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Abstract:

 Porcine circovirus type 2 (PCV2) infection induces autophagy and apoptosis. These cellular responses could be connected with endoplasmic reticulum (ER) stress. It remains unknown if PCV2 induces ER stress and if autophagy or apoptosis is primary to PCV2 infection or secondary responses following ER stress. Here, we demonstrate that PCV2 triggered unfolded protein response (UPR) in PK-15 cells by activating the PERK/eIF2α pathway without concomitant activation of IRE1 or ATF6. Since ATF4 and CHOP were induced later than PERK/eIF2α, it is clear that persistent PCV2 infection could lead to selective activation of PERK via the PERK-eIF2α-ATF4-CHOP axis. Therefore, PERK activation could be part of the pro-apoptotic signaling via induced expression of CHOP by PCV2. Since PERK inhibition by GSK2606414 or RNA silencing or suppression of eIF2α dephosphorylation by salubrinal limited viral replication, we suppose that PCV2 deploys UPR to enhance its replication. Over-expression of GRP78 or treatment with tauroursodeoxycholic acid could enhance viral capsid expression and/or viral titers, indicating that these chaperones, endogenous or exogenous, could help correct folding of viral proteins. Our findings provide the first evidence that ER stress plays a role in the pathogenesis of PCV2 infection probably as part of autophagic and apoptotic responses.
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1. Introduction


Porcine circovirus type 2 (PCV2) is the primary causative agent of porcine circovirus-associated disease (PCVAD) [1]. The single-stranded circular DNA genome of PCV2 contains three major open reading frames (ORFs) coding for the replication protein (ORF1) [2,3], capsid protein (ORF2) [4], and a protein with suggested apoptotic activity (ORF3) [5,6] during PCV2 infection. The virus primarily targets the lymphoid tissues, leading to lymphoid depletion and subsequent immunosuppression in pigs [7]. Although much progress has been made toward understanding the pathogenetic aspects of PCV2 infection, such as mechanisms of viral replication [8,9], epidemiology [10], clinical manifestations [11], host immune responses [12] and control strategies [13], there are still many important questions unanswered hitherto with regard to the pathogenesis of PCV2 infection.



Apoptotic cell death could be one of the mechanisms of lymphoid depletion during PCV2 infection [14]. It remains unknown if apoptosis is the direct response of host cells to viral proteins such as ORF3 or capsid protein (Cap) [6,15] or indirect (or even secondary) host cell responses following autophagy or unfolded protein response (UPR). UPR, autophagy and apoptosis have been found to occur in succession in host cells undergoing persistent stresses via a number of common signaling mechanisms shared by these different cellular responses in deciding the cell fate [16].



Eukaryotic cells respond to accumulation of unfolded proteins in the lumen of endoplasmic reticulum (ER) either by UPR or by apoptosis when cytoprotective functions of the ER are overwhelmed [17]. ER stress activates the stress sensors ATF6 (activating transcription factor 6) [18], IRE1 (inositol requiring enzyme 1) [19], and PERK (PKR-like ER kinase) [20], representing three branches of the UPR. All three proximal UPR transducers associate with GRP78/BiP (a chaperone of the heat shock protein HSP70 family) [21] in their inactivate state. Upon perturbation of ER homeostasis, GRP78 dissociates from the UPR transducers to permit their signaling. Each transducer produces a transcription factor (ATF6(N), XBP1, and ATF4, respectively) that activates genes to increase the protein-folding capacity in the ER [22].



Some viruses, such as hepatitis C virus, hepatitis B virus and Varicella-zoster virus, could manage to establish persistent infections by interacting with UPR [23,24,25]. Mounting evidence suggests that virus infection is related not only to UPR but also to autophagy and apoptosis [26,27]. We have found that PCV2 induces autophagy in PK-15 cells by repressing mTOR in a cascade of phosphorylated proteins involving TSC2, ERK1/2, and AMPK [28,29] and that autophagic response seems to enhance viral replication [29]. Several reports indicate that ORF3 and Cap of PCV2 are involved in apoptotic cell death [6,15]. Apparently, a number of important issues remain to be addressed: Do the autophagic response and apoptosis occur independently during PCV2 infection? Is UPR activated in PCV2-infected cells? Is UPR, once activated, linked with autophagy and/or apoptosis? The present study clearly shows that PCV2 induces UPR by activating the PERK pathway and employs PERK pathway and GRP78 to enhance its replication. There is a possible link of UPR with autophagy and apoptosis during PCV2 infection. Further research is warranted to explore the signaling mechanisms governing the switch or transition from UPR to autophagy and/or apoptosis.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Virus and Cell Lines


Porcine circovirus type 2 isolate SY4 strain (PCV2b, GenBank accession No. GU325754) was originally isolated from the lung of a pig with naturally occurring PCVAD in Zhejiang, China. Cell lines PK-15 free of PCV1 contamination were cultured at 37 °C and 5% CO2 in complete medium minimal essential medium (MEM, HyClone, South Logan, UT, USA) supplemented with 10% heat inactivated newborn calf serum (Gibco, Grand Island, NY, USA), 1% l-glutamine, 1% non-essential amino acids, 100 U/mL penicillin G, and 100 g/mL streptomycin. Porcine alveolar macrophage cells (PAM, cell line 3D4/31) (ATCC, Manassas, VA, USA) were grown in RPMI 1640 (Gibco, Grand Island, NY, USA) supplemented with 10% heat inactivated newborn calf serum, 1% nonessential amino acids (100×, GIBCO-BRL), and antibiotics (100 U/mL penicillin G and 100 g/mL streptomycin).




2.2. Plasmid Construction and siRNA


Porcine grp78 cDNA was prepared by reverse transcription of total PK-15 RNA, followed by a two-step PCR amplification. The gene was subcloned into the BamHI/XhoI sites of pcDNA3.1 (Invitrogen, Eugene, OR, USA) to generate pcDNA3-GRP78. For the epitope tagging, the FLAG sequence was subcloned into the pcDNA3-GRP78 at the ER signal sequence of GRP78 at residue 19. The recombinant plasmid was confirmed by sequencing. siRNAs against GRP78, PERK and control scrambled siRNA were purchased from Genepharma (Shanghai, China). The sense strand of siRNA for GRP78 was 5'-GGGAAAGAAGGUUACUCAUGCAGUU-3'. For PERK silencing, four siRNAs were used as a pool [30]: 5'-CCAGAGAAGTGGCAAGAAA-3', 5'-CGAGAGCCGGAUUUAUUGA-3', 5'-GGAUGAAAUUUGGCUGAAA-3' and 5'-CAGACACACAGGACAAGUA-3'.




2.3. Virus Infection, Treatments with Chemicals and Transfection


PK-15 cells and PAM cells were infected with PCV2 at varying multiplicity of infection (MOI) according to the requirements of different experiments. Infection was allowed to proceed for 1 h and the supernatant was then removed. The cell monolayers were rinsed with sterile phosphate buffered saline at pH 7.2 (PBS) to remove unattached viruses and then incubated in the presence of fresh medium at 37 °C for indicated time points when the cells were harvested for SDS-PAGE/Western blotting of target protein molecules related to UPR or for virus titration as described below.



To examine the interaction between PCV2 and host cells or among host cell molecules related to UPR during virus infection, PK-15 cells were transfected with pcDNA3-GRP78 or siGRP78, or treated with the following chemicals: 0.5 mg/mL tauroursodeoxycholic acid (TUDCA, Calbiochem, Darmstadt, Germany) or 10 mM 4-phenylbutyric acid (4-PBA, Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Santa Cruz, CA, USA) (both as ER stress attenuator), 1 μM PERK inhibitor GSK2606414 (Selleck Chemicals LLC, Houston, TX, USA), 50 μM Salubrinal (Selleck) as eIF2α dephosphorylation inhibitor, 2 μM thapsigargin (Abcam, Cambridge, UK) or 10 μM GRP78 inducer BIX (Tocris Bioscience, Bristol, UK). The cells were then infected as described above and cultured in fresh medium in the absence or presence of the same chemical (at the same concentrations for pretreatments), or the corresponding level of the solvent dimethylsulfoxide (DMSO) as control.



pcDNA-GRP78 or siGRP78 or siPERK was delivered into PK-15 cells by transfection with lipofectamine 2000 (Invitrogen). Cells were infected with PCV2 at 24 h post-transfection. All PCV2-infected cells were subjected to further incubation for 36 h or other time points as specified in related figures before being harvested for Western blotting of target molecules related to UPR or for virus titration as described below.




2.4. Western Blotting


Western blotting was performed as described previously [29]. The membranes were blocked for 1 h in Tris-buffered saline containing 0.05% Tween 20 and 5% nonfat milk and then probed for 1 h with the following primary antibodies: mouse monoclonal anti-Cap IgG (produced in our laboratory), rabbit polyclonal anti-LC3B (Sigma, St. Louis, MO, USA), rabbit monoclonal antibodies to GRP78, eIF2α phospho and total eIF2α (Abcam, Cambridge, MA, USA), rabbit polyclonal antibodies to IRE1 phospho, ATF6, PERK phospho, PERK, C/EBP homologous protein (CHOP, Abcam, Cambridge, MA, USA), goat anti-ATF4 polyclonal antibody (Abcam), and mouse monoclonal antibodies to β-actin and Flag (MultiSciences, Hangzhou, China). Blots were washed and then incubated for another hour with goat anti-rabbit, anti-mouse or donkey anti-goat horseradish peroxidase-labeled antibodies (KPL, Gaithersburg, MD, USA). The blots were revealed using the ECL Plus detection system under conditions recommended by the manufacturer (Thermo, Marina, CA, USA). Images were captured directly by the Gel 3100 Chemiluminescent and Fluorescent Imaging System (Sagecreation, Beijing, China). Quantification of band density was done using Quantity One software (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA) with normalization to the β-actin signal. Abundance of interested proteins in various treatments was expressed, where appropriate, relative to that under mock conditions.




2.5. Xbp1 Splicing


Activation of IRE1 was determined by measuring splicing of its substrate, the mRNA encoding the XBP1 transcription factor. PK-15 cells were infected with PCV2 for 12 to 36 h. Cells treated with 2 μg/mL tunicamycin (Sangon, Shanghai, China) for 3 h were used as positive control. RNA was harvested using TRIzol reagent (Invitrogen). Total RNA was treated with DNase I (Thermo, Marina, CA, USA) before synthesis of cDNA by reverse transcriptase (The GoScript™ Reverse Transcription System, Promega, Madison, WI, USA). To amplify xbp1 mRNA, PCR was performed for 30 cycles (94 °C for 30 s, 58 °C for 30 s, and 72 °C for 1 min (10 min in the final cycle)), using the primers 5'-GGCAGAGACCAAGGGGAATG-3' and 5'-GGGTCGACTTCTGGGAGCTG-3' with Platinum Taq DNA polymerase (Invitrogen). Fragments of 235 bp and 263 bp, representing spliced (sXBP1) and unspliced XBP1 (uXBP1), respectively, were documented after staining the 2% agarose gel with ethidium bromide.




2.6. TUNEL Assay


PK-15 cells were infected with PCV2 in the absence or presence of TUDCA or 4-PBA for 36 h. Cells were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde solution in PBS for 1 h at room temperature and then permeabilized with 0.1% Triton X-100 in 0.1% sodium citrate solution for 2 min on ice. The TUNEL assay kit (Roche Molecular Biochemicals, Mannheim, Germany) was used to visualize apoptotic cells following the manufacturer’s instruction.




2.7. Immunofluorescence


PK-15 cells were infected with PCV2 in the absence or presence of TUDCA or 4-PBA for 36 h. Cells were fixed with pre-cooled 80% acetone at −20 °C for 15 min. After washing with PBS containing 0.05% Tween-20 (PBS-T), the cells were incubated at 37 °C for 1 h with 1:500-diluted monoclonal antibodies to PCV2 capsid protein. The plate was washed three times with PBS-T and incubated with the secondary fluorescein-labeled goat anti-mouse IgG (KPL) at 37 °C for 45 min. The cells were washed and examined for viral antigen under a fluorescence microscope (X81, Olympus, Japan).




2.8. Quantification of Virus Titer


Quantification of virus titer was performed as previously described [29].




2.9. Cell Viability Measurement


Cell viability was determined using the CCK-8 assay kit (Beyotime, Hangzhou, China) according to the manufacturer’s instructions.




2.10. Statistical Analysis


All results in figures were presented, where appropriate, as means ± the standard deviations from three independent experiments and analyzed by using the Student t tests.





3. Results


3.1. PCV2 Infection Induced Unfolded Protein Response via PERK Pathway


We have previously shown that PCV2 infection can employ autophagy to enhance its replication in PK-15 cells [28]. We were wondering whether UPR is involved during PCV2 infection as part of the host cell responses other than autophagy. By examining the three branches of UPR marker molecules PERK/eIF2α, ATF6, IRE1α/XBP1 splicing, we find that UPR did not occur until 24 h post-infection (hpi) as shown by elevation of phosphorylated form of PERK and eIF2α (p-PERK and p-eIF2α) (Figure 1A), a similar time point when autophagy was induced. Since IRE1α might be activated at early phase [31], we collected samples from 12 to 36 hpi for analysis. Figure 1B shows that the phosphorylated form of IRE1 (p-IRE1) was not induced during PCV2 infection, neither was the other UPR sensor ATF6 activated, since cleaved ATF6 could not be detected. Analysis of XBP1 splicing in PCV2-infected cells revealed that no splicing occurred (Figure 1C), while the control cells treated with tunicamycin did exhibit a band of sXBP1 reflecting activation of UPR.


Figure 1. Porcine circovirus 2 infection induced unfolded protein response and autophagy in PK-15 cells. PK-15 cells were infected with PCV2 (MOI = 1) or mock-infected for indicated time points (A, B and C). (A) Western blotting of phosphorylated forms of PERK (p-PERK) and eIF2α (p-eIF2α), total eIF2α, autophagy marker LC3-II and PCV2 capsid expression; (B) Western blotting of ATF6 and phosphorylated IRE1α (p-IRE1α); (C) PK-15 cells were either treated with tunicamycin (Tm) for 3 h or infected with PCV2 (MOI = 1) for indicated time points. Total RNA was extracted and analyzed for splicing of XBP1 (sXBP1 for the spliced, or uXBP1 for the unspliced) visualized on 2% agarose gel after reverse transcription PCR using with XBP1-specific and GAPDH-specific primers. Tunicamycin was used as a positive control for induction of XBP1 splicing (sXBP1) and GAPDH levels as loading control.
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Next, we made a semi-quantitative approach to investigate changes of p-PERK, p-eIF2α and the ER chaperone GRP78 at 24, 36 and 48 hpi. GRP78 was investigated because it is known not only as a marker of ER stress but also an important regulator of ER stress by modulating the activation of transmembrane ER stress sensors (IRE1, PERK, and ATF6) through a binding-release mechanism [17,21]. Figure 2 shows that p-PERK, p-eIF2α and GRP78 were induced progressively during PCV2 infection and remained elevated at 48 hpi as compared to mock-infected cells (p < 0.05 or <0.01 at all time points). The profiles of these molecules were similar to the kinetics of the viral capsid protein expression (Figure 2). The above results suggest that the viral protein synthesis during PCV2 infection induces UPR via activation of PERK/eIF2α.


Figure 2. Porcine circovirus 2 infection induced unfolded protein response and expression of the pro-apoptotic protein CHOP by activating the PERK/eIF2α/ATF4/CHOP axis. PK-15 cells were infected with PCV2 or mock-infected for indicated time points. (A) Representative images of Western blotting for the target proteins; (B–D) Ratios of GRP78 to β-actin (B), phosphorylated PERK (p-PERK) to total PERK (C), and phosphorylated eIF2α (p-eIF2α) to total eIF2α (t-eIF2α) (D). Ratios of targeted proteins to β-actin or t-PERK/t-eIF2α were normalized to mock infection set at 1.0. All data are reported as means ± the standard errors of the mean of three independent experiments (*, p < 0.05; **, p < 0.01) here and in all subsequent figures.
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ATF4 is a master regulator that plays pivotal roles in stress responses by regulating expression of many genes including chop that encodes the C/EBP-homologous protein (CHOP) by binding its promoter [32]. PERK is known to activate the eIF2α/ATF4 pathway [17]. Therefore, we attempted to analyze ATF4 and CHOP during PCV2 infection. Figure 2A shows that PCV2 infection also led to increased expression of ATF4 and CHOP at 36 and 48 hpi, but not at 24 hpi when PERK/eIF2α activation became significant. There was an apparent time gap between the initial UPR response and activation of its downstream molecules. Both ATF4 and CHOP were barely detectable in the lysates of mock-infected control cells. These results suggest a possible mechanistic link between induction of the pro-apoptotic CHOP and PCV2-induced apoptosis.



Because monocyte/macrophage lineage cells, including alveolar macrophages, are the major target cells for PCV2 [33], we attempted to examine if UPR was activated in the porcine alveolar macrophage cells infected with PCV2. We found similar results to those in PK-15 cells, no activation of IRE1 and ATF6, but activation of PERK-eIF2α as well as increased GRP78 expression and LC3 lipidation, as compared with the mock control (Figure S1).




3.2. Inhibition of PERK and eIF2α Dephosphorylation Reduced PCV2 Replication


Since PCV2 infection could activate the PERK pathway, we wanted to examine if inhibition of PERK with GSK2606414, a selective PERK inhibitor [34] or by RNA interference would have effects on the expression of GRP78, eIF2α or even viral capsid protein. Figure 3 shows that GSK2606414 treatment and siPERK not only reduced p-PERK induced by PCV2 infection but also decreased p-eIF2α (Figure 3A,B,D,E). PERK inhibition did not seem to have effect on GRP78 expression. However, viral replication was significantly reduced, as revealed by reduced expression of Cap and lower virus titers (Figure 3A,B,G,H). To determine the effect of eIF2α phosphorylation level on viral replication, we treated PCV2-infected cells with salubrinal, a selective small molecule inhibitor of cellular complexes (containing the protein phosphatase 1 and its cofactor GADD34) that dephosphorylates eIF2α and inhibits global translation [35]. We found that p-eIF2α was significantly increased by salubrinal treatment in PCV2-infected cells compared with control cells, while the total eIF2α remained unchanged (Figure 3C,F). GRP78 level was also elevated (Figure 3C). Inhibition of elF2α dephosphorylation significantly reduced Cap expression and virus titers (Figure 3C,I). These results indicate that PCV2 may utilize the PERK pathway for its replication.


Figure 3. Inhibition of PERK by GSK2606414 or by RNA interference and attenuation of eIF2α dephosphorylation by salubrinal reduced porcine circovirus 2 replication. PK-15 cells were infected with PCV2 (MOI = 1) for 36 h in the presence of GSK2606414 (GSK, 1 μM) or salubrinal (Sal, 50 μM). PK-15 cells were first transfected with PERK-specific siRNA (siPERK). Scrambled RNA was used as control. After 24 h of transfection, the cells were infected with PCV2 or mock-infected for 36 h. Whole cell lysates were subjected to Western blotting. (A–C) Representative blots of PCV2-infected cells treated with GSK2606414, siPERK and salubrinal respectively; (D,E) Inhibition of PERK by GSK2606414 or siPERK (ratio of p-PERK to t-PERK); (F) Inhibition of eIF2α dephosphorylation by salubrinal (ratio of p-eIF2α to t-eIF2α); (G–I) Effects of p-PERK inhibition by GSK2606414 or RNA interference, and inhibition of eIF2α dephosphorylation by salubrinal on viral capsid (Cap) protein expression (ratio of Cap to β-actin normalized to control cells set at 1.0, top panels) and virus titer (log TCID50/mL, bottom panels).
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3.3. GRP78 Positively Regulated PCV2 Replication


One of the key events in UPR activation is dissociation of the chaperone GRP78 from the luminal part of the ER integral membrane proteins: PERK, IRE1 and ATF6 [17]. Over-expression of GRP78 has been shown to increase ER resistance to stress, thus having beneficial effects in several cell types [36,37]. We transfected the PK-15 cells with a recombinant eukaryotic vector pcDNA3-GRP78 which was Flag-tagged for distinction between endogenous and exogenous forms of GRP78. Extrachromosomal transient expression was successful as shown by the presence of Flag on the blots with the GRP78 level particularly high in the cells not infected with PCV2 (Figure 4A). Overexpression of GRP78 did not seem to have observable effect on p-eIF2α (Figure 4A). Viral protein synthesis (Figure 4A,B) and virus titers increased significantly (p < 0.05) (Figure 4C) as a result of pcDNA3-GRP78 transfection. It has been shown that knockdown of GRP78 could activate UPR [38]. We silenced GRP78 expression using RNA interference. The effect of GRP78 silencing was confirmed by Western blot (Figure 4D,E). Silencing of GRP78 led to increased phosphorylation of eIF2α in mock-infected cells, but did not affect p-eIF2α in PCV2-infected cells (Figure 4D). However, such knockdown resulted in decreased viral protein synthesis and the virus titers (Figure 4D,F).


Figure 4. Effects of GRP78 over-expression or knockdown on porcine circovirus 2 replication. PK-15 cells were first transfected with the vector expressing GRP78 or with GRP78-specific siRNA (siGRP78). Control vector pcDNA or scrambled RNA (siNC) was used as control. After 24 h of transfection, the cells were infected with PCV2 or mock-infected for indicated time points. Whole cell lysates were subjected to Western blotting for GRP78, phosphorylated eIF2α (p-eIF2α), total eIF2α (t-eIF2α), Flag tag, and viral capsid protein (Cap). (A) Representative blot showing the effects of GRP78 over-expression on target proteins; (B) Ratio of Cap to β-actin normalized to mock infection set at 1.0; (C) Virus titers expressed as log TCID50/mL; (D) Representative blot showing the effects of GRP78 silencing on target proteins; (E) Ratio of GRP78 to β-actin; (F) Ratio of Cap to β-actin normalized to control cells set at 1.0 (top panel) and virus titers expressed as log TCID50/mL (bottom panel).
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To further elucidate the effect of GRP78 on PCV2 replication, we induced GRP78 by pre-treatment of the cells with chemical compounds BIX [39] and thapsigargin (Tg). Treatment of cells with BIX for 6 h significantly increased GRP78 expression. Six-hour pre-treatment with BIX significantly induced viral protein synthesis and virus titers in PCV2-infected cells (p < 0.05) (Figure 5A–C). The GRP78 level of the pretreated group fell to the normal level during subsequent infection for 36 h, which is not surprising since the effect of BIX is known to be transient [39]. We showed that thapsigargin was able to rapidly induce UPR in PK-15 cells (Figure S2). Pre-incubation with this compound for 2 h also increased viral protein synthesis and virus titers (p < 0.05) (Figure 5D–F). The same treatment performed on porcine alveolar macrophage cells gave similar results.


Figure 5. Induction of GRP78 by pretreatment with BIX or thapsigargin enhanced viral capsid protein expression. PK-15 cells were pre-treated with 10 μM GRP78 inducer BIX for 6 h or with 2 μM thapsigargin (Tg) for 2 h and then infected with PCV2 (MOI = 1) in fresh medium for another 36 h or 24 h. Whole cell lysates were then subjected to Western blotting for GRP78, Cap and β-actin. (A,D) Representative blot showing the effects of GRP78 induction by BIX or thapsigargin on viral capsid (Cap) protein expression; (B,E) Ratio of Cap to β-actin normalized to control cells set at 1.0; (C,F) Effects of GRP78 induction by BIX or thapsigargin on virus titer expressed as log TCID50/mL.
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3.4. Chemical ER Chaperones Modulated PCV2 Replication and Apoptosis


To further understand the role of UPR in the pathogenesis of PCV2 infection, we examined the effects, on viral replication and virus-induced apoptosis, of chemical chaperones that modulate ER responses to stress. TUDCA is one of the molecules that have been shown to reduce ER stress in vitro and in vivo [40]. We found that treatment with TUDCA reduced GRP78 expression, eIF2α phosphorylation and CHOP expression induced by PCV2 infection (Figure 6A). TUDCA increased viral capsid protein expression and virus yield (Figure 6A–C). The TUNEL assay showed that PCV2 had actually induced apoptosis by 36 hpi, while TUDCA reduced PCV2-induced apoptosis. Another chemical chaperone 4-phenylbutyric acid (a low molecular weight fatty acid), which is known to alleviate ER stress, decreased p-eIF2α and CHOP in PCV2-infected cells. However, it was inhibitory to viral protein expression and virus yield (Figure S3). Treatment of PCV2-infected PK-15 with 4-PBA also reduced apoptotic cells, coincident with down-regulation of CHOP.


Figure 6. Tauroursodeoxycholic acid enhanced virus replication. PK-15 cells were infected with PCV2 (MOI = 1) for 36 h. Tauroursodeoxycholic acid (TUDCA) was maintained during the viral infection. Whole cell extracts were subjected to Western blotting for GRP78, phosphorylated eIF2α (p-eIF2α), total eIF2α (t-eIF2α), CHOP and capsid protein. (A) Representative blot showing the effect of TUDCA treatment on expression of target proteins; (B) Ratio of Cap to β-actin normalized to untreated control cells set at 1.0; (C) Virus titers expressed as log TCID50/mL.
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3.5. Pharmacological Treatments, Plasmid Transfection and RNA Interference Did Not affect Cell Viability


To assess whether treatments with TUDCA, 4-PBA, GSK2606414, salubrinal or BIX and transfection with plasmids for GRP78/PERK-siRNA or GRP78 over-expression affect cell viability, which could ultimately impact experimental results in PK-15 cells, we used the CCK-8 assay to analyze their effects on cell viability. Transfection or treatment with chemicals did not have significant effects on the viability of PK-15 cells with the exception of 4-PBA (Figure 7).


Figure 7. Pharmacological treatments or plasmid transfection and siRNA knockdown did not affect cell viability with the exception of 4-phenylbutyric acid. Cell viability was determined by CCK-8 assay after treatment of the PK-15 cells with 0.5 mg/mL TUDCA, 10 mM 4-PBA, 1 μM GSK2606414, 50 μM salubrinal, 10 μM BIX or transfection with pcDNA3-GRP78, siGRP78, siPERK or scrambled RNA (siNC) for 24 h. Relative percent cell viability is expressed as means ± SEM (n = 3).
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4. Discussion


A host of RNA viruses have been found to trigger ER stress and differentially activate ER stress-related signaling pathways [41]. However, there is paucity of information on the involvement of DNA viruses in ER stress. Herpes simplex virus-1 was found to disarm UPR in early stages of infection, but induced eIF2α/ATF4 signaling at the final stage of its replication [42]. With Varicella-zoster virus, a DNA virus that possesses the smallest genome of human herpesviruses and lacks some genes used by other herpesviruses to manipulate the UPR, differential induction of UPR was seen as its strategy to cope with viral glycoprotein synthesis [23]. However, it remains unknown if single stranded DNA viruses, such as circovirus, are able to manipulate UPR during their infection. Here we show that PCV2 could employ UPR to enhance its replication via PERK/eIF2α signaling.



Viruses differ in their ability to activate the three arms of UPR transmembrane sensors, PERK, IRE1 and ATF6, some activating all three while some one or two during their infection [41]. Theoretically, up-regulation of GRP78 in response to stresses or viral infection could be perceived by all three UPR sensors with subsequent activation [43]. First, we demonstrated that PCV2 infection did initiate UPR by inducing expression of GRP78, the master regulator of the UPR pathways, both in PK-15 and porcine alveolar macrophage cells. An early study has indicated that alveolar macrophages are the major target cells for PCV2 [33]. We also found that the PAM cells are permissive to PCV2 replication. Therefore, the findings in this particular cell line, though similar to those in PK-15 cells showing induction of UPR and autophagic responses by PCV2 infection, should strengthen the view that both UPR and autophagy could be involved in the pathogenesis of PCV2.



Then, we examined all three arms of UPR during PCV2 infection. It is evident that the PERK pathway was selectively activated without concomitant activation of the IRE1/XBP1 or ATF6 pathway. In the PCV2-infected cells, there were actually two bands of GRP78, the lower one at about 60 kDa being more significantly induced. Because the anti-GRP78 monoclonal antibody recognizes the C-terminus of GRP78, we speculate that this lower band could be an isoform of GRP78 lacking ER-targeting signal in the N-terminus, as reported by Ni et al. [44]. They found that the cytosolic isoform of GRP78 with a molecular weight of about 62 kDa was expressed in several cell types as a result of alternative splicing and involved in PERK activation by antagonizing the PERK inhibitor P58IPK, a DnaJ family protein that could inhibit the PERK kinase activity. This might explain why PCV2 infection activates PERK/eIF2α only.



The PERK/eIF2α pathway is required not only for global translational attenuation upon ER stress, but also for transcriptional activation of genes that critically regulate UPR or apoptosis [45]. The pro-survival transcriptional factor ATF4 could contribute to the expression of genes involved in remediation of cellular stress damage, including expression of pro-apoptotic CHOP [32]. We found that the pro-survival transcriptional factor ATF4 in PCV2-infected cells was induced probably via selective up-regulation by PERK/p-eIF2α [46]. Both ATF4 and CHOP were induced at a later time point than PERK/eIF2α (36–48 hpi vs. 24 hpi) when the viral capsid protein expression was significantly elevated and remained high. Therefore, we propose that persistent PCV2 infection could lead to selective activation of PERK and its downstream molecules via the PERK-eIF2α-ATF4-CHOP axis [47].



Attenuation of eIF2α dephosphorylation by salubrinal inhibited PCV2 replication. This may be attributed to suppression of global protein translation, including viral protein synthesis, due to elevation of p-eIF2α [41]. It has been reported that salubrinal has antiviral activity against herpes simplex virus-1, hepatitis C virus and dengue virus [35,41,48]. However, when PERK phosphorylation was inhibited by GSK2606414, viral replication was suppressed irrespective of reduction of p-elF2α. It remains unknown if GSK260414 itself is antiviral. These results indicate that PCV2 may utilize the PERK pathway for its replication.



GRP78 plays a dual role in the ER by mediating protein folding to prevent aggregation and by activating the UPR signaling [43]. Over-expression of GRP78 increased PCV2 replication while GRP78 silencing had an opposite effect on the virus. Both treatments did not seem to have apparent effects on p-eIF2α, suggesting that GRP78 might be involved in assisting folding of viral proteins for PCV2 replication. We then induced GRP78 by 6-h treatment with BIX or 2-h treatment with thapsigargin prior to PCV2 infection. Both treatments enhanced viral protein expression possibly as a result of GRP78 induction. Although we did not find marked increase of GRP78 expression in cells pretreated with BIX followed by PCV2 infection for 36 h, we did see dose-dependent increase of GRP78 expression during 6-hour BIX treatment. It has been shown that the effect of BIX on GRP78 induction is transient [39]. Nevertheless, it is possible that GRP78 might have contributed to PCV2 replication by its cytoprotective effect, as have been observed in Ebola and betanodavirus viruses [49,50]. These findings suggest that GRP78 is utilized by PCV2 for its replication in PK-15 cells.



Chemical chaperones, such as TUDCA and 4-PBA, are compounds known to alleviate UPR by assisting in protein folding and preventing protein aggregation [51,52]. In our study, both chemicals were found to down-regulate the expression of GRP78, p-eIF2α and CHOP (although TUDCA was more effective), suggesting their roles in lessening UPR in PCV2-infected cells. With the TUNEL assay, we observed that treatment of PCV2-infected cells with TUDCA or 4-PBA also decreased apoptosis probably as a result of down-regulation of the pro-apoptotic protein CHOP (data not shown). In this sense, we tend to believe that there is link between PCV2-induced UPR and apoptosis. Concerning their effects on PCV2 replication, an opposing scenario was seen: TUDCA enhanced viral replication while 4-PBA was inhibitory to the virus. Cell cycle arrest by 4-PBA treatment [53] could explain its inhibitory effect on PCV2 because its replication was dependent on S- and G2/M phase [54]. Several reports indicate that TUDCA repressed replication of a number of viruses, such as respiratory syncytial virus, influenza A virus, hepatitis C virus and tick-borne encephalitis virus [55,56,57]. However, we show for the first time that TUDCA actually supported PCV2 replication. There are two possibilities. One could be that TUDCA assists in proper folding of the PCV2 capsid protein and prevents its aggregation in the cytoplasm [51] such that the protein could be shuttled effectively into the nuclei for virus assembly [58]. The other might be that the anti-apoptotic effect of TUDCA provides a favorable cell condition for viral replication.



In summary, we conclude that PCV2 infection is capable of triggering UPR via selective activation of the PERK pathway and that endogenous chaperone GRP78 and chemical chaperone TUDCA could enhance PCV2 replication. Our findings in this report and earlier publications provide clear evidence that PCV2, though small and simple, could induce multifaceted host cell responses of UPR, autophagy and apoptosis (Figure 8). Warranted for further research is to decipher if these cellular events are intertwined, what is the principal triggering factor(s) and how these cellular events are regulated during PCV2 infection. Such work may lead to better understanding of PCV2 pathogenesis.


Figure 8. A schematic model of cellular responses during porcine circovirus type 2 infection. Arrows with solid lines indicate induction, while those with dashed lines suggest that the molecules or pathways remain to be investigated.
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5. Conclusions


PCV2 could induce ER stress in its infected cells by selective activation of PERK and its downstream molecules via the PERK-eIF2α-ATF4-CHOP axis and might deploy UPR and ER chaperone GRP78 to enhance its replication. Therefore, we propose that ER stress plays a role in the pathogenesis of PCV2 infection probably as part of autophagic and apoptotic responses.







Acknowledgments


This study is part of the work sponsored by the Natural Science Foundation of China (31272534).




Author Contributions


Yingshan Zhou and Weihuan Fang conceived the project; Yingshan Zhou designed the experiments; Yingshan Zhou, Baozhu Qi and Yuanxing Gu performed most of the experiments; Fei Xu prepared the viruses; Huahua Du and Xiaoliang Li contributed materials and participated in discussion; Yingshan Zhou wrote the manuscript; Weihuan Fang supervised the work and edited the final version of the manuscript which was read and approved by all authors.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	1. 
Opriessnig, T.; Meng, X.J.; Halbur, P.G. Porcine circovirus type 2 associated disease: Update on current terminology, clinical manifestations, pathogenesis, diagnosis, and intervention strategies. J. Vet. Diagn. Invest. 2007, 19, 591–615. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	2. 
Mankertz, A.; Mankertz, J.; Wolf, K.; Buhk, H.J. Identification of a protein essential for replication of porcine circovirus. J. Gen. Virol. 1998, 79, 381–384. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	3. 
Mankertz, J.; Buhk, H.J.; Blaess, G.; Mankertz, A. Transcription analysis of porcine circovirus (PCV). Virus Genes 1998, 16, 267–276. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	4. 
Nawagitgul, P.; Morozov, I.; Bolin, S.R.; Harms, P.A.; Sorden, S.D.; Paul, P.S. Open reading frame 2 of porcine circovirus type 2 encodes a major capsid protein. J. Gen. Virol. 2000, 81, 2281–2287. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	5. 
Liu, J.; Chen, I.; Du, Q.; Chua, H.; Kwang, J. The ORF3 protein of porcine circovirus type 2 is involved in viral pathogenesis in vivo. J. Virol. 2006, 80, 5065–5073. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	6. 
Liu, J.; Chen, I.; Kwang, J. Characterization of a previously unidentified viral protein in porcine circovirus type 2-infected cells and its role in virus-induced apoptosis. J. Virol. 2005, 79, 8262–8274. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	7. 
Rosell, C.; Segales, J.; Ramos-Vara, J.A.; Folch, J.M.; Rodriguez-Arrioja, G.M.; Duran, C.O.; Balasch, M.; Plana-Duran, J.; Domingo, M. Identification of porcine circovirus in tissues of pigs with porcine dermatitis and nephropathy syndrome. Vet. Rec. 2000, 146, 40–43. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	8. 
Mankertz, A.; Caliskan, R.; Hattermann, K.; Hillenbrand, B.; Kurzendoerfer, P.; Mueller, B.; Schmitt, C.; Steinfeldt, T.; Finsterbusch, T. Molecular biology of Porcine circovirus: Analyses of gene expression and viral replication. Vet. Microbiol. 2004, 98, 81–88. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	9. 
Cheung, A.K. Porcine circovirus: Transcription and DNA replication. Virus Res. 2012, 164, 46–53. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	10. 
Rose, N.; Opriessnig, T.; Grasland, B.; Jestin, A. Epidemiology and transmission of porcine circovirus type 2 (PCV2). Virus Res. 2012, 164, 78–89. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	11. 
Segales, J. Porcine circovirus type 2 (PCV2) infections: Clinical signs, pathology and laboratory diagnosis. Virus Res. 2012, 164, 10–19. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	12. 
Meng, X.J. Porcine circovirus type 2 (PCV2): Pathogenesis and interaction with the immune system. Annu. Rev. Anim. Biosci. 2013, 1, 43–64. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	13. 
Beach, N.M.; Meng, X.J. Efficacy and future prospects of commercially available and experimental vaccines against porcine circovirus type 2 (PCV2). Virus Res. 2012, 164, 33–42. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	14. 
Resendes, A.R.; Majo, N.; Segales, J.; Mateu, E.; Calsamiglia, M.; Domingo, M. Apoptosis in lymphoid organs of pigs naturally infected by porcine circovirus type 2. J. Gen. Virol. 2004, 85, 2837–2844. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	15. 
Walia, R.; Dardari, R.; Chaiyakul, M.; Czub, M. Porcine circovirus-2 capsid protein induces cell death in PK15 cells. Virology 2014, 468–470, 126–132. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	16. 
Senft, D.; Ronai, Z.A. UPR, autophagy, and mitochondria crosstalk underlies the ER stress response. Trends Biochem. Sci. 2015, 40, 141–148. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	17. 
Hetz, C. The unfolded protein response: Controlling cell fate decisions under ER stress and beyond. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2012, 13, 89–102. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	18. 
Shen, J.; Snapp, E.L.; Lippincott-Schwartz, J.; Prywes, R. Stable binding of ATF6 to BiP in the endoplasmic reticulum stress response. Mol. Cell. Biol. 2005, 25, 921–932. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	19. 
Chen, Y.; Brandizzi, F. IRE1: ER stress sensor and cell fate executor. Trends Cell Biol. 2013, 23, 547–555. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	20. 
Yan, W.; Frank, C.L.; Korth, M.J.; Sopher, B.L.; Novoa, I.; Ron, D.; Katze, M.G. Control of PERK eIF2α kinase activity by the endoplasmic reticulum stress-induced molecular chaperone P58IPK. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2002, 99, 15920–15925. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	21. 
Lee, A.S. The ER chaperone and signaling regulator GRP78/BiP as a monitor of endoplasmic reticulum stress. Methods 2005, 35, 373–381. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	22. 
Gardner, B.M.; Walter, P. Unfolded proteins are IRE1-activating ligands that directly induce the unfolded protein response. Science 2011, 333, 1891–1894. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	23. 
Carpenter, J.E.; Grose, C. Varicella-zoster virus glycoprotein expression differentially induces the unfolded protein response in infected cells. Front. Microbiol. 2014, 5. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	24. 
Lazar, C.; Uta, M.; Branza-Nichita, N. Modulation of the unfolded protein response by the human hepatitis B virus. Front. Microbiol. 2014, 5. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	25. 
Benali-Furet, N.L.; Chami, M.; Houel, L.; de Giorgi, F.; Vernejoul, F.; Lagorce, D.; Buscail, L.; Bartenschlager, R.; Ichas, F.; Rizzuto, R.; et al. Hepatitis C virus core triggers apoptosis in liver cells by inducing ER stress and ER calcium depletion. Oncogene 2005, 24, 4921–4933. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	26. 
Jheng, J.R.; Ho, J.Y.; Horng, J.T. ER stress, autophagy, and RNA viruses. Front. Microbiol. 2014, 5. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	27. 
Chiramel, A.I.; Brady, N.R.; Bartenschlager, R. Divergent roles of autophagy in virus infection. Cells 2013, 2, 83–104. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	28. 
Zhu, B.; Zhou, Y.; Xu, F.; Shuai, J.; Li, X.; Fang, W. Porcine circovirus type 2 induces autophagy via the AMPK/ERK/TSC2/mTOR signaling pathway in PK-15 cells. J. Virol. 2012, 86, 12003–12012. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	29. 
Zhu, B.; Xu, F.; Li, J.; Shuai, J.; Li, X.; Fang, W. Porcine circovirus type 2 explores the autophagic machinery for replication in PK-15 cells. Virus Res. 2012, 163, 476–485. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	30. 
Kim, K.M.; Pae, H.O.; Zheng, M.; Park, R.; Kim, Y.M.; Chung, H.T. Carbon monoxide induces heme oxygenase-1 via activation of protein kinase R-like endoplasmic reticulum kinase and inhibits endothelial cell apoptosis triggered by endoplasmic reticulum stress. Circ. Res. 2007, 101, 919–927. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	31. 
Lin, J.H.; Li, H.; Yasumura, D.; Cohen, H.R.; Zhang, C.; Panning, B.; Shokat, K.M.; Lavail, M.M.; Walter, P. IRE1 signaling affects cell fate during the unfolded protein response. Science 2007, 318, 944–949. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	32. 
Oyadomari, S.; Mori, M. Roles of CHOP/GADD153 in endoplasmic reticulum stress. Cell Death Differ. 2004, 11, 381–389. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	33. 
Gilpin, D.F.; McCullough, K.; Meehan, B.M.; McNeilly, F.; McNair, I.; Stevenson, L.S.; Foster, J.C.; Ellis, J.A.; Krakowka, S.; Adair, B.M.; et al. In vitro studies on the infection and replication of porcine circovirus type 2 in cells of the porcine immune system. Vet. Immunol. Immunopathol. 2003, 94, 149–161. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	34. 
Axten, J.M.; Medina, J.R.; Feng, Y.; Shu, A.; Romeril, S.P.; Grant, S.W.; Li, W.H.; Heerding, D.A.; Minthorn, E.; Mencken, T.; et al. Discovery of 7-methyl-5-(1-{[3-(trifluoromethyl)phenyl]acetyl}-2,3-dihydro-1H-indol-5-yl)-7H-pyrrolo[2,3-d]pyrimidin-4-amine (GSK2606414), a potent and selective first-in-class inhibitor of protein kinase R (PKR)-like endoplasmic reticulum kinase (PERK). J. Med. Chem. 2012, 55, 7193–7207. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	35. 
Boyce, M.; Bryant, K.F.; Jousse, C.; Long, K.; Harding, H.P.; Scheuner, D.; Kaufman, R.J.; Ma, D.; Coen, D.M.; Ron, D.; et al. A selective inhibitor of eIF2α dephosphorylation protects cells from ER stress. Science 2005, 307, 935–939. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	36. 
Reddy, R.K.; Mao, C.; Baumeister, P.; Austin, R.C.; Kaufman, R.J.; Lee, A.S. Endoplasmic reticulum chaperone protein GRP78 protects cells from apoptosis induced by topoisomerase inhibitors: Role of ATP binding site in suppression of caspase-7 activation. J. Biol. Chem. 2003, 278, 20915–20924. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	37. 
Kammoun, H.L.; Chabanon, H.; Hainault, I.; Luquet, S.; Magnan, C.; Koike, T.; Ferre, P.; Foufelle, F. GRP78 expression inhibits insulin and ER stress-induced SREBP-1c activation and reduces hepatic steatosis in mice. J. Clin. Invest. 2009, 119, 1201–1215. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	38. 
Li, J.; Ni, M.; Lee, B.; Barron, E.; Hinton, D.R.; Lee, A.S. The unfolded protein response regulator GRP78/BiP is required for endoplasmic reticulum integrity and stress-induced autophagy in mammalian cells. Cell Death Differ. 2008, 15, 1460–1471. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	39. 
Kudo, T.; Kanemoto, S.; Hara, H.; Morimoto, N.; Morihara, T.; Kimura, R.; Tabira, T.; Imaizumi, K.; Takeda, M. A molecular chaperone inducer protects neurons from ER stress. Cell Death Differ. 2008, 15, 364–375. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	40. 
Ozcan, U.; Yilmaz, E.; Ozcan, L.; Furuhashi, M.; Vaillancourt, E.; Smith, R.O.; Gorgun, C.Z.; Hotamisligil, G.S. Chemical chaperones reduce ER stress and restore glucose homeostasis in a mouse model of type 2 diabetes. Science 2006, 313, 1137–1140. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	41. 
Li, S.; Kong, L.; Yu, X. The expanding roles of endoplasmic reticulum stress in virus replication and pathogenesis. Crit. Rev. Microbiol. 2015, 41, 150–164. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	42. 
Burnett, H.F.; Audas, T.E.; Liang, G.; Lu, R.R. Herpes simplex virus-1 disarms the unfolded protein response in the early stages of infection. Cell Stress Chaperones 2012, 17, 473–483. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	43. 
Bertolotti, A.; Zhang, Y.; Hendershot, L.M.; Harding, H.P.; Ron, D. Dynamic interaction of BiP and ER stress transducers in the unfolded-protein response. Nat. Cell Biol. 2000, 2, 326–332. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	44. 
Ni, M.; Zhou, H.; Wey, S.; Baumeister, P.; Lee, A.S. Regulation of PERK signaling and leukemic cell survival by a novel cytosolic isoform of the UPR regulator GRP78/BiP. PLoS ONE 2009, 4, e6868. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	45. 
Harding, H.P.; Zhang, Y.; Bertolotti, A.; Zeng, H.; Ron, D. Perk is essential for translational regulation and cell survival during the unfolded protein response. Mol. Cell 2000, 5, 897–904. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	46. 
Vattem, K.M.; Wek, R.C. Reinitiation involving upstream ORFs regulates ATF4 mRNA translation in mammalian cells. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2004, 101, 11269–11274. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	47. 
Tabas, I.; Ron, D. Integrating the mechanisms of apoptosis induced by endoplasmic reticulum stress. Nat. Cell Biol. 2011, 13, 184–190. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	48. 
Lee, A.S. Glucose-regulated proteins in cancer: Molecular mechanisms and therapeutic potential. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2014, 14, 263–276. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	49. 
Reid, S.P.; Shurtleff, A.C.; Costantino, J.A.; Tritsch, S.R.; Retterer, C.; Spurgers, K.B.; Bavari, S. HSPA5 is an essential host factor for Ebola virus infection. Antivir. Res. 2014, 109, 171–174. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	50. 
Su, Y.C.; Wu, J.L.; Hong, J.R. Betanodavirus up-regulates chaperone GRP78 via ER stress: Roles of GRP78 in viral replication and host mitochondria-mediated cell death. Apoptosis 2011, 16, 272–287. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	51. 
Berger, E.; Haller, D. Structure-function analysis of the tertiary bile acid TUDCA for the resolution of endoplasmic reticulum stress in intestinal epithelial cells. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 2011, 409, 610–615. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	52. 
Kolb, P.S.; Ayaub, E.A.; Zhou, W.; Yum, V.; Dickhout, J.G.; Ask, K. The therapeutic effects of 4-phenylbutyric acid in maintaining proteostasis. Int. J. Biochem. Cell Biol. 2015, 61, 45–52. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	53. 
Li, L.Z.; Deng, H.X.; Lou, W.Z.; Sun, X.Y.; Song, M.W.; Tao, J.; Xiao, B.X.; Guo, J.M. Growth inhibitory effect of 4-phenyl butyric acid on human gastric cancer cells is associated with cell cycle arrest. World J. Gastroenterol. 2012, 18, 79–83. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	54. 
Tang, Q.; Li, S.; Zhang, H.; Wei, Y.; Wu, H.; Liu, J.; Wang, Y.; Liu, D.; Zhang, Z.; Liu, C. Correlation of the cyclin A expression level with porcine circovirus type 2 propagation efficiency. Arch. Virol. 2013, 158, 2553–2560. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	55. 
Hottel, W.; Powers, L.; Monick, M.; Varga, S.; Hassan, I. Tauroursodeoxycholic acid (TUDCA) inhibits respiratory syncytial virus replication. Am. J. Respir. Crit. Care Med. 2015, 191, A4050. [Google Scholar]

	56. 
Hassan, I.H.; Zhang, M.S.; Powers, L.S.; Shao, J.Q.; Baltrusaitis, J.; Rutkowski, D.T.; Legge, K.; Monick, M.M. Influenza A viral replication is blocked by inhibition of the inositol-requiring enzyme 1 (IRE1) stress pathway. J. Biol. Chem. 2012, 287, 4679–4689. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	57. 
Yu, C.; Achazi, K.; Niedrig, M. Tick-borne encephalitis virus triggers inositol-requiring enzyme 1 (IRE1) and transcription factor 6 (ATF6) pathways of unfolded protein response. Virus Res. 2013, 178, 471–477. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	58. 
Liu, Q.; Tikoo, S.K.; Babiuk, L.A. Nuclear localization of the ORF2 protein encoded by porcine circovirus type 2. Virology 2001, 285, 91–99. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]























© 2016 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons by Attribution (CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







media/file4.png
BIX(6h, 10uM) - - +

Cv2@eh) -t - ; » —_—
GRP78 | == g
Cap = $ g
B-actin 3
0

»n

IS

~

-LogTCID50/ mL
w

$lul..
Ratio of Cap/B-actin

control control BIX
D
F
Tg@h,2pM) - -+ o+ _ 4 . . .
PCV2(24h) — + - + é s .
GRP78 | = ..:L. gs
%
5 2 z,
Cap —_ - s
g ¥,
B-actin | e w— - - o o

control

control Tg





nav.xhtml


  viruses-08-00056


  
    		
      viruses-08-00056
    


  




  





media/file1.png
=

Ratio of GRP78/f-actin

©

IS

N

Time (h)
GRP78
p-PERK
(T980)
t-PERK
p-elF2a
(S51)
t-eIF2a
ATF4
CHOP
Cap

B-actin

Ml Mock-infection
O pcv2 ks

24 36 48
Incubation time(h)

ock PCV2
24 36 48 24 36 48

B I

T ——— — e —

T —— — -

| — —— D —— ——

bl . 1
W g ST g

— D D WD wmn >

@)

82

ock-infection i
V2 ok

w412 - . 121 @8 )
% [ |} Mg\c}; mfecnonﬁ ,3 =]
~10 “ ke 3 =10
g 3 g (]
s s
2 8
= 6 E 6
L <
4 4
3 s
S 2 2
=]
2 2,
24 36 48 24
Incubation time(h)






media/file2.png
GSKA(‘lpM) - -+ 4 B _SINC_ SiIPERK Sal((;OuM) - -+t +
PCV2(36h) - + - + PCV2Z - + - + pcyr@en) - + - +
p-PERK| — — — — | p-PERK — p-PERK - —
{-PERK [ = == == | ( PERK | — — tPERK| — — — —
GRP78 - =] cre1s[= B B Gres —
p-elF2a — p-elF20 | = w— — — P-elF20, [ = ———
t-elF20 | == == —— = | t-elF20 | = - —— t-elF20 | ™= === - —
Cap e - Cap ' - Cap -
B-actin B-actin | e = - B-actin | = === = =

D

. €3 Mock

g1 £ 1e reva F 512
= £10{ B Mo cR £,
< < 3
Ss S <
2 2

4 X &
=6 = 6 = s
& A [
L 4 24 L,
s S s
g2 g2 22
S -1 -1
2o & o & o

G s H s | BRE
= £ £
g l;l E’? ‘?
&10 210 @10
) = =
S O O
S Zos % o0s
" £ Eh
e S 3
& < F
0. 0.0 00
control GSK SIPERK control Sal
5 N 5 ud 5 .
- = = 4
E Y e E
E 3 23 z 3
< 3 O 2
% g2 S
3 o 5
=1 -1 -1
o

0

control Sal





media/file7.png
PCV2 s > Apoptosisl>-6]

’

Cd
<A
-7 4

s’ 4

-7 /
Y / .o
Preexisting

/
4
Cm—=
AMPK ¢ GRPTS UPR

N
N,

———————

mTOR PERK/elF2a = ATF4—> CHOP

Autophagy[?829l¢- (JPR





media/file5.png
=

A

2.5+ *
TUDCA®Smefml) - -+ £.0] —
V2 (36h) + -+ P
ﬁ—- 3151
GRP78| - -— o
551.0-
=
p-elF2a D — — F 051
53] % o
-— — ’ control TL']I)CA
t-elF2a| = - C .
= 54 L—
CHOP| == w= s
Wi
£ 3
Cap — ‘ i 24
3
. D 11
B-actin — wm— — — 0 .
= control TUDCA






media/file3.png
A

6
Il PCV2
= [ PCV2+GRP78
ey

GRP78 -
PCV2(hpi) 24 36 48 24 36 48 - -

GRP78
-elF2a
P (S51)
t-eIF2a C ** Incubation time(t)
e 6,1 PCV2 L]
D PCV2:GRP7S.
Flag T——— —
e
Cap| ™%
B-actin —_—— ——

Incubatidh time(h)

D siNC  siGRP78
PCV2(36h) - + -

GRp7s = W . 3%1‘,@{5
; ph

o PC\Z+5|GRP78

p-elF20| e - - -

N

o — i W 1 SINC SIGRPTS

Cap = -

Ratio of GRP78/p-actin

o

B-actin | e —— ‘






media/file0.png
A
Time (h)

p-PERK
(T980)

p-elF2a
(S51)

t-eIF2a

LC3I
LC31I

Cap

B-actin

Time (h)
uncleaved-ATF6

p-IREla
(S724)

Cap

B-actin

Time (h)
uXBP1

sXBP1
GADPH

Mock
24 36 48

PCV2
24 36 48

12 12

[ N - —— —

-

—_— —— e —

T T T8

Mock
12 24 36

PCV2
12 24 36

—----——l
i

e -
-9

g

Tm
3

Mock
24 36

PCV2
24 36

12 12





media/file6.png
(=4 = S S

(—) *] =) -t
v—
(%)) 1qe A [[99 dADE Y





