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W E. ARAEAFEEMICTF £ (Nosema ceranae) Wril F & KA & ¥ (Apis mellifera li-
gustica , AR EHE) T#0) pIRNA 2 - A X A AR B A4, A RA AT EFHERF
FHMIOTF BT d e 10 d 89 E % TP 1 (AmT1 B4 AmT2 20) B kA T ¥+ i
(AmCK1 284 AmCK2 48) 4% s 20335 0 3% ok 75 £ vk 2 W8 69 £ 53 & & piRNA (Differential-
ly expressed piRNA, DEpiRNA) , 5 i@ it 48 % &k 44 F il F= 547 DEpiRNA #) %2 mRNA, 3# 7
#) A Stem-loop RT-PCR #= qPCR ¢ KL AL it B 49 DEpiRNA 3t 4734E. 4% 8 =& AmCKI1
vs AmT1 ## AmCK2 vs AmT2 iR 205 %) jF ik h 50 F= 207 A~ DEpiRNA; Lk fg A rh a3
H # DEpiRNA % 10 A, 4 4 ¢ DEpiRNA 4% 4 40 f= 197 4~; 3£ # DEpiRNA piR-ame-
1128833 T #ew 3021 & mRNA;Stem-loop RT-PCR 3324 £ 2 = 4 /~ DEpiRNA 3 A £ %k
% ;qPCR £ R 277 4 A~ DEpiRNA #9 £ A 8 H 50 p 2P e Rk % —5%. AARERBT
T A5 BT R0 5| A E % TP B piRNA Rk #69 & % ; DEpiRNA T 3@ it ¥e &) 48
% mRNA # £ f32 18 x5 R 05 B HMI0T R b v 5.
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Differential expression profiles and potential function of piRNAs in
Apis mellifera ligustica workers under Nosema ceranae stress
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Abstract: To explore the differential expression profile and potential function of piRNAs in A pismelli f-
era ligustica workers under Nosema ceranae stress, the differentially expressed piRNA (DEpiRNAs) in
the host response to stress were screened out by using previously abtained transcriptome data from A.
m. ligustica workers’” midguts at 7 days post inoculation (dpi) and 10 dpi (AmT1 and AmT2 groups) as
well as corresponding un-inoculated workers’ midguts (AmCK1 and AmCK2 groups) , followed by pre-
diction and investigation of target mRNAs of DEpiRNAs with relevant software, and randomly selected
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DEpiRNAs were further validated by Stem-loop RT-PCR and qPCR. The results showed that 50 and 207
DEpiRNAs were screened out from AmCK1 vs AmT1 and AmCK2 vs AmT2 comparison groups, respec-

tively; there are 10 common DEpiRNAs shared by the aforementioned two comparison groups, and the
numbers of unique DEpiRNAs were 40 and 197, respectively; the consensus DEpiRNA piR-ame-1128833
can target 3021 mRNAs; Stem-loop RT-PCR result confirmed the true expression of four DEpiRNAs;
RT-qPCR result verified that the expression trend of four DEpiRNAs was in accordance with that in the

sequencing data. These results reveal that the expression pattern of piRNAs in the midguts of A. m. li-

gustica workers was altered due to N. ceranae stress. DEpiRNA potentially regulated host response to

N. ceranae stress through targeting associated mRNAs,

Keywords: Apismellifera ligustica; Nosema ceranae ; Response to stress; piRNAj; Regulatory network
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BRHE M (Apis melli fera ligustica) YEN
VU 8 (A pis melli fera) W Fh 2 — , 763 E Al
HAl E A FRe = iz i B RS
ZGE . et —Fh ot S R A
P 17T 7 18 A7 240 TR L TR RIS B A IR U B AR
28l 7 B H T . (Nosema ceranae ) J=—Fl
MR AR Yl AR B 0 v i I B 200 M) TR DR, Xof i
LT e SR g U B R Y, S BN E
B A 7 H g ™ e T 0 flt B 52 i R M 7Y
ARSI AR 5 e ST AR Y T 0 A
ER YN EZNES AR OR Y254 S
7 e I o7 | S 3R B N i
S A,

JE4 S RNA (non-coding RNA, ncRNA) i
IR A EA b e ) A= DiRe 2 5
PRI sk ah AR 04 “ W 5 7 R0 B 740 L ABL R HOR T
(AN T iE 20 FHAF DC 52 A 4R 22 TR A s neRNA B iE
SEAEVE 2 A5 2k R v e B OGB4 YL AR A
. ncRNA 1] 43 8 K85 4F 4 1% RNA (long non-
coding RNA, IncRNA) f1/)y ncRNA, J5# X 145
/N RNA (microRNA, miRNA) . /N T3 RNA
(Small interfering RNA, siRNA)f1 PIWI 2 1 &.
£ RNA(PIWT-interacting RNA, piRNA) %, iz
PIRNA K — A F 26~30 nt, 5 miRNA(20~
24 n) A1 siIRNA(21~25 nt) {9 EEME . 78 B
AWrh, piRNA G825 45 il i )8 9 15 1 S 4k 4
SR A PR EES . IAh A5 R I piRNA Gl id
58 mRNA (55 AR 448 5 R SRk PR A
HY. PIWI & (A % 578 50 ( Droso phila melano-
gaster IRNB R B IFHAESL S 5 T RF R T
20 B P R R 1 R TS L B TR T R AR A 2%

5K AR Lty B Ao a2 4%
Y k2 % 5E 1 piRNAL 5 AR i 45 /0 4%
WA WA L L B LAY piRNA WF5E 48 A I 124
AN AE S | SO (Aedes albopictus )M FiIE&
B A5/ DR R, A o A G AR GE. Jones 4 A
FEA W] pIRNA iR 428 1] RE7E 245 e Ak 9 41 5 4%
PR ZHZL T RE A AR A R O 2 B AE TR B —
YER. Guo i it i Rk A sl pilRNA-3312 & 3
piRNA-3312 FJ # [] 25 45 Jizp 18 g il 1 36 PR gk i 71
P IR A0 E WL Culex pipienspallens XL M 25
[N

FIH T piRNA 245 % i 4y 3 5 I B
AT S A LA 5 2R 05 % Wit - Ha 3 e T
Y pIRNA BT FEATI IR B AT T E
AT small RNA (sRNA) 4 24 504l % 45 7 2 e
flftl 7~ P 0 R 2 8 T b ) DEpiRNA #E47
36 A3 BT ANERIE . T % DEpiRNA 347 #2 1] 78
DU K2 43T » LU fige A e e T v g i 37 Ry I ol
7 A Y piIRNA 22 53 3K 1% K 45 M 45, Jf:
78 DEpiRNA 45 1 30 22 1 I ZEAE .

2 MBERAE

2.1 # M

2.1.1 BEREHAMIAT R BT HEEA R
PRARK BN YIRL 224 B (M 224 Bt ) ok 1 37 1 52
BRERE. 7R 7 W LA R T AR R AR R 22 B
PiRler 2k B (i 27 27 B ) B8 W R 3 52 56 % 4l 4k Fn
PRAE.

2.1.2 sRNAAFHELRR AIHMRF,EH
e A E F FH small RNA-seq(sRNA-seq) £ A&
Xof AR T B W AL R 7 d R 10 d Y R e T
B (AmT1 1 AmT2) M oK 52 130 i) T v iy
(AmCK1 I AmCK2) #1790 /5, L9153 16 589
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574 L JFAR TR B (raw reads) , 1 U8 J5 15 8] 132 028
990 £ LBk (clean reads) , & 41 clean reads
i A3k 3) 77. 0400 B A | 5 AmCK1, AmT1, Am-
CK2 F1 AmT2 2N 3 DARIEY) F 8 Z 1Y
Pearson #5&M: 2 E043 51363 99. 93%.87. 92% .
99. 6726 F1 91. 14261, 5 B 19 sRNA-seq 2 %
B ] AR SE i piRNA 125 5 3838 S P 4%
oA A T S Y Rt LA

2.2 7 &

2.2.1 DEpiRNA ##fit 5 54 A edgeR 4%
14 (http://www. bioconductor. org/packages/re-
lease/bioc/html/edgeR. html) %} AmCKI1 vs
AmT1 fil AmCK2 vs AmT2 K84 H% DEpiR-
NA BEATHfIE , i 5 i | log, (Fold change) | =
1(|log: FC|=1) H. P<C0. 05, H:A % AR 1F RN S
BF)H FE Gl B A 2k = F & (www. omicshare.
com) [ AHIC T X E RIS LA 4 A i) DEpiR-
NA #47 Venn 4347 . R FHBIASEL

2.2.2 DEpiRNA #5 % mRNA #aal 5 454 %
HERE F24E S 1 7 %, R A TargetFinder 44 %
DEpiRNA #4748 [a] Fitill. 8 i BLAST T H¥4 40
mRNA X 3] GO %8 & (https: //www. gene-
ontology. org) fl KEGG %% #E J# (https://www.
genome. jp/kegg/) VL3 £5 AH NV (14 T RE 1 38 i 1
B )i R Cytoscape AR 2050 FR AN He
B ) DEpiIRNA K H#E mRNA 34 DEpiR-
NA K HHE mRNA FY 45 00 2% 3547 al Ak, 152k
FHERAZ L.

2. 2. 3 DEpiRNA # Stem-loop RT-PCR 5
qPCR #&3E | ] FastPure® Cell/Tissue Total
RNA Isolation Kit V2 (Vazyme 2 @], HE) 43 51|
PR 7 HIRA 10 H R T8 P g AR S R
RNA. FI & 4366 AL (Thermo Fisher, 38
ED M2 RNA B, I EiRWAS F 2 i B b1
B 4 4~ DEpiRNA ( piR-ame-967173., piR-ame-
459976, piR-ame-779990 . piR-ame-1044429) # 7
Bk, AR 4E LR piRNA BYA% IR I3 9113 T AH W 1) 4
S Stem-loop 5|9 F1_EiE 514 (B L K d H T i
SR, B4 LAY TRERARA GG BT
(B3 1). 2 M8 HiScript® 1st Strand ¢cDNA Syn-
thesis Kit 17| & Ui 45 F] H] Stem-loop 74 [ %
A cDNA 1B piRNA fit) PCR #EA4 ; F) FH B AL
19 oligo (dT) 5| ¥y AT H WL e 55, & 1Y)
cDNAYE R NS H snRNA U6 i PCR 4.

PCR &% (20 pI) 445 :10 pL PCR mix (R 5
e, BED L1 L BRI (F) 1 pl 3 1 RS9
(R).1 pl. ¢DNA #itig LA e 7 pl. DEPC Ab #K.
PCR F R 464 59:95 °C 5 min, 95 °C 10 5,55 °C
30 .40 AMIRFR. P2 1. 824 (1 B Mg W e rl Uk
RGN R FH B VT 8 A5 o A R 6 (L 5 0 v

SR A e BRI 2 g S i i 0
it 4 4~ DEpiRNA #£17 qPCR k. F H] Stem-
loop 7 1WA T B e Fe A+ BRI cDNA LA AR
47 qPCR S i, Je i ## # SYBR Green Dye i 7
& (Vazyme 2y ), H ED B4R 0GB B 3617, SO Ak
(20 pI) 435 : SYBR Green Dye 10 pl., cDNA
Btk 1.3 pL, iE W 514945 1 pL.DEPC /K 6. 7
pL. JOWAE ABIL QuantStudio 3 %66 5E # PCR X
(ABL, S [ED AT, BJP B8 . 95 C HUAEE 5
min; 95 CA8: 10 5,60 “CIiB Kk 2EfH 30 s, 3L 40 4>
TEIR. B RN AT 3 WHARE . SR ] 272 1k
115 DEpiRNA A % & 35 . & J5 #| ] Graph
Prism 7 Bt qPCR $04E 3617 student’s ¢ ¥556,
IR ) 22 7 W 2 1k e 22 (8] SR FHERIA S48

3 #R59H
3.1 RAESRAFHRBETEE TEDEFHN
piRNA Z R Rk

2R FIRHTEE R R AmCK1 vs AmT1
AL F 50 4> DEpiRNA, | piRNA 1T i
piRNA FBUR5R 46 A1 4 4~ Hod B A58
B2 piR-ame-1207641 (log, FC=16. 81, P =
6.37E— 9), H ¥k /& piR-ame-500944 (log, FC =
13. 13, P=4. 45E—6) fll piR-ame-748814 (log, FC=
12.49, P=5. 14E—7); T #8435 50 e 5 19 /& piR-
ame-1221425(log, FC=—19. 97, P=0. 0001), H:
W2 piR-ame-1182394 (log, FC = —19. 65, P =
0.0001) I piR-ame-1219424 (log, FC= —17. 26,
P=0.0002). AmCK2 vs AmT2 & 441 & 207
A~ DEpiRNA, I8 piRNA FIF 8 piRNA {50 &
G35k 56 F 151 A5 Ho b 8 A5 B0 = 1) & piR-
ame-1008436(log, FC=15. 01, P=3. 11E—7), H
P piR-ame-771408 (log, FC=15. 01, P=3. 11E
—7) F piR-ame-716466 (log, FC = 14. 95, P =
5.36E—7); T A% £ i & (1) /& piR-ame-706008
(log, FC= —14. 46, P=17. 49E—6) , H. I} & piR-
ame-634882(log, FC=—14. 09, P=9. 88E—7) Al
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piR-ame-1253391(log, FC=—13. 96, P=3. 08E—
5). Venn Zrti 45 R o, LR PIAS b Al At

DEpiRNA 4 10 4~ (3 1), 84 DEpiRNA 43514
40 F1 197 4.

Tl FAEEMBFHENE 7 d50 10 d EE TG FHEE DEpIRNA HiEHAER
Tab. 1 Detailed information about the shared DEpiRNAs by A. m. ligustica workers’ midguts at 7 d and 10 d post N. cer-

anae stress

piRNA 1D K /bp JF51 Am7 # iy TPM A Aml0 4 iy TPM {4
piR-ame-1101004 26 CTCGGTAGTATAGTGGTCAGTATCCC 2426. 89 865. 88
piR-ame-1128833 24 AATTGGATCCGTAACTTCGGAATA 573.22 573. 22
piR-ame-1179286 29 TGCGATCTGTTGAGACTCAGCCCTGCGCC 14475. 63 2472.71
piR-ame-1180625 34 TGCGATCTGTTGAGACTCAGCCCTGCGCCAGGTG 4475. 63 2472.71
piR-ame-1232308 29 TGAGATTAGCGGAACGCTCTGGAAAGTGC 65 645. 86 23 4969, 4
piR-ame-44002 27 TGTCAAAGAATAACGCAGGTGTCCTAA 824.79 447. 23
piR-ame-506650 28 CTAAGGCCAGCTCAGCGAGGACAGAAAC 1281. 67 786. 37
piR-ame-568512 29 GGGAGTTTGACTGGGGCGGTACATCTGTC 1261.13 974. 66
piR-ame-613889 28 ATGAATGGATTAACGAGATTCCCACTGT 217. 86 98.75
piR-ame-962854 26 ATGAATGGATTAACGAGATTCCCACT 202.13 98.75

3.2 FAEEMAFHRE TR TS DE-
piRNA B9%0 mRNA il &% £ 7%

AU TR 45 R R, AmCK T vs AmT1 H4i4H
A piR-ame-748814, piR-ame-762269, piR-ame-
1128833 piR-ame-175077 ] 43 HI|§8 [7] 2035, 927,
3021 11273 & mRNA; AmCK2 vs AmT?2 L #:4H
7 piR-ame-1048676, piR-ame-1055898 . piR-ame-
11093, piR-ame-1128833, piR-ame-165683, piR-
ame-190949, piR-ame-202265, piR-ame-471566,
piR-ame-503081,  piR-ame-630674,
706008, piR-ame-742536, piR-ame-797627, piR-
ame-932156 A 43 H ¥ i) 1290, 631, 1195, 3021,
3549.,4040,1152.2583.512.4935.1297.3191.,593.
1163 & mRNA.

GO B 15 7 B 45 3 7R » AmCK1 vs AmT1
He gl DEpiRNA B9 mRNA 1] 73 5 21 41 fifg 1
FRCI3SD AR (1214) 45 18 AN EWf HE A
K H YA (503) AN AE (687) 4% 16 A4 i 4
SAARAH A5 A (1509) FlfE iz 15T (16 1) 4% 11 4
AFIFEM % H (B 1a); AmCK2 vs AmT2
e 2H i DEpiRNA B8 mRNA 7] 33 B¢ 51 20 ffl 1 e
(3744) FA= W24 8472 (1087) 2 19 AL Wy R AH
FeLH YRR AH AF (1529) FiT 20 Mo i (1581) 4§ 17
ML S AHOC SR H 55 5 S is M (417D Fnghi
S FIEME(T6) 5 11 A4 FHIREAE G 5% B (B 1b).
55 W BCF AR E B IZ 4 B W mRNA

piR-ame-

H.

KEGG %8 & & B 45 1 2~ AmCKI vs
AmTI1 H#4H b DEpiRNA BY#E mRNA Hig: 5 3]
117 408 B 4945 Jak-STAT (6) | Wi g 1k L Pt
{55 Z40(46) \Wnt {5538 # (42) .mTOR {5538
(9 VEEERRARI (10D BRI SR (1D K fig
JEARISH(10) %5 (18 2a) ; AmCK2 vs AmT2 A4
H DEpiRNA (48 mRNA R3] 140 £&/C0HE
B, 405 Wnt {5 53 #% (117) . FoxO 15 5 18 1%
(82) MAPK {551 % (26) & IEFR T (13) Lk
KA A WA (14) K J By R 7 Fn e A= R ARG (12)
S 2b). 165 9 BT AR SR R AE 120 % i
mRNA %#(H.

3.3 FAEEMMFHPE TR &S DE-
piRNA & H 8 mRNA giE# Mm%

PEFE 28 o Bt B s s AmCK1 vs AmT1 Fp
B A —> DEpiRNA A] # [1] 221~ mRNA, 4
piR-ame-748814 T 1 [i] £ ik 2035 4 mRNA; It
Hh, 34 mRNA A %% 1~2 4~ DEpiRNA 1 1] 4%
AW NM_001014992. 1 A #f piR-ame-1128833 I
piR-ame-175077 F:[m] 4§ [a] 254, NM_001040233. 1
Al 4% piR-ame-762269 F1 piR-ame-175077 F [&] ¥
254 (B 3a). 25, AmCK2 vs AmT2 A4
Hi fE7E [A] — 1~ DEpiRNA 8 [n] £ 4~ mRNA %8
53 mRNA #¢ £~ DEpiRNA $ [m] 45 5 () L4 (K]
3b).
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