J_L_Li_‘_._. 0.0
TOR 3 6 24 48 6 24 48
TOR 1
atgs i 26T Vps34
atgl3 Koot -
® =
=16}
ol
Zost
E | |
0.0
6 24 48 6 24 48
G /b SRR /b

Vel 3 i o Ay 0 200 A0 1 WA O P 3R A /K- 1 B2
Fig. 3 Relative expression level effect of core autophagy-related genes in E. huxleyi cells during viral infection
a. 10 F WEAH DG K qRT-PCR 45 L 58 2 A 1] R Sy JE e 21 5 0o B B9 LU AFT), Con 6-1 IR X BRZH 1 6 h 7 3 PIRIA K, Inf 6-1 F/m R4 1
6 h J5 k(R IR KT, LA ZE T b. B WA G HE DR A X 3Rk i #3022 57 3 (p < 0.05), **RIR B 7B WE (p<0.01),
R IR 25 SR 9.3 (p < 0.001)
a. qRT-PCR analysis profiles of autophagy related genes, the value is the ratio of infected group to control group. Con 6-1 represents the gene expression level
of the control group 1 after 6 h, Inf 6-1 represents the gene expression level of the infected group 1 after 6 h, and so on; b. relative expression levels of selected

autophagy related genes; * indicates a significant differ(p < 0.05), ** indicates more significant differ (p < 0.01), *** indicates an extreme differ (»p < 0.001)

( Atg8a/Atg8b), H:4r T # K 16 kDa, J& T Wi FLsh ¥
LC3(f /A MH R I 1 5248 3) Ay [ UR 9, 2 F 0 A JiE
b B9 FR RS PE 1 . EhV99BI R Yt i & P, Atg8a
(LC3ID) & /KT 53 F i (p < 0.05), JBRYL | f
W1 2235 7K F 5 X BEZH (% L AE 43 501 R 0.84. 0.89 Fil
0.55, 1M Atg8b( LC3D) M| JL-J- 45 Il A 2] ([#] 4a, 4] 4b);
Vps34 I EES 5 QWS s B, % E M #
BRI R 2 B (p<0.01), 2 XTRRZL Y 1.56
5 (& 4a, & 4c); p62 11 3R 78 /K T A6 B A YL o) 7
HE 8 T (p < 0.05) (& 4d), BgeH | v, i3 6
F IR IK T 5% B Y L AE 43 3R 0.78. 0.85. 0.53,
p62 B FIMEl A WEECAR S LC3 A EAEH, T o¢ 48 554
E“TEREAR DT 8 R R b, R 5 e ke
PEFEAR, p62 M T IMBES AL HE H WERY &4z . PI3K/AkY
TOR Ik S w7 38 o 7 A 75 2% 48 45 52 5 4K (TORC1) 34
AW, HAZ O (A PI3K Al p-Akt(Thr 308) iy ik /K
ARG I B E TR (p <0.01), 5XT AL
LU AE 73 1 R 0.55 Fi1 0.81( [&] 4e % [&] 4g); p-TOR( Ser
473, F75 TOR 2 H BB R AL AL s R A TR 473 22

QM) ARG R B (p < 0.05), &2 X 4K
1.32 %, By | 5 10 i 2% T (p < 0.01), 5 XF 18
IR B ST M 0.78 1 0.7( 4] 4e, K] 4h).
34 REBLENEMELNAIIENRMm

6 YL A T 40 ROS K- &8 2 M (p <
0.01), Jf- 52 e 8] 44 5t 1k 354 I 4% 4E (1&] 5). MMP 7K
SR SR Y R TC I AR Ak, R b | S I T
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Virus-induced autophagy in the marine coccolithophorid Emiliania huxleyi

Xu Yuxuan', LuXue', Zhang Enquan', Wan Jiyue', Zhang Shumiao', Liu Jingwen'

(1. College of Ocean Food and Biological Engineering, Jimei University, Xiamen 361021, China)

Abstract: To understand the characteristics of autophagy induced by virus infection in microalgae Emiliania hux-

leyi, we used diverse techniques including transmission electron microscopy, fluorescence microscopy, immunola-

beling and biochemical methodologies to investigate the role of autophagy in the interaction between E. huxleyi

BOF92 and its specific virus EnV99B1. The results showed that virus infection induced autophagy and vacuolar
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acidification in host cells, concomitant with up-regulation of autophagy-related genes such as atgl, atg5, atg8 and
atgl2 (p <0.01) and Vps34 protein involved in the induction and nucleation of autophagosomes (p < 0.01). The ex-
pression level of autophagy marker protein p62 was significantly down-regulated (p < 0.05) during viral infection,
indicating enhanced autophagic flux and activated autophagy. The expressions levels of negative regulatory factors
such as phosphatidylinositol (PI3K), phosphorylated protein kinase B (p-Akt) and phosphorylated target of rapamy-
cin protein (p-TOR) were significantly decreased in the late stage of viral infection (p < 0.01). Moreover, the level
of reactive oxygen species (ROS) increased dramatically (p < 0.01), accompanied by a significant reduction in mito-
chondrial membrane potential (MMP) and ATP levels (p < 0.01) during viral infection. In conclusion, EhV99BI1 in-
fection induces ROS production and mitochondrial membrane damage in host cells, and initiates autophagy by regu-
lating the PI3K/Akt/TOR signal pathway. Therefore, autophagy, as a unique form of programmed cell death, is of
great significance to the individual survival and population dynamics of phytoplankton respond to environmental

and biological stress.

Key words: Emiliania huexlyi; virus; autophagy; autophagy-related genes; mitochondrial function; PI3K/Akt/TOR signal
pathway
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