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Abstract: Enteroviruses manipulate host membranes to form replication organelles, which concentrate
viral and host factors to allow for efficient replication. However, this process has not been well-studied
in living cells throughout the course of infection. To define the dynamic process of enterovirus
membrane remodeling of major secretory pathway organelles, we have developed plasmid-based
reporter systems that utilize viral protease-dependent release of a nuclear-localized fluorescent protein
from the endoplasmic reticulum (ER) membrane during infection, while retaining organelle-specific
fluorescent protein markers such as the ER and Golgi. This system thus allows for the monitoring of
organelle-specific changes induced by infection in real-time. Using long-term time-lapse imaging of
living cells infected with coxsackievirus B3 (CVB), we detected reporter translocation to the nucleus
beginning ~4 h post-infection, which correlated with a loss of Golgi integrity and a collapse of the
peripheral ER. Lastly, we applied our system to study the effects of a calcium channel inhibitor, 2APB,
on virus-induced manipulation of host membranes. We found that 2APB treatment had no effect
on the kinetics of infection or the percentage of infected cells. However, we observed aberrant ER
structures in CVB-infected cells treated with 2APB and a significant decrease in viral-dependent cell
lysis, which corresponded with a decrease in extracellular virus titers. Thus, our system provides a
tractable platform to monitor the effects of inhibitors, gene silencing, and/or gene editing on viral
manipulation of host membranes, which can help determine the mechanism of action for antivirals.
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1. Introduction

Positive-strand RNA viruses represent a large group of viruses that are responsible for the
development of severe disease manifestations worldwide. Enteroviruses, including coxsackievirus B3
(CVB) and enterovirus 71 (EV71), are small, non-enveloped, positive-strand RNA viruses. Infection
by these viruses can lead to the development of severe disease, including acute flaccid paralysis,
meningitis, and encephalitis [1-6]. Currently, there are no antivirals and vaccines are only available for
enterovirus 71 and poliovirus. Thus, a better understanding of the interactions of these viruses with
the host cell can aid in the development of anti-enterovirus small molecule therapeutics.

All positive-strand RNA viruses manipulate host cell membranes to form membranous structures,
termed replication organelles (ROs), that concentrate viral and host factors to allow for efficient
genome replication [7-10]. Enteroviruses induce extensive remodeling of the host secretory pathway
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during infection, which results in the accumulation of large clusters of vesicular structures in the
cytoplasm that harbor viral replication proteins [11-14]. Previous studies have shown that at early
stages of enterovirus infection, ROs are observed in contact with the endoplasmic reticulum (ER)
membrane [10,15]. As infection progresses, the accumulation of viral nonstructural proteins 3A and 2B
leads to an inhibition of secretory trafficking, resulting in the dispersal of the Golgi complex [14,16-20].
The infection eventually leads to the release of progeny virion through disruption of the plasma
membrane or non-lytic release [21]. While these events have been well-studied using traditional
imaging techniques on fixed samples, the single-cell kinetics have not been well defined.

Imaging of virus-infected cells typically involves taking still images of fluorescently labeled
fixed samples. While these methods are widely used and highly practical, there are a number of
limitations. The choice of fixation and permeabilization reagents can have a significant impact on
the outcome of immunofluorescence staining [22-24]. Additionally, imaging of fixed samples only
allows for ‘snapshots’ of different cells at various time points, but infection is a dynamic process.
Thus, a large sample size is needed to accurately confirm observed phenotypes. To overcome these
limitations, live-cell imaging has been used in combination with recombinant viruses encoding
fluorescent reporter proteins, such as GFP. These recombinant viruses are highly beneficial for many
assays, including high-throughput screens. However, the insertion of a fluorescent protein open
reading frame in small positive-strand RNA viruses, including enteroviruses and flaviviruses, can
dramatically attenuate viral progeny [14,25,26], thereby limiting the scope of assays for which these
viruses can provide accurate information. Previous reports have overcome these limitations by
developing plasmid-based reporters to detect hepaci- and flavivirus infections [27-29]. These reporters
rely on viral protease-dependent cleavage to allow for the translocation of a fluorescent protein to
the nucleus from the mitochondria [27] or the ER [28,29]. However, these reporters only detect virus
infection and do not allow for the characterization of virus-induced remodeling of intracellular host
cell structures without the introduction of multiple fluorescent protein marker expression vectors.
Thus, we sought to develop plasmid-based multipartite reporters for live-cell imaging that allow for
the visualization of host cell organelles and enterovirus infection.

In this report, we describe the characterization of enterovirus reporter constructs that allow for the
visualization of the ER and Golgi complex throughout infection. Using long-term time-lapse imaging
over the complete course of infection, we define the real-time remodeling of host secretory pathway
organelles during CVB infection.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Cell Culture and Viruses

HeLa cells were cultured in modified Eagle’s medium supplemented with 5% fetal bovine
serum, 1x non-essential amino acids, and 1% penicillin/streptomycin. U20S osteosarcoma cells were
cultured in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum and
1% penicillin/streptomycin. U20S cells were transfected using XtremeGeneHP (Roche, Mannheim,
Germany), and selected and maintained in 15 ug/mL and 2.5 pg/mL blasticidin S HCI (Research
Products International Corp, Mount Prospect, IL, USA), respectively. Heterogeneous populations of
stable cells were propagated and used for experiments. All enteroviruses were propagated in HeLa
cells and stocks were prepared and titrated by plaque assay, as previously described [30].

2.2. Plasmid Construction

Plasmids expressing myc-tagged wild-type and catalytically inactivated CVB 3CP™ have previously
been described [31,32]. All primer sequences for cloning are listed in Supplementary Materials Table S1.
RepER: A PCR fragment corresponding to amino acids 280-368 of the poliovirus receptor, which
includes the type I transmembrane region, was amplified with flanking Kpnl and EcoRlI restriction sites
from cDNA and cloned into pcDNA3.1-V5-His TOPO TA vector. The ER-localized mCherry-KDEL
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(a gift from Gia Voeltz, University of Colorado), which includes the 5’ BiP signal sequence and a
3’ flavivirus octapeptide host signal peptidase cleavage sequence (LVNSLVTA), was amplified and
inserted upstream of the PVR fragment at HindIII and Kpnl sites. Next, an enterovirus 3CP™ cleavage
sequence (LEAEFQ|GPPK) flanked by EcoRI and BamHI sites was inserted with an amplified GFP
with the c-myc nuclear localization sequence (PAAKRVKLD) flanked by BamHI and Xhol sites into
the vector. Lastly, the neomycin resistance gene was replaced with a blasticidin resistance gene using
Gibson assembly (NEB, Ipswich, MA, USA). To generate the RepER mutant that is unable to be
cleaved by 3CP™, the protease recognition-GFP-NLS fragment was amplified and ligated into RepER at
EcoRI-Xbal sites. RepOr: the GFP-NLS sequence in RepER was replaced with an eBFP2-NLS sequence,
EBFP2-Nucleus-7 was a gift from Michael Davidson (Addgene plasmid # 55249). A fluorescent Golgi
marker, mEmerald-Golgi-7 (a gift from Michael Davidson, Addgene plasmid # 54108), flanked by
HindIII and EcoRI was produced by PCR. Next, the EMCV IRES sequence flanked by EcoRI and
Notl was amplified. The new RepER cassette containing eBFP2-NLS flanked by NotI and Xbal was
amplified and ligated with mEmerald-Golgi-7 and EMCV-IRES amplicons into pcDNA3.1 RepER
plasmid at the HindIII and Xhol.

2.3. Antibodies and Reagents

Rabbit polyclonal antibodies against c-myc (A-14) and GFP (FL) were purchased from Santa Cruz
Biotechnology. Rabbit polyclonal antibodies against GAPDH were purchased from Proteintech. Mouse
monoclonal antibodies against vinculin, clone hVIN-1, were purchased from Sigma Aldrich (St. Louis,
MO, USA). Mouse monoclonal antibodies against enterovirus VP1 (NCL-entero) were purchased from
Novocastra (Buffalo Grove, IL, USA). XtremeGene HP plasmid transfection reagent was purchased
from Sigma Aldrich. Brefeldin A (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA) was dissolved in DMSO and used
at a final concentration of 5 ug/mL. Also, 2-aminoethoxydiphenylborane (2APB, Sigma Aldrich) was
diluted in DMSO and used at a final concentration of 100 pM.

2.4. Virus Infections

CVB growth kinetics were determined using U20S cells transfected with the indicated plasmids.
U20S cells were bound with CVB (100 PFU/cell) for 1 h at 4 °C, washed X3 in PBS, and placed at
37 °C. At the indicated time, samples were collected from infected cells and used for plaque assays to
determine the titer of the extracellular virus. Inhibition of infection using 2APB was performed in U20S
cells. Cells were treated with 2APB (100 uM) for 1 h at 37 °C, CVB (50 PFU/cell) was absorbed for 1 h in
the presence of 2APB at room temperature with gentle rocking, washed three times, and replaced with
growth media containing 2APB for 10 h. Supernatants were collected to determine the extracellular
virus titer by plaque assay.

2.5. Immunoblots

U20S cells or HeLa cells were transfected with the indicated plasmids using XtremeGeneHP
(Roche). When specified, HeLa and U20S cells were infected with the indicated virus for 7 h. Cell
lysates were prepared on ice in cold RIPA buffer (Millipore, 50 mM Tris-HCI, pH7.4, 1% NP-40,
0.25% sodium deoxycholate, 150 mM NaCl, 1 mM EDTA) supplemented with 1x Pierce protease
inhibitor cocktail (AEBSF, aprotinin, bestatin, E64, leupeptin, pepstatin A). Lysates were clarified
by centrifugation at 13,000x g for 15 min at 4 °C. Lysates (10-30 ug) were separated on 4-20% TGX
pre-cast gels (Bio-Rad Laboratories, Hercules, CA, USA) and transferred to nitrocellulose membranes.
Membranes were blocked in PBS + 10% nonfat milk for 30 min prior to probing with primary and
IR-dye conjugated secondary antibodies (LI-COR Biosciences, Lincoln, NE, USA) in PBS-T + 5%
nonfat milk. Immunoblots were visualized using an Odyssey CLx infrared imaging system (LI-COR
Biosciences). Quantification was performed using ImageStudio (LI-COR Biosciences).
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2.6. Immunofluorescence Microscopy

U20S cells were transfected with RepER plasmid using XtremeGeneHP (Roche). Cells were
cultured in chamber slides (Millipore, Burlington, MA, USA) and infected with CVB (100 PFU/cell) for
7 h. Cells were fixed in 4% paraformaldehyde and permeabilized with 0.1% Triton X-100. Monolayers
were washed, incubated with anti-VP1 primary antibody, washed, incubated with secondary antibody
conjugated to Alexa Fluor-633 (Invitrogen), washed, and mounted with Vectashield containing
4’ ,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI; Vector Laboratories, Burlingame, CA, USA). When indicated,
samples were incubated with primary antibodies for 1 h at room temperature, washed, incubated
with Alexa Fluor conjugated secondary antibodies for 30 min, and mounted using Vectashield
(Vector Laboratories). Images were captured using a Zeiss LSM 710 confocal microscope (ZEISS,
Oberkochen, Germany).

2.7. Long-Term Time-Lapse Fluorescent Live-Cell Imaging

U20S cells stably expressing RepER or RepOr were plated into 35 mm dishes with a 14 mm
glass no. 1.5 coverslip (MatTek Corporation, Ashland, MA, USA). Live-cell imaging was performed
as previously described [33,34]. Briefly, dishes were placed in a 37 °C, CO,-controlled incubator
positioned over a motorized, inverted fluorescent microscope to allow for long-term time-lapse imaging
(VivaView FL; Olympus, Tokyo, Japan). Between 5 and 10 stage positions were selected for each
sample. CVB (300 PFU/cell) was added to cells and images were captured every 15-20 min for 16-18 h.
Image series were cropped using Image] software (NIH, Bethesda, MA, USA) and multi-panel movies
were rendered using Photoshop CC 2017 (Adobe, San Jose, CA, USA).

2.8. Image and Data Analysis

2.8.1. Intensity Profile Analysis and Nuclear Fluorescence Quantification of Confocal Images

The Plot Profile tool in Image] was used to perform line plot analyses on the red, green, and blue
channels of confocal images. Data was plotted and the area under the curve was calculated for the area
corresponding to the nucleus using Prism 8 software (GraphPad, San Diego, CA, USA).

Image] was used to determine the fluorescence intensity of the whole cell and nuclear, GFP
and mCherry signals for individual cells. The cytoplasmic fluorescence intensity was calculated by
subtracting the GFP value from the whole cell value. Due to variable fluorescence intensity between
cells, we normalized nuclear fluorescence intensity to the cytoplasmic intensity. The ratio of GFP to
mCherry was then calculated for each cell to determine if infection changed nuclear GFP fluorescence
compared to mCherry.

2.8.2. Infection Quantification

In order to account for changes in fluorescent signal throughout live-cell imaging, due to debris
moving into the field of view, the fluorescent signal was normalized to an internal control. Image]J
was used to measure the mean signal intensities of a circular area within the nucleus and in ER-dense
microtubule-organizing center region for individual cells from every image series frame. Infection
was then calculated as the ratio between the nuclear and perinuclear signals. Nonlinear regression
curve analysis in Prism 8 (Graphpad) was used to determine the time at which 50% of the maximum
infection signal was observed for individual infected cells.

2.8.3. ER Integrity Quantification

Peripheral ER integrity was determined by quantifying the ratio of peripheral ER signal to dense
ER sheet-like signal. Images were thresholded to exclude the fine ER structures in the cell periphery.
The area of the nucleus was subtracted from the area of the thresholded region to calculate the ER
sheet area. Next, a boundary was drawn around the perimeter of the ER network and the area was
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measured. The areas of the nucleus and ER sheets were subtracted from this value to calculate the
peripheral ER area. The ratio of peripheral ER to ER sheet area was used to quantify peripheral ER
integrity. These measurements were performed on individual cells from every image series frame
using the same thresholding values.

2.8.4. Golgi Area Quantification

Golgi dispersal was measured by quantifying Golgi area, which was performed similarly to
previously described methods for imaging flow cytometry [35]. The first frame of an image series
was thresholded to include the high-intensity cluster of mEmerald signal, indicative of the Golgi,
for a single cell, and this area was measured. This measurement was taken for the same cell for every
frame of an image series using the same thresholding value. This was performed for individual cells
from every image series frame.

2.8.5. Effects of 2APB Treatment

Image series were used to determine the percentage of infected cells at 8 hpi by observing infection
reporter translocation. Infected cells with aberrant ER structures at 8 hpi in the image series were
manually counted using ImageJ (NIH). Image series were used to calculate the percentage of lysed
cells, which was determined by counting the number of cells showing infection at 8 hpi, then tracking
these cells up to 16 hpi and looking for the loss of the cytoplasmic reporter signal due to loss of plasma
membrane integrity.

2.8.6. Statistics

Student’s t-tests and one-way ANOVA with Bonferroni multiple comparisons tests were performed
using Prism 8 software (Graphpad).

3. Results

3.1. Enterovirus Reporter Plasmid Construction.

To monitor enterovirus infection in real-time, we adapted cell-based reporter methodologies
previously used for flaviviruses and hepatitis C virus that rely on viral protease cleavage-dependent
translocation of a membrane-anchored cytoplasmic fluorescent proteins to the nucleus [27-29].
However, given that these systems do not allow for the visualization of virus-induced manipulation
of host cell organelles, we sought to design reporter plasmids expressing a fluorescent protein
to indicate infection in addition to fluorescent protein-targeted organelle markers. As a proof of
principle, we developed a dual reporter construct (RepER) that expresses an ER lumen localized
mCherry containing an ER retention signal (KDEL) and signal peptidase cleavage site fused to a
type I transmembrane domain followed by an enterovirus 3C protease (3CP™) target sequence and
a cytoplasmic GFP containing a nuclear localization signal (GFP-NLS) (Figure 1a). Upon infection,
the expression of 3CP™ is predicted to release the ER-tethered GFP-NLS, allowing for translocation
to the nucleus (Figure 1a). Importantly, given that the mCherry-KDEL remains localized in the ER,
we can monitor ER dynamics in parallel.

We first validated the cleavage of the reporter by expressing myc-tagged CVB 3CP™ and 3C™4,
a catalytically inactive protease mutant, in U20S cells. Immunoblot analysis of cell lysates indicated
that expression of CVB 3CP™ led to the efficient release of GFP-NLS from the full RepER protein,
whereas cleavage was absent in 3C™"! expressing cells (Figure 1b). To ensure that cleavage of RepER is
dependent on viral protease cleavage during infection, we generated a construct containing a double
alanine mutation (AA) of the glutamine-glycine (QG) 3CP™ cleavage site. We found that mutation
of the viral protease cleavage site blocked CVB-induced cleavage of RepER (Figure 1c). Next, we
sought to determine if RepER was cleaved by a panel of enteroviruses during infection. We found
that infection of RepER-expressing HeLa cells with CVB, poliovirus, echovirus 11, and enterovirus 71
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resulted in cleavage of RepER to varying degrees (Figure 1d) and efficiency of cleavage correlated with
MOQI (Figure 1e). Lastly, using immunofluorescence microscopy, we verified that CVB infection resulted
in translocation of GFP-NLS to the nucleus, whereas mCherry was retained in the ER (Figure 1f).
Notably, we did not observe complete GFP-NLS translocation, which is consistent with previous
reports demonstrating that enterovirus infection restricts nuclear transport [36]; additionally, there
may be uncleaved reporter present on the ER, which can account for some of the cytoplasmic GFP
fluorescence. Intensity profile analysis of confocal images showed that mock-infected cells had lower
GFP-NLS reporter and mCherry-ER signal intensities in the nuclear region, defined by peaks of DAPI
signal (Figure 1g). Importantly, CVB infection led to an increase in GFP-NLS reporter signal intensity
in the nuclear region, while mCherry-ER maintained a lower signal intensity in this region. Upon
quantification of confocal images, we observed a significant increase in the ratio of GFP to mCherry
signals in the nucleus relative to the cytoplasmic during CVB infection compared to mock (Figure 1h).
Together, these results indicate that the RepER reporter can be used to efficiently detect infection by a
broad range of enteroviruses and monitor virus-induced changes of the ER.
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Figure 1. Validation of enterovirus plasmid-based reporters. (a) Left, RepER cassette driven by the CMV
promoter. The RepER cassette contains an ER-localized mCherry containing a signal peptide (SP) and
KDEL ER retention sequence followed by signal peptidase site fused to a transmembrane domain (TM)
followed by the viral 3C protease (3CP™) recognition sequence and GFP fused to a nuclear localization
sequence (NLS). Right, Schematic of the predicted model for visualizing the ER and enterovirus infection.
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In uninfected cells (left) mCherry and GFP colocalize in the ER. During enterovirus infection (right,)
viral 3CP™ cleavage releases the GFP-NLS, which translocates to the nucleus. (b) Immunoblot of GFP,
myc, and vinculin from lysates from U20S cells transfected with RepER and empty (-), CVB 3CP™-myc,
or catalytically inactive CVB 3CP*-myc (3C™Ut) expression plasmids. (c) Immunoblot for GFP, VP1,
and GAPDH from lysates from CVB infected (100 PFU/cell) U20S cells transfected with RepER or
RepER containing an AA mutation to the QG in the 3CP™ recognition sequence. The presence of a
weak lower RepER band indicates poor host signal peptidase-dependent release of mCherry-KDEL
from the TM anchor. (d) Immoblot of GFP and vinculin from lysates from HeLa cells transfected with
RepER followed by infection (1 PFU/cell) with CVB, poliovirus (PV), echovirus 11 (E11), or enterovirus
71 (EV71) for 7 h. Quantification of percent cleavge is shown below. (e) Immoblot for GFP, VP1,
and GAPDH of HeLa cells expressing RepER infected with CVB at the indicated PFU/cell for 7 h.
Quantification of percent cleavge is shown below. (f) Representative confocal images of mock and
CVB infected U20S cells expressing RepER stained for DAPI (blue) and CVB VP1 (gray), scale bars are
10 um. (g) Normalized signal intensities of DAPI, GFP (reporter), and mCherry (ER) from line plot
analyses of confocal images shown in (f), which show higher GFP signal in the DAPI region upon CVB
infection. (h) Quantification of the nuclear fluorescence intensity ratio of GFP to mCherry relative to
the cytoplasmic fluorescence intensity of an internal standard for each cell (n = 20). Significance was
determined by Student’s t-test, *** p < 0.0001.

3.2. Live-Cell Imaging Demonstrates Virus-Induced Manipulation of the ER

We next utilized long-term time-lapse imaging to determine the kinetics of GFP-NLS translocation
during virus infection. We used U20S cells, which are highly conducive to live-cell imaging. CVB
infection of RepER expressing U20S cells resulted in a clear translocation of GFP-NLS reporter to
the nucleus and eventual dispersal due to cell lysis, while the mCherry-KDEL was maintained in
the membranous structure of the ER (Video S1 and Figure 2a). Image series analysis revealed that
infected cells exhibited a linear increase in nuclear translocation of GFP-NLS starting around ~4 hpi on
average (Figure 2b) with 50% of the maximum infection signal occurring ~5.5 hpi (Figure 2c), whereas
mock-infected cells showed no increase in nuclear GFP signal.
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Figure 2. Time-lapse imaging of CVB infected cells expressing RepER. (a) Representative time-points of
an image series from live-cell imaging of GFP (reporter, green), mCherry (ER, red), and merged panels
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from mock or CVB infected U20S cells expressing RepER. Scale bars are 20 um. (b) Quantification of
infection in individual cells, defined as the ratio of nuclear to ER-dense microtubule-organizing center
signal intensities, from individual RepER expressing cells either mock (n = 9) or CVB (n = 23) infected.
Measurements were taken every 15 min, and data is shown as the average + SD of the fold change
in infection signal compared to 0 hpi. (c¢) Determination of the time point at which 50% maximum
infection signal was observed (HPIs5y) as determined by nonlinear regression curve analysis for each
CVB infected cell. Each data point shown is the HPI5y for an individual cell (1 = 23), and the line
represents the average + SD. (d) Quantification of infection (green) and peripheral ER integrity (red)
for the mock (dashed lines, n = 9) and CVB (solid lines, n = 23) infected cells shown as the average fold
change compared to 0 hpi; the gray dashed line shows fold change of 1. (e) Scatter plot of infection and
peripheral ER integrity. Transparent dots represent individual measurements taken every 15 min for
individual mock (gray, n = 9) or CVB (red, n = 23) infected cells from 0 to 8 hpi; solid outlined dots
represent the averages.

The ER has recently been shown to be involved in the early stages of CVB RO formation [15].
Thus, we sought to determine virus-induced changes to the ER throughout infection using long-term
time-lapse imaging. We observed a dramatic loss of the structural integrity of the ER, as shown by the
collapse of the peripheral ER network in cells infected with CVB (Video S1, Video S2, and Figure 2a).
Analysis of image series from individual cells indicated a decrease in the ratio of peripheral ER to sheet
areas, a measurement of peripheral ER integrity, that coincided with an increase in signal for infection
(Figure 2d). Furthermore, analysis of multiple image series showed a reverse correlation between the
infection signal and the peripheral ER integrity (Figure 2e). Interestingly, we found that the collapse of
the peripheral ER network preceded cell lysis by ~7 h (Videos S1 and S2).

3.3. Live-Cell Imaging Demonstrates Virus-Induced Golgi Dispersal

Enterovirus infection has been previously shown to restrict secretory trafficking, resulting in
Golgi dispersal [14,16-20]. Thus, we developed a bicistronic, triple reporter to visualize the ER and
Golgi as well as monitoring virus infection (RepOr). The RepOr construct encodes an mEmerald-Golgi
marker followed by an IRES-driven RepER cassette that has been modified to include a BFP-NLS
reporter protein (Figure 3a). Time-lapse imaging of cells expressing RepOr showed correct localization
of organelle reporters that were maintained throughout time-lapse imaging (Video S3 and Figure 3b).
To initially validate this construct, we performed time-lapse imaging of RepOr cells treated with
brefeldin A (BFA), an inhibitor of ER to Golgi protein transport [37]. As expected, BFA treatment
resulted in a clear change in the localization of the Golgi marker from a tight cluster to a dispersed
signal that colocalized with the ER marker, which indicated a disruption of Golgi integrity and a block
in protein transport out of the ER (Video 54 and Figure 3b). Next, we sought to monitor virus-induced
changes to the Golgi during infection of RepOr expressing cells. To do this, we performed time-lapse
imaging of cells infected with CVB. Consistent with previous reports [14,16-20,38], CVB infection led
to a clear dispersal of the Golgi marker, as shown by a decrease in the high-intensity Golgi signal area
and presence of a diffuse low-intensity signal, indicating a disruption of Golgi integrity (Video S5 and
Figure 3b). Analysis of this image series indicated that dispersal of the Golgi coincided with an increase
in the signal for infection (Figure 3c) and analysis of multiple image series showed a reverse correlation
between infection signal and Golgi area (Figure 3d). Together, these results indicated the RepOr
construct can be used to monitor pharmacological and viral manipulation of the secretory pathway.
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Figure 3. Time-lapse imaging of CVB infected cells expressing RepOr. (a) Top, the bicistronic RepOr
cassette contains a Golgi localized mEmerald (mEm-Golgi) followed by an IRES-driven RepER, where
the GFP has been substituted with BFP. Signal peptide (SP), transmembrane domain (TM), and nuclear
localization signal (NLS). Bottom, Schematic of the predicted model for visualizing the Golgi, ER,
and enterovirus infection. In uninfected cells (left), mCherry and BFP colocalize in the ER (purple),
and mEmerald is localized to the Golgi (green). During enterovirus infection (right), viral 3CP™
cleavage releases the BFP-NLS, which translocates to the nucleus, the mCherry is retained in the ER
(red) and the Golgi remains (green). (b) Representative time-points of an image series from live-cell
imaging of mEmerald (Golgi, green), BFP (reporter, gray), mCherry (ER, red), and merged panels from
U20S cells expressing RepOr treated with DMSO, brefeldin A, or infected with CVB. Scale bars are
20 pm. (c) Quantification of infection (blue) and Golgi area (green) in mock (dashed lines, n = 16) and
CVB (solid lines, n = 16) infected cells shown as the average fold change compared to 0 hpi; the gray
dashed line shows a fold change of 1. (d) Scatter plot of infection and Golgi areas. Transparent dots
represent individual measurements taken every 15 min for individual mock (gray, n = 16) or CVB
(green, n = 16) infected cells from 0 to 6 hpi, solid outlined dots represent the averages.

3.4. Reporter Constructs Do Not Restrict Replication Kinetics

Previous studies have utilized recombinant enteroviruses that encode fluorescent protein reporters
to visualize infection in real-time. However, these viruses display dramatic defects in replication
kinetics [14,25,26]. Thus, we sought to determine if reporter plasmid expression attenuates virus
replication. We performed single-step growth curves for CVB in U20S cells transfected with each
reporter plasmid. Our results indicated there were no differences in growth of CVB in U20S cells
transfected with empty, RepER, or RepOr plasmids (Figure 4). These results suggest our reporter
plasmids can be used to accurately monitor viral replication kinetics and virus-induced manipulation
of host cells in real-time.
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Figure 4. Growth kinetics of CVB in reporter expressing cells. U20S cells transfected with the indicated
expression plasmids were bound with CVB (100 PFU/cell) at 4 °C for 1 h, washed, and infection was
allowed to proceed at 37 °C for 24 h. Plaque assays were performed on samples collected at the

indicated time points. Data represents the average + SD titer (plaque-forming units [PFU]/mL) from
two independent experiments.

3.5. CVB-Induced ER Reorganization Is Altered by Calcium Channel Inhibition

Lastly, we sought to demonstrate the utility of our reporter system by visualizing the effect
of a pharmacological inhibitor on virus infection. We have previously reported that inhibition of
inositol 1,4,5-triphosphate receptors (IP3R), which function as calcium channels in the ER, restricts
the release of an infectious virus through modulating cell death pathways [39]. Long-term time-lapse
imaging of CVB infected RepOr cells treated with DMSO produced results similar to those described
above (Video S6, Video S7, and Figure 5a). Time-lapse imaging of RepOr cells in the presence of
2-aminoethoxydiphenylborane (2APB), an IP;R inhibitor, did not prevent the nuclear translocation of
the virus reporter or dispersal of the Golgi (Video S8, Video S9, and Figure 5a). Furthermore, image
series analysis showed no defect in the kinetics of nuclear translocation of the reporter, indicating this
drug does not affect viral protein production and replication (Figure 5b). Additionally, we did not
observe a difference in the percentage of cells infected at 8 hpi, indicated by reporter translocation to the
nucleus (Figure 5c). Interestingly, 2APB treatment of cells led to the formation of aberrant ER structures
that coincided with reporter translocation to the nucleus (Video S8 and Video S9). These structures
resembled large membrane aggregates and inflated regions of ER (Figure 5a, asterisks and arrowheads,
respectively), which were rarely observed in infected DMSO-treated cells (Figure 5c) and not observed
in uninfected cells. Furthermore, treatment with 2APB led to a significant decrease in the number of
infected cells that progressed to lysis (Figure 5c), which is consistent with a significant decrease in the
titer of extracellular virus (Figure 5d). Together, these results indicate that our plasmid-based reporters
can be used to monitor virus-induced changes to host membranes upon inhibition of specific cellular
functions, which can further our understanding of inhibitor mechanisms of action during infection.
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Figure 5. ER calcium channel inhibition alters CVB-induced ER remodeling. (a) Representative time
points of an image series from live-cell imaging of mEmerald (Golgi, green), BFP (reporter, gray),
mCherry (ER, red), and merged panels from U20S cells expressing RepOr treated with DMSO or
2APB (100 uM) with CVB. Aberrant ER structures are indicated as protein aggregates (*), inflated
ER (white arrowhead in ER panels), which exclude cytoplasmic BFP (empty arrowheads in reporter
panels). Scale bars are 20 um. (b) CVB infection kinetics of individual U20S cells expressing RepOr
treated with DMSO (n = 24) or 2APB (100 uM, n = 24). Data is shown as the average (dots) + SD
(dashed lines) infection signal every 20 min from 0 to 8 hpi, presented as fold change compared to 0 hpi.
(c) Phenotypes of cells from live-cell imaging of DMSO or 2APB (100 uM) treated U20S cells expressing
RepOr infected with CVB. Data is shown as the percentage of cells showing nuclear translocation of the
reporter at 8 hpi (Infection), percentage of cells showing infection containing aberrant ER structures
(Aberrant ER), or the percentage of cells showing reporter translocation at 8 hpi that resulted in lysis by
16 hpi (Lysis), as determined by loss of reporter signal upon loss of membrane integrity (as described
in Materials and Methods 2.8.5). The data was collected from two independent experiments, with
four separate fields/experiment. Significance was determined by one-way ANOVA, *** p < 0.0005.
(d) Titer of extracellular virus from CVB infected U20S cells treated with DMSO or 2APB (100 uM) at
10 hpi. The data is shown as the average + SD titer (PFU/mL) from three independent experiments.
Significance was determined by student’s ¢-test, ** p < 0.005.

4. Discussion

Live-cell imaging is a powerful tool to study virus-host interactions in real-time. To facilitate this,
we developed and characterized multipartite fluorescent-reporters to monitor enterovirus-induced
remodeling of organelles in the host secretory pathway. These reporters rely on enterovirus 3CP™
activity to release an NLS-tagged fluorescent protein, which translocates to the nucleus while retaining
ER and Golgi localized fluorescent markers. Live-cell imaging of CVB infected cells expressing these
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reporters allowed for the real-time visualization of virus-induced changes to the host cell, including
the collapse of the peripheral ER network and loss of Golgi integrity. Furthermore, we used live-cell
imaging with RepOr to show that a calcium channel inhibitor, 2APB, resulted in CVB-induced formation
of aberrant ER structures and decreased the lytic effects of the virus. Overall, we show that our
reporters present innovative opportunities for studying enterovirus-induced remodeling of host cell
membranes during infection in real-time.

Previous studies have utilized plasmid-based reporters for live-cell imaging of other small
positive-strand RNA virus infections [27-29]. Plasmid-based reporters for dengue virus and Zika virus
utilized viral nonstructural protein 4B (NS4B), a multi-pass ER membrane-anchored protein, fused to
GFP-NLS [28,29]. However, expression of flavivirus NS54B has previously been associated with the
induction of autophagy and remodeling of the ER, which can complicate interpretation of results and
restrict the applications in which these reporters can be used [40,41]. Additionally, these reporters
are limited to the detection of virus infection. To monitor virus-induced changes to the host-cell they
would need to be used in combination with other fluorescent-marker expression vectors or stable cells.
Thus, we expanded on these reporters to develop multipartite fluorescent reporters that anchor the
virus reporter via a single-pass host-derived transmembrane domain. This design eliminates the need
for transfection of multiple constructs to visualize host structures and virus infection and significantly
simplifies the generation of stable cells or transgenic animals. Whereas the flavivirus reporters are
virus-specific [28], the RepER and RepOr reporters can be used for a broad array of enteroviruses.
While all enterovirus infections tested resulted in reporter cleavage, there were differences in efficiency
with CVB infection consistently resulting in the highest reporter cleavage efficiency. One explanation
is the engineered cleavage site may not be optimal for all enteroviruses and may need to be modified
for specific viruses. Alternatively, there may be slight differences in replication kinetics between these
viruses, which results in lower levels of cleavage by the time point tested. Thus, these reporters can be
used to compare virus-specific manipulation of host membranes in a wide variety of target cells.

All positive-strand RNA viruses remodel host membranes to form ROs that facilitate the
sequestration of viral and host factors to promote efficient replication [7-10]. Recently, a recombinant
CVB was developed to show in real-time that the accumulation of the viral 3A coincides with Golgi
disruption [14]. This recombinant virus was also used to identify the ER as an early source for RO
membranes [15]. However, the manipulation of the CVB genome to introduce fluorescent-based
reporters resulted in dramatic attenuation, which is common in the development of most recombinant
small positive-strand RNA viruses [14,25,26]. An important benefit of our reporters is their expression
did not restrict CVB infection. Thus, we utilized the reporters to evaluate the kinetics of CVB-induced
membrane remodeling at a single-cell level. Using live-cell imaging and image series analysis, we
were able to demonstrate that Golgi dispersal and loss of peripheral ER integrity coincided with an
increase in CVB infection. Interestingly, the diffuse reporter signal in the cytoplasm indicated that
the loss of the peripheral ER network did not coincide with cell rounding, shrinkage, or result in a
sudden progression to cell death, which occurred ~7 h post ER collapse. Interestingly, CMV infection
leads to the collapse of the ER due to the expression of the viral pUL37x1 protein [42]. Thus, future
studies are warranted to determine if interactions between viral and host proteins are responsible for
CVB-induced remodeling of the ER.

We applied our reporter systems to better understand the effects of calcium channel inhibition on
infection, which we have previously shown decreases the release of infectious virus [39,43]. We found
that 2APB inhibition of calcium channels did not block virus-induced nuclear translocation of the
virus reporter, Golgi dispersal, or ER collapse. However, we did find that 2APB treated cells showing
virus reporter translocation to the nucleus contained aberrant ER structures and prevented cell lysis.
Previous studies have shown similar structures represent ER whorls or stacked ER, which have been
proposed to regulate cargo exit from the ER [44-46]. In yeast, these structures have also been associated
with induction of ER stress and the unfolded protein response [47,48], which could explain their
presence in CVB infected cells that are unable to regulate Ca®* release. Thus, our results demonstrate



Viruses 2020, 12, 1074 13 of 15

an important application for our reporters in understanding the real-time effects of pharmacological
inhibitors on virus-induced manipulation of the host cell.

Overall, we have shown the benefits of using multipartite plasmid-based reporters to visualize
virus-induced remodeling of the host cell using live-cell imaging. Our system can be readily modified
to include combinations of other fluorescent markers of host cell structures or viral host factors.
Additionally, these constructs can be modified to include recognition sites for proteases encoded by other
positive-strand RNA viruses, including flaviviruses, alphaviruses, and coronaviruses. Furthermore,
these reporters can be used for other applications, including diagnostics and high-throughput screens.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/1999-4915/12/10/1074/s1,
Table S1: Primer and oligonucleotide sequences, Video S1: Real-time imaging of CVB infected RepER expressing
cells, Video S2: Real-time imaging of an individual CVB infected RepER expressing cell, Video S3: Real-time
imaging of DMSO treated RepOr cells, Video S4: Real-time imaging of RepOr cells treated with brefeldin A,
Video S5: Real-time imaging of RepOr cells infected with CVB, Video S6: Real-time imaging of DMSO treated
RepOr cell monolayer, Video S7: Real-time imaging of an individual DMSO treated RepOr cell, Video S8: Real-time
imaging of 2APB treated RepOr cell monolayer, Video S9: Real-time imaging of an individual 2APB treated RepOr
cell. Supplemental File Legends.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, N.J.L. and C.B.C.; methodology, N.J.L. and C.B.C.; formal analysis,
N.J.L.; investigation, N.J.L and A.S.E; data curation, N.J.L.; writing—original draft preparation, N.J.L.;
writing—review and editing, N.J.L, A.S.E. and C.B.C.; visualization, N.J.L. and C.B.C.; supervision, C.B.C,;
funding acquisition, N.J.L., A.S.E., and C.B.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by NIH F32-AI122456 (N.J.L.), NIH T32-A1049820 (A.S.E.), NIH K22-AI143963
(N.J.L), NIH R01-AI081759 (C.B.C.), a Burroughs Wellcome Investigators in the Pathogenesis of Infectious Disease
Award (C.B.C.), and the UPMC Children’s Hospital of Pittsburgh (C.B.C.)

Acknowledgments: We thank Kaman Fan (Tsinghua University School of Medicine) for technical assistance and
members of the Coyne laboratory for discussion of the data presented in the manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design of the
study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, or in the decision to
publish the results.

References

1. Rhoades, R.E.; Tabor-Godwin, ] M.; Tsueng, G.; Feuer, R. Enterovirus infections of the central nervous system.
Virology 2011, 411, 288-305. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Khetsuriani, N.; Lamonte, A.; Oberste, M.S.; Pallansch, M. Neonatal enterovirus infections reported to the
national enterovirus surveillance system in the United States. Pediatr. Infect. Dis. ]. 2006, 25, 889-893.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

3.  Khetsuriani, N.; Lamonte-Fowlkes, A.; Oberst, S.; Pallansch, M.A.; Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
Enterovirus surveillance—United States, 1970-2005. MMWR Surveill. Summ. 2006, 55, 1-20.

4. Romero, J.R. Pediatric group B coxsackievirus infections. In Current Topics in Microbiology and Immunology;
Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2008; Volume 323, pp. 223-239.

5. Huang, C.C.; Liu, C.C.; Chang, Y.C.; Chen, C.Y.,; Wang, S.T.; Yeh, T.E. Neurologic complications in children
with enterovirus 71 infection. N. Engl. |. Med. 1999, 341, 936-942. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Wang, S.M,; Lei, HY,; Huang, K.J.; Wu, ].M.; Wang, ].R.; Yu, C.K,; Su, L].; Liu, C.C. Pathogenesis of enterovirus
71 brainstem encephalitis in pediatric patients: Roles of cytokines and cellular immune activation in patients
with pulmonary edema. |. Infect. Dis. 2003, 188, 564-570. [CrossRef]

7. Paul, D.; Bartenschlager, R. Architecture and biogenesis of plus-strand RNA virus replication factories.
World |. Virol. 2013, 2, 32-48. [CrossRef]

8. Limpens, R.W.; van der Schaar, H.M.; Kumar, D.; Koster, A J.; Snijder, E.J.; van Kuppeveld, EJ.; Barcena, M.
The transformation of enterovirus replication structures: A three-dimensional study of single and
double-membrane compartments. MBio 2011, 2. [CrossRef]

9.  Nagy, PD,; Strating, ].R.; van Kuppeveld, FJ. Building viral replication organelles: Close encounters of the
membrane types. PLoS Pathog. 2016, 12, €1005912. [CrossRef]


http://www.mdpi.com/1999-4915/12/10/1074/s1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.virol.2010.12.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21251690
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.inf.0000237798.07462.32
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17006282
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJM199909233411302
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10498488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/376998
http://dx.doi.org/10.5501/wjv.v2.i2.32
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00166-11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1005912

Viruses 2020, 12, 1074 14 of 15

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Suhy, D.A.; Giddings, T.H., Jr.; Kirkegaard, K. Remodeling the endoplasmic reticulum by poliovirus infection
and by individual viral proteins: An autophagy-like origin for virus-induced vesicles. J. Virol. 2000, 74,
8953-8965. [CrossRef]

Bienz, K.; Egger, D.; Pasamontes, L. Association of polioviral proteins of the P2 genomic region with the
viral replication complex and virus-induced membrane synthesis as visualized by electron microscopic
immunocytochemistry and autoradiography. Virology 1987, 160, 220-226. [CrossRef]

Dales, S.; Eggers, H.J.; Tamm, I.; Palade, G.E. Electron microscopic study of the formation of poliovirus.
Virology 1965, 26, 379-389. [CrossRef]

Schlegel, A.; Giddings, T.H., Jr.; Ladinsky, M.S.; Kirkegaard, K. Cellular origin and ultrastructure of
membranes induced during poliovirus infection. . Virol. 1996, 70, 6576-6588. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

van der Schaar, H.M.; Melia, C.E.; van Bruggen, ].A ; Strating, ].R.; van Geenen, M.E.; Koster, A J.; Barcena, M.;
van Kuppeveld, EJ. [lluminating the sites of enterovirus replication in living cells by using a split-GFP-tagged
viral protein. MSphere 2016, 1. [CrossRef]

Melia, C.E.; Peddie, C.J.; de Jong, A.W.M.; Snijder, E.J.; Collinson, L.M.; Koster, A.J.; van der Schaar, H.M.;
van Kuppeveld, FJ.M.; Barcena, M. Origins of enterovirus replication organelles established by whole-cell
electron microscopy. MBio 2019, 10. [CrossRef]

Hsu, N.Y,; Ilnytska, O.; Belov, G.; Santiana, M.; Chen, Y.H.; Takvorian, PM.; Pau, C.; van der Schaar, H.;
Kaushik-Basu, N.; Balla, T; et al. Viral reorganization of the secretory pathway generates distinct organelles
for RNA replication. Cell 2010, 141, 799-811. [CrossRef]

Belov, G.A.; Altan-Bonnet, N.; Kovtunovych, G.; Jackson, C.L.; Lippincott-Schwartz, J.; Ehrenfeld, E. Hijacking
components of the cellular secretory pathway for replication of poliovirus RNA. J. Virol. 2007, 81, 558-567.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Doedens, J.R.; Kirkegaard, K. Inhibition of cellular protein secretion by poliovirus proteins 2B and 3A. EMBO
J. 1995, 14, 894-907. [CrossRef]

Beske, O.; Reichelt, M.; Taylor, M.P; Kirkegaard, K.; Andino, R. Poliovirus infection blocks ERGIC-to-Golgi
trafficking and induces microtubule-dependent disruption of the Golgi complex. J. Cell Sci. 2007, 120,
3207-3218. [CrossRef]

van Kuppeveld, EJ.; de Jong, A.S.; Melchers, W.J.; Willems, P.H. Enterovirus protein 2B po(u)res out the
calcium: A viral strategy to survive? Trends Microbiol. 2005, 13, 41-44. [CrossRef]

Bird, S.W.; Maynard, N.D.; Covert, M.W.; Kirkegaard, K. Nonlytic viral spread enhanced by autophagy
components. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2014, 111, 13081-13086. [CrossRef]

Williams, J.H.; Mepham, B.L.; Wright, D.H. Tissue preparation for immunocytochemistry. J. Clin. Pathol.
1997, 50, 422-428. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Leyton-Puig, D.; Kedziora, K.M.; Isogai, T.; van den Broek, B.; Jalink, K.; Innocenti, M. PFA fixation enables
artifact-free super-resolution imaging of the actin cytoskeleton and associated proteins. Biol. Open 2016,
5,1001-1009. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Schnell, U.; Dijk, E; Sjollema, K.A.; Giepmans, B.N. Immunolabeling artifacts and the need for live-cell
imaging. Nat. Methods 2012, 9, 152-158. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Schoggins, ] W.; Dorner, M.; Feulner, M.; Imanaka, N.; Murphy, M.Y.; Ploss, A.; Rice, C.M. Dengue reporter
viruses reveal viral dynamics in interferon receptor-deficient mice and sensitivity to interferon effectors
in vitro. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 14610-14615. [CrossRef]

Shang, B.; Deng, C.; Ye, H.; Xu, W.; Yuan, Z.; Shi, P.Y.; Zhang, B. Development and characterization of a stable
eGFP enterovirus 71 for antiviral screening. Antivir. Res. 2013, 97, 198-205. [CrossRef]

Jones, C.T.; Catanese, M.T.; Law, L.M.; Khetani, S.R.; Syder, AJ.; Ploss, A.; Oh, T.S.; Schoggins, ].W.;
MacDonald, M.R,; Bhatia, S.N.; et al. Real-time imaging of hepatitis C virus infection using a fluorescent
cell-based reporter system. Nat. Biotechnol. 2010, 28, 167-171. [CrossRef]

McFadden, M.].; Mitchell-Dick, A.; Vazquez, C.; Roder, A .E.; Labagnara, K.F.; McMahon, ].J.; Silver, D.L.;
Horner, SM. A fluorescent cell-based system for imaging Zika virus infection in real-time. Viruses 2018,
10, 95. [CrossRef]

Medin, C.L.; Valois, S.; Patkar, C.G.; Rothman, A.L. A plasmid-based reporter system for live cell imaging of
dengue virus infected cells. J. Virol. Methods 2015, 211, 55-62. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.74.19.8953-8965.2000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0042-6822(87)90063-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0042-6822(65)90001-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.70.10.6576-6588.1996
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8794292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/mSphere.00104-16
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00951-19
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2010.03.050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01820-06
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17079330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/j.1460-2075.1995.tb07071.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jcs.03483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tim.2004.12.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1401437111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/jcp.50.5.422
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9215127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/bio.019570
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27378434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1855
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22290187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1212379109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2012.12.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nbt.1604
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/v10020095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jviromet.2014.10.010

Viruses 2020, 12, 1074 15 of 15

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

Coyne, C.B.; Bozym, R.; Morosky, S.A.; Hanna, S.L.; Mukherjee, A.; Tudor, M.; Kim, K.S.; Cherry, S.
Comparative RNAi screening reveals host factors involved in enterovirus infection of polarized endothelial
monolayers. Cell Host Microbe 2011, 9, 70-82. [CrossRef]

Mukherjee, A.; Morosky, S.A.; Delorme-Axford, E.; Dybdahl-Sissoko, N.; Oberste, M.S.; Wang, T.; Coyne, C.B.
The coxsackievirus B 3C protease cleaves MAVS and TRIF to attenuate host type I interferon and apoptotic
signaling. PLoS Pathog. 2011, 7, e1001311. [CrossRef]

Harris, K.G.; Morosky, S.A.; Drummond, C.G.; Patel, M.; Kim, C,; Stolz, D.B.; Bergelson, ].M.; Cherry, S.;
Coyne, C.B. RIP3 Regulates Autophagy and Promotes Coxsackievirus B3 Infection of Intestinal Epithelial
Cells. Cell Host Microbe 2015, 18, 221-232. [CrossRef]

Shu, Q.; Lennemann, N.J.; Sarkar, S.N.; Sadovsky, Y.; Coyne, C.B. ADAP2 Is an interferon stimulated gene
that restricts RNA virus entry. PLoS Pathog. 2015, 11, e1005150. [CrossRef]

Delorme-Axford, E.; Morosky, S.; Bomberger, J.; Stolz, D.B.; Jackson, W.T.; Coyne, C.B. BPIFB3 regulates
autophagy and coxsackievirus B replication through a noncanonical pathway independent of the core
initiation machinery. MBio 2014, 5, e02147. [CrossRef]

Wortzel, I.; Koifman, G.; Rotter, V.; Seger, R.; Porat, Z. High Throughput Analysis of Golgi Structure by
Imaging Flow Cytometry. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 788. [CrossRef]

Gustin, K.E.; Sarnow, P. Effects of poliovirus infection on nucleo-cytoplasmic trafficking and nuclear pore
complex composition. EMBO J. 2001, 20, 240-249. [CrossRef]

Chardin, P.; McCormick, F. Brefeldin A: The advantage of being uncompetitive. Cell 1999, 97, 153-155. [CrossRef]
van der Schaar, HM.; Rust, M.].; Chen, C.; van der Ende-Metselaar, H.; Wilschut, J.; Zhuang, X.; Smit, ]. M.
Dissecting the cell entry pathway of dengue virus by single-particle tracking in living cells. PLoS Pathog.
2008, 4, €1000244. [CrossRef]

Bozym, R.A.; Patel, K.; White, C.; Cheung, K.H.; Bergelson, ].M.; Morosky, S.A.; Coyne, C.B. Calcium
signals and calpain-dependent necrosis are essential for release of coxsackievirus B from polarized intestinal
epithelial cells. Mol. Biol. Cell 2011, 22, 3010-3021. [CrossRef]

Kaufusi, PH.; Kelley, J.E; Yanagihara, R.; Nerurkar, V.R. Induction of endoplasmic reticulum-derived
replication-competent membrane structures by West Nile virus non-structural protein 4B. PLoS ONE 2014,
9, €84040. [CrossRef]

Liang, Q.; Luo, Z.; Zeng, ].; Chen, W.; Foo, S.S.; Lee, S.A.; Ge, ].; Wang, S.; Goldman, S.A.; Zlokovic, B.V,; et al.
Zika virus NS4A and NS4B proteins deregulate Akt-mTOR signaling in human fetal neural stem cells to
inhibit neurogenesis and induce autophagy. Cell Stem Cell 2016, 19, 663-671. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Sharon-Friling, R.; Goodhouse, J.; Colberg-Poley, A.M.; Shenk, T. Human cytomegalovirus pUL37x1 induces
the release of endoplasmic reticulum calcium stores. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2006, 103, 19117-19122.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bozym, R.A.; Morosky, S.A.; Kim, K.S.; Cherry, S.; Coyne, C.B. Release of intracellular calcium stores facilitates
coxsackievirus entry into polarized endothelial cells. PLoS Pathog. 2010, 6, €1001135. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Demetriadou, A.; Morales-Sanfrutos, J.; Nearchou, M.; Baba, O.; Kyriacou, K.; Tate, EW.; Drousiotou, A.;
Petrou, P.P. Mouse Stbd1 is N-myristoylated and affects ER-mitochondria association and mitochondrial
morphology. J. Cell Sci. 2017, 130, 903-915. [CrossRef]

Dykstra, K.M.; Pokusa, J.E.; Suhan, J.; Lee, T.H. Yip1A structures the mammalian endoplasmic reticulum.
Mol. Biol. Cell 2010, 21, 1556-1568. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wiest, D.L.; Burkhardt, ].K.; Hester, S.; Hortsch, M.; Meyer, D.I.; Argon, Y. Membrane biogenesis during B
cell differentiation: Most endoplasmic reticulum proteins are expressed coordinately. J. Cell Biol. 1990, 110,
1501-1511. [CrossRef]

Schuck, S.; Gallagher, C.M.; Walter, P. ER-phagy mediates selective degradation of endoplasmic reticulum
independently of the core autophagy machinery. J. Cell Sci. 2014, 127, 4078-4088. [CrossRef]

Bernales, S.; McDonald, K.L.; Walter, P. Autophagy counterbalances endoplasmic reticulum expansion during
the unfolded protein response. PLoS Biol. 2006, 4, e423. [CrossRef]

® © 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2011.01.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1001311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2015.07.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1005150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/mBio.02147-14
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-00909-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/20.1.240
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0092-8674(00)80724-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1000244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1091/mbc.E11-02-0094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0084040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2016.07.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27524440
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0609353103
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17135350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1001135
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20949071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jcs.195263
http://dx.doi.org/10.1091/mbc.e09-12-1002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20237155
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.110.5.1501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jcs.154716
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0040423
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Cell Culture and Viruses 
	Plasmid Construction 
	Antibodies and Reagents 
	Virus Infections 
	Immunoblots 
	Immunofluorescence Microscopy 
	Long-Term Time-Lapse Fluorescent Live-Cell Imaging 
	Image and Data Analysis 
	Intensity Profile Analysis and Nuclear Fluorescence Quantification of Confocal Images 
	Infection Quantification 
	ER Integrity Quantification 
	Golgi Area Quantification 
	Effects of 2APB Treatment 
	Statistics 


	Results 
	Enterovirus Reporter Plasmid Construction. 
	Live-Cell Imaging Demonstrates Virus-Induced Manipulation of the ER 
	Live-Cell Imaging Demonstrates Virus-Induced Golgi Dispersal 
	Reporter Constructs Do Not Restrict Replication Kinetics 
	CVB-Induced ER Reorganization Is Altered by Calcium Channel Inhibition 

	Discussion 
	References

