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# E [BM] /418K Thitarodes xiaojinensis 41 il 535 527 i 52 4% 1 E #E 1 Ophiocordyceps sinensis
MRS, 2R8I A A 32 L SR 550 DA B B S s AR RS, AR T B e A 4 R R AR e /N A
R 1T 40 TS 285 A R B 2 T IR DG B R 33K R 2, 00 2 g AV i 3 240 L G038 2 I T 32 12 L T AR G A ML
[FiE] AR T BB AR RO R DO R AR 43 BRI LA (52 /N 4 i g ik e &
R R /NG W e i AR M S 25 S AT S S i PCR BAR RN A B RS R S, T R i 4
L A REE R M Fb Al [ R ] A ME R ER YT, /N i 40 g 22RO /2 R bR B4 J2 TR
ZEH; L2 A DRF B3 FIHZ#IE (P<0.01), Mz 4255E M thymosin i 3% E iRk
(P<0.01), [ S8 ] KM FEERYLT, /NG 0 R 20 M G 24 9 4 2% =z 2 BH AR, S0 20 i O 2 AT 1
SZENIWE, A 0 e SO i 52 1 B AR G
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Cellular immunity tolerance of Thitarodes xiaojinensisinduced
by an abnormal microfilament assembly
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Abstract [Objectives] The cellular immune response of Thitarodes xiaojinensis does not prevent infection by
Ophiocordyceps sinensis and therefore provides a distinct and valuable model for studying the immune interaction between host
insects and entomopathogenic fungi. The aim of this study is to investigate the effects of O. sinensis infection on the
morphology of T. xiaojinensis hemocytes and the transcription levels of genes related to pseudopodia formation. [Methods] A
scanning electron microscope and laser scanning confocal microscope were used to observe and compare differences in
hemocyte morphology between healthy and O. sinensis-infected T. xiagjinensis. Real-time quantitative PCR was used to detect
transcriptional changes in genes involved in microfilament synthesis in hemocytes before, and after, infection with O. sinensis.
[Results] The formation of filopodia and lamellipodia in T. Xiaojinensis hemocytes was inhibited after infection by O.
sinensis. Expression of the DRF gene (promoting microfilament assembly) was also significantly down-regulated (P<0.01) and
thymosin (a microfilament assembly inhibitor) was significantly up-regulated (P<0.01). [Conclusion] The microfilament
assembly of T. xiaojinensis hemocytes was inhibited by infection with O. sinensis, preventing formation of hemocytes’
filopodia, thereby allowing the fungus to circumvent the host cellular immunity.
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B A e 2R 40 T2 i L W B L A i
JZ i ( Cellular immune responses ) AR T35 %
L ( Humoral immune responses ) RAHGAHZMNEY)
MR YY . AR S B v i I A A, EEdE
I ( Phagocytosis ). 45717 ( Nodulation ) DA}
fu %% ( Encapsulation ) JZ W, ( Lavine and Strand,
2002 )o MV GRE N T EALAE Toll S (58
% (Valanne et al., 2011 ). FyESLfE (Immune
deficiency ) 1 ¥ {5 %5 8 B DL & B 1k ) B
( Melanization ) ( Nakhleh et al., 2017 ), B H F
B B SN B Toll A RN 2R A S vy S 41K
) B R S TR AR
fig3 B B A 240 M B A AR, ook 2
Jfd ( Granulocytes ) FIZE4RME ( Plasmatocytes ) f&
240 B S N 0 2T, TR o BT LA Y 50%
PL I (Strand and Pech, 1995; Arteaga Blanco
et al., 2017 ). L2 M RIS 200 0 72 1 Ik 12 g 31
i, BREDE ., YW 5N S YR m S,
AL L 8 8 X R Hb AR A SE R, AT (B B8O
T 5 SR 20 L D) J2 AN X R s 1) FMAE 2, SR ARIE Bl
FLTE AR ( Strand, 2008 ). 740 A -5 2 20 it 3% ifi
e EA K22 RIh 2 (Filopodia), Ef1fgH
VhZ2IRAPR A fih T, B2 Mk I 6 B U5 2
4 B 1z B A T S5t — R 47 400 e B g ( Kress
et al., 2007 ). %%z ( Microfilament ) 1F Ry 224k
& ( Filopodia ) A1 Ry /& ( Lamellipodia )
B FEZ M4, FEAIE S b T EE A
(Small et al., 2002; Pollard and Borisy, 2003;
Mattila and Lappalainen, 2008 ). 7E4HfIH, fik
A N S 2% B £ 2 Diaphanous-related
formin ( DRF ), thymosin LA} profilin %5 2 ffg Pl
TR, DRF M6 REH#HHET, Z25M
2 LRI RE s profilin AT LAZE A AR A,
HEZIie 2R ANz E A (G-actin ) BER
BB 2S5 B 22 W) IE M3 5 thymosin i A] LA
TR NS 8 45 G BRI 2 A 1 i B0 s 242 19
ZH%% (Pollard et al., 2000; Peng et al., 2003;
Aspenstréom, 2010 ),
Bt 2R A B R R AR IR . R I
B . PihbIE . brsEdk . T e 2 AR A

( Dong and Yao, 2008; Wuetal., 2018), &H
HRNIE il et 4 i 2 B I Ophiocordyceps
sinensis ( A J&& # H Hypocreales . £k H1 # Rl
Ophiocordycipitaceae . £k 11 %% J& Ophiocordyceps)
fZ YLk ¥ H Lepidoptera Bl ikl Hepialidae
) #A i 9 SR Thitarodes FiE ik & Hepialus
ML T4 H, 2P A E &K (Sung et al.,
2007 ), /N4lElgk Thitarodes xiaojinensis & T
PRI R | 43T T DU A8 BT TEE A N
B, BAREREEEEE FE 22— CHRER A
WRKE, 2015), &MEREERQER, AR
MR LR -18 F AR PR A . R 0L B O
JRETH (AN . SRE . RS ) RA
i ERNIG, BRUEHEE BURN Z R0 SOV . 1
WP I, & R R P N IR IE, AR
2 U BB AR A 4 AR ORI , HR 4
RERS IE W A K AT, IREA ] B AN AE R,
XN I W Ao T A2 4 U B IR Y4 (Meng
etal., 2015, 2021 ). IT4ER, Li/NaigsiEhy
SIS BRI Y A I BT 5 A 3 0 I SR % EAR
ML B oE B Wi %2 . Meng 55 (2015) %% T
NG MR AR A DGR, I NFG SROKF B bl T
Toll i i 15 RIS, RIMAEL RE FHE
e J5 %08 ) — 2850 (MyD88 ., Pelle,
Cactus) TRk, 585 (2018 ) FHIER
P BE DL R BE e Bk ( DEAE-Sephadex A-25 ) /5 R4
DR A2, AR ALK ST b TR T /) 45 i e 4
g e 2ORITRg . Li 45 (2020) L+
WG A, & R N IR S
AJ DA VIR I [ B 25 A 0 B TR A8 7 /)N 4 i
Mk gss; JfH, B E R, N
S 10 240 £ 0 s oy N P A L Tl P A2 2P A
SR, PRl S8 4 B B g e s T A 2 D028 S
ZHIPLR R AT S .

AHIF T VLA 7R TR AR G /N 4 i i Sk BF 5
AT, — 5 A FH 4 4 0 O S RO 3R
FE I SO SR H R R 04 T B B I 1 4 G /N 4
i g i 240 A i 22 R O R TR LR R 5 5 — 7 T
FIFHSEIS E B PCR HARKGI 1 i 22 2H HEAH G HE
PRI 2 5 RO R DL i e O RR TR O o A 58]
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AARGT T /I 4o 8 0 0 90 8 S O i 52 2% Hht R
PR A= G AL, DA A 0 X 26 B A i 0
IR HAFRITR AR , Dy N AN & fUd ide
(S oR R 8

1 MREAEE

11 #lEREE*k

/NIRRT, xiaojinensis 4 HiR A PUJI4 /)
w8, el E R, FFRRE N 14 °C,
AHXHEEE N 60% (Lietal., 2020), & H R
O. sinensis [ IU)I145 /N4 B 2R AR 17 fif 4 U7
B3R, il rDNAITS B5E 5, M T 04
B ERR AR, KRR 18 °C, ff
&8 ( Miracloth, Millipore ) 4355 3R1594¢
HE R ZFAMT, HTEEREEE (Meng
et al., 2021 ), XJ 6-7 W{HRE /NG Mtk 4 He 3 55F
5 pL PBS ZEmPikE 5 pL & U R 2R R

(1.0x10° blasospores/mL ), AZb¥H 7 d J5UEES)
i, ABFSELITEST PBS G ik (940 HUVE St R
A, DURGLA i Z R R4 AR AR R

1.2 /v i 20 R 43 4 PR SR U

43 ST R ZH FIAL R ZH /N4 g e 4 2R, (4% 3
k) AL BUMMKE 30 uL, 5 1 mL PBS 2%
I (& 10% A S IR I A ) IR G, 754 °C
T, 1000 t/min &.0> 10 min, [§E FH, #1712
MRIH VEAEAE 3 IR, ] 2.5% I R W, T
4 CTREEYM 12 h, B0 M. Xl
Mg a3 W, fEfa— kKB 2 g
i, B 100 pL W, R LA PR
420 R R AR S F B 1, IR 1 min i
FARGZEK G VEANA 3 K, B 1 min. [ 30%.
50%. 70%. 85% . 95% <. I NF 2 I R AT A R I
K, FAEBEERK 20 min, HJEHH 100%2. 1
7K 15 min, EE 3 K. [HHHEIGH CO, THEAF,
XTUEACE FE T 1) T L B B A T T o (R 44X
XEN T & L R (MRl L) o
Frms 4 b BE . (A #7258 ( Hitachi
SUS000 ) XEE il £ L IAE i o

13 /iR BB ERNRE

A3 KT BE 20 AL FRA /N e g ik 4 . (4% 3
3k) A A BUMAME 30 uL, 5 Ringer’s 4= Hi
K (B 10% A LG IR I AN ) TRAT I i 2
R b, WEE 1 h, BEEE, EERT,
1] 200 pL/AL 2.5%)% —BEA R E E 4000 2 he
B EW, A 200 pL/AL 0.1%Triton X-100
VSTOFEE 20 min, DAXTANMEIES T AL B BR 22
B, ] PBS P EEZEVEANM 3 K,
RFYR 5 min, i 229 YR Actin-Tracker
Green (=K, Fikk 400 %), FHTFHEIR FkE
20 r/min M H 20 min, FFEYEW, [ PBS &
HIREYE 10 min, H 5K, 35 PBS Pk,
JIA 100 L B R Y (% DAPI, I TR Lt
20 r/min M H 20 min, FEAZFRYL AW, (HH PBS
PR E B W VERER 3 K. WE, B EER
—RIMBE PR, 5 LIS A, FB AR
WE A ORI R AT BB ( Zeiss
LSM710 ) WA 8 4 AL o

1.4 & UEE M A cDNA $I&

B — P\/INGx i w4 o I A A AR
MERAMAE 3ANEE, BIEEEA 5 kYR
AL EEE  OKF 50 uL MR EVRAFES S 1 mL
Trizol 1RA, HHAIKAWIEAI)E, K
B 5 min. [ S TIIA 200 pL & 45, RIZY
= 20 s M5 IR 3 min, BESHAE 4 °CF,
12 000 r/min &.0> 15 min, ¥ Fi55 500 uL 5
WESR A, WIRFE 10 min, FEMTE 4 °CTF,
12 000 r/min B.L> 10 min, % B, FIH 75%
CETEPE RNA UUUE , Bifi J5 {8 FH Nuclease-free H,O
YA RNA, SHEIUR) A RNA O%(E 260/280 7E
1.90-2.00 Z [a] H¥ [ =100 ng/uL B, A H3E
Ak RNA FEfh . #I8 RNA Rk & 5X
All-In-One RT MasterMix ( ABM A &) ) Ui BH 5%}
RNA #4175 5%

15 NMNEEBAMERERLEAKHEXERAN
quantitative RT-PCR (qPCR)#&

SCE T KRG 1 PR RV AE
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% : 2xUltraSYBR Mixture (Low ROX) 12.5 uL;
iEL RIE51% (10 pmol'L™") 4 0.5 pL; cDNA
R 1 pL; ddH,O 10.5 pL. W FEF: 95 °CHi
ASPE 10 ming 95 °CAEYE 155, 60 °CiE kIFF-4EfH
1 min CIZGERRIEAT 35 EIF ). ¥ Ak il 2
B 95 °C 155, 60 °C 1 min, 95 °C 15,
60 °C 15 s, BAWHHFAT 3 IR ARFES . qPCR
JZ W AE gPCR Y ( Stratagene MX3000P ) 47,
i BR8] Excel #RATAMTIEAA, ffi FHAZ B
TREE A S3 (rps3) 1Eh N Sxt 45 b B P 1 2 K]
AT —AL4b ¥, F|H GraphPad Prism 8.3.0 #f
11225 WEME T CBUR 1055 ),

F1 HMLAFHEXEENSIMFIER
Tablel Primer of genesinvolved in
microfilament assembly

S19FH] (55 3")

Primer sequence (5’ to 3)

EIRZEN

Primer name

profilin-F GCATTAGTTGAGGTGTAGTAAG
profilin-R TATCTTCGCAATCTCGTCTT
thymosin-F GCAGAGTTGGTAGGAAGGA
thymosin-R GAGCAAGTAGCGGTGATG
DRF-F CTCGCTTGCTACTGTTCA
DRF-R AATCCACGCCATCATATCC
rps3-F GAGAATTGGCTGAAGATGGT
rps3-R GAGGTCAACTCCCTGATACG

-F NIEMSIY; -R M5, -F indicates the forward

primer; -R indicates the reverse primer.

2 HREHH

21 ZHREEEEFE/NEIERDAMAKES
T

Rk IRTA T SRV AN g IR ]
FEIAS ], fa /)N i L 240 . COREZ IR )
A HAT HE J 5] SN 2R DI A2, TR A TR B
FRT P/ < 0 1 240 35 v 22 4R D R A B
WA (TR 1) JFHL, (/)< 1 0 o 200 i 26 T
22 328U A T 1 P 28 45 8 5 (R & U
L R YD /] <5 g A 1 40 0 T ) v 22 22 B R A
FIV A5 T A Rm (&1 ),

HOCH R AR T RO AR WoR , SR/
5 BRI M AN A CORLZR ML AR A0 ) rh 4 2R 5L
AU SN R o R A BN 4 ST
WA, 290 2 T o 22 IR i 22RO 2 (T 2,
WOk ) EIRDE (2, BEEk);
82 G 3 14 ot 290 e e 22 RO R RO A2 ] Y
Fefu ST, JF H—Sefe e ab 2 B BN B3
MEREIOUES (B 2, Z0R ). /N im ks
AR 7 dJn, BIRTE LA Ltk I 3 %
OICAF A ALY, A 3B 5 i HRL
(& 2, ), RILGEMARMZA, R
ARXEEE B DU ZZ VR BRI 22RO 1 o F a4k
RERY], YA BT RR T, /)N i g i 2 R
T 22 R Ph 2 BT B3z 2 ]

%} B4 Control

AbFHZH Treatment

B1 EROASER (WRE) SEEALREEEN/NMSER (LEBH ) MAMNERLEN
Fig. 1 Ultrastructure of hemocytesin healthy (control) and Ophiocordyceps
sinensis-infected Thitarodes xiaojinensis (treatment)

HEF kR M E R, FrR=2 um, White arrow indicates Ophiocordyceps sinensis. Scale bar = 2 um.
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X} HE4H Control

AbFHLH Treatment

2 BERENSES (XNRE) SRALHEEAN/NSES (LEA) IAMHKMLRLREE
Fig. 2 Microfilament fluorescence staining of hemocytesin healthy (control) and
Ophiocordyceps sinensis-infected Thitarodes xiaojinensis (treatment)

PC: J¢40M1 Plasmatocyte; GC: Hi4fifd Granulocyte; B HikFG//RAIRTHE ; W5 O F k8RR E0 2
LLEFRIR R A MU RR ;20 fR s A Z R AR B 4 5 S s s I A b R e RO DR . AR =10 pm,
Yellow arrows indicate lamellipodia; Blue arrow indicates filopodia; Red arrow indicates

Ophiocordyceps sinensis. The red circle indicates the adhesion between two adjacent hemocytes.
The yellow circles indicate high-intensity clusters in hemocytes. Scale bar = 10 um.

22 ZRHFEREEF/NEERAMLHEZEX
ERRZEBNEN

N T AR ST A R i 40 Ok T R
M AIALE], A qPCR FoAR Ho A 40 15 4w 24
ZH AL ( DRF. thymosin il profilin ) 7E{z
J5HE /N 4 g 0 I 200 5 IR A UL RO 7 d /N
U 0 L A0 A 2 TR A AR AL (T 3). SR/
S MR IR LY, 7R B A MU BT 1) /)N A i 0 1T 4
Mo, Tzl N DRF (3R B35 T I
1.81 fi5 (P<0.01); il 3K thymosin
B2 FYH 2.22 4% (P<0.01); Bilfiiik sl iH
TEW 22 TERG S22 KL profilin 2% EH 2.16 %

(P<0.01 ),

3 itig

IR LR AR AR PRIVl i 32 5
AT . BRI RS E R A | g
S5 0 Y G S IS A IR BRI | R € 2R AR
PERNL, AR LR TR B4R % o e B4 B[]

W X H84H Control [ £bBH4H Treatment

k% &%k K%

251

AHXT R E
Relative expression

DRF Thymosin
20 22 20 B AH ST

Genes involved in cellular microfilament assembly

Profilin

E 3 fER/heiEE (WRE) SEEEHEEEN/NE
tEi (AIEE ) MAMMLEARBXERNEXNRILE
Fig. 3 Relative expression of genesinvolved in
microfilament assembly in healthy (control) and
Ophiocordyceps sinensis-infected Thitarodes
xiaojinensis (treatment) hemocytes

RN BA BE XS (P<0.01),
** indicates a significant difference (P<0.01).

SEA R, e S T R A Y 22 Tl A i 3k R O
e LA 1 32 Y e B AR e o il SRR BT A
# Nomuraea rileyi RERZRR{KAR42 L Helicoverpa
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armigera Ifil 4 i 77 W A1 H#6E /) ( Zhong et al.,
2017 ) X A0, S AR B RE W or W Sk R

( Destruxins ) 11 i =5 A0 41 3 LA B AT 6928 S
I (Wangetal., 2012 ),

TEEER H B durh, A0 G E SOW A g | Al
SETNGE Y [N 3= B 240 JfL RN 4 iR 56 i
Y SR AR A B BRI S R ER T L6 T e
S I 20 RS o S SRR AR, Ak RN 2
WA b, B 4 5 Sy ST DA AN L5 B 1) 4
Pt (Kress et al., 2007; Strand, 2008 ). Hitn]
UL, L2 Ok A2 P TR B 24 e 2 s 1og & A
L AR T AR IR A
T TREE LS R I, At B /N 4 M A A4 I 20
RIARESTE AR 22RO, ek e & i |
T 118 7] 4 M G 1T 290 i 25 T 1 22 4R Eh 2 Y S ik 2>

(B 1, B 2), He A P2 0 ik i 40 e Oh S T
SR, S M 2 T A i 22 5 B R 5O (5
&, PR HRiHE DAMIE 2527 1 X gL 4 U R
PN L 1 e

2IRN JE 12 B AR SO SR v BRI £
B AT HES AT 22 40 BRI FIR S o B9 3R
B, 224R PR 2 B T2 A T 4 M B AR 22 1) 5 B
VI IERG4H%E (Peng etal., 2003; Aspenstrom,
2010 ). A T BB EIR TR, SHEHE
/N4 W O 0 4 R L, R A BT BT /N 4
U i 210 b % 1 ) 22 FR R M R sl ST 544 (4]
1 )0 I FH R 2225 S G 6 300 6T i 200 b B B 0 E A 7 e £
WRZE I, R 4 I A 114 /)N 4 I 0 A 248 e
Y28 (5,98 AT 5 6 SRR AL AEAE & G Y DR 5E
FIRAEH (B 2), X534 A58 BT R i 1 28
MuRmmgst (F 1, d ) BA -2k, M
22 YRR — PR IR IRE YR, R 51
2555, AR SR AR E A4S
Xof FECZE R Ah 3L 26 /) 4 W 0 00 248 % TRT 34 AT AU
FLRN 2L DR T, VLRSS /N IR 2 5 9
2 MU TR AR Y, HE I 20 e 2R AT AR AT T2 45
) o BRI, it R /N 4o g i 174 i &40 JH 2% 1P ) i 24 g
b A ARRHEAG , IF ) SR TTE BOh 2 (E
2, XMHRA ), TUAF, Beese R RIR /N
i R 1 200 L T P o 22 A e S, AN A3 HACHE I 2

MR, LT RERRAE , YRR 22 AP L
ZBH, dEmisgmth 2 (B 2, A3 ), X
SeZE RN, 2L JC TR IR R 21 2 T RE 2 1 T 0 gk
I 240 e Ay et 9/ 1) B R 22—

Ry — 2R GE /IN 4 W W I 4 i 22 20 2 g
1325 B, AR BRI T DRF
thymosin Dl &% profilin 3 F4i i R 1y 5L K 2R ik
i, DRF A LGS G 74 M NP A7 HES 1 i 22 1
WK, RS RARNIE ARG, MeEKE
U 22 A, SRR 22RO R ZEJE ( Ridley,
2006 ). 734, ARSMSEERY], ¥ DRF3 Hifk
57N UG BUET 2 20 005 5 i, At 3R 1 A el 22
Tovk S JEHES AR, A 23/ (Peng et al.,
2003 ), A MU RIRRYLE, /N4 0 i I 248
DRF Fikit i FFHAL, XA ae S8k Lsh &
H JCVE B HEAG T2z IEOR 3, 5 |22 8
g, EMPHAR N 2P . thymosin 1] L5 F{fk
WMBhE 4G, HPARERIESIE ARG,
RH 1E J5 38 1 B A B Bl 24 2% 21 A7 ) il 22 1E i)
Ao TR, thymosin AU EEH 5 AR NLEh
B AR 5L TEAH G, thymosin BE W85 20 Jitg PN FA.
PR IS 8 A e B S 3z 5 TR A1 A 42 i
B ( Paavilainen et al., 2004 ), fERGLA R
SRR /N R 2 b, thymosin I8 1Y
U (L 3), SXATRES R SRS 8 B
2, BEREREIEMIMLZ . Profilin A] LI {7 5
TR IS 8 1 IE 8 45 & T 24 1 1E AR S 17 AN E B
Wiy, K10, thymosin BE#55 profilin 354+, T
o5& SR E A4S (Pollard et al.,
2000; Paavilainen et al., 2004 ), BEIRA B E
WARY G E4 g profilin i ik
( & 3),{H2 i T DRF 1532 2|41 H. thymosin
ik B, BRI E A SR IER R G TE
L2 IEN R I, GIEMZAH R T w, # ez
AREH I BLAZ B

Zr BRTIR, & U RO AR YL RR IS R R /N 4
W S 10 240 L T TR AR A (R T 22 B I 1
DRF .3 T2k, Il 22 414 5L N thymosin
3 FRFRIR SN /N G 0 000 240 Y T 2 1 1
YH A TN ZRR Ty, HE 0 ) 0 20 L 22 4R Ph J2 T
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B, BRI e T, 51k R A S e
o7 i 52 4 HUR R AR G
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