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Tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor gene 7TRAF4 promotes
the symbiosis between tobacco whitefly Bemisia tabaci and
primary endosymbiotic bacterium Portiera

Li Nana' Zhao Zhengyang' Wei Kaiheng' Hong Jisheng' Yan Jinyang® Luan Junbo"

(1. College of Plant Protection, Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110866, Liaoning Province, China;
2. Modern Agricultural Production and Development Service Center of Dalian Pulandian District,

Dalian 116200, Liaoning Province, China)

Abstract: To determine the role of the tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor (TRAF) gene
TRAF4 in the interaction between the whitefly Bemisia tabaci MEAM1 and bacteriocyte symbionts, we
analyzed the conserved domain and phylogeny of the TRAF4 protein. In addition, TRAF4 expression
levels in bacteriocytes and the whole body were detected using quantitative real-time PCR (qPCR). Fol-
lowing inhibition of TRAF4 expression in B. tabaci using RNA interference (RNA1), we measured the ti-
ters of symbionts by qPCR, counted the number of eggs, and assessed autophagy levels in bacteriocytes
through immunofluorescence. The results showed that TRAF4 protein contained Zinc finger and TRAF
domain and clusters with TRAF4 proteins from Drosophila melanogaster and Aedes aegypti. TRAF4
was highly expressed in the bacteriocytes. Upon injection of dsTRAF4, the expression of TRAF4 was
significantly downregulated, leading to decreased titers of Portiera and reduced number of eggs laid by

females. Additionally, the autophagy level of bacteriocytes was significantly increased. These results
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indicate that TRAF4 plays a crucial role in maintaining the titer of Portiera in B. tabaci by inhibiting

autophagy in bacteriocytes, and also contributes to the interaction between B. tabaci and Portiera.

Key words: whitefly; symbiosis; Portiera; immune; autophagy

Ji 988 I1 B8 X - A% 44 AH G A - (tumor necrosis
factor receptor-associated factor, TRAF) J&—JS # %
LN AR 1, BB/ AL 45 bR SR AE A 132 14
TR VA T -1 Z K Toll FEZ AR R AE I 1 —
KEZRFKIERIGE S i 8 eSS K A
& JARE SN MR & E M B RAE T RA T2 1Y
A ¥ 51 fiE (Wang et al., 2010; Hécker et al., 2011;
Zotti et al.,2012) . #Z HAT, C&AEMFL s Y h %
%E #] 7 TRAF & 1 TRAFI~TRAF7 (Zotti et al.,
2012; Park,2018) ; 7£ 420 Drosophila "1 &L T 34>
TRAF 5 1, 43 %] & dTRAF1 (1 B fF TRAF4) |
dTRAF6 (1 FK /F TRAF2) fil dTRAF3 (Liu et al.,
1999; Grech et al., 2000) ; 7E 3R S AL Aedes aegypti
% 5 # 1 4> TRAF % 1 AeTRAF4 (Wang et al.,
2023) . Medzhitov & Janeway (2000) il Zapata et al.
(2000 ) BIF 52 2 W] £ SR i 200 i 2% v ik % 38 TRAF4 il
TRAF2 % 14 FHINF-«B {55 5 B2 (1931% . Wang
et al. (2023) W 58 A& B 2 K Y WU G R 5 Ae-
TRAF4 2 1 % & % 1, AeTRAF4 2K [ 3 i £
HE NF-xB % 5% K7 Rel 1 § 0k A0, S0 Hi i Ik
BERERIE P8 M T R MO B BT . BR T
0% NF-xB {5 5 & 12, TRAF 5 1136 7] DL i $E4
M, a0 Qi et al. (2017) #F 5% & Bl TRAFla Al
TRAF1b il 2 455 ATG6 172 25 Ak AR E 14 R 52 il
L Fd IF Arabidopsis thaliana F WEAK B9 FE R ; Dou et
al. (2017) WF5E A TRAF6 3 323 41 il 22 S R/ J5
#H H I ¥ (serine/threonine-protein kinase, ULK1) )
BERRAL /KPR 0] F A A o BRARTE SR AR
FAPC TRAF4 5E 2 5 T B SO 59 i A
172 08 B 2 52 v, (Medzhitov & Janeway, 2000 ; Zapata
et al.,2000; Wang et al., 2023 ) , {H 2% 5 R 7E HA R
A RE R R R

JAS B\ Bemisia tabaci &—Fh 2/ i 40 FIE &
EARRLAY B ZH Y 5245 4 (De Barro et al., 2011;
Mugerwa et al.,2021) ., H.rr, FiZ5 /N 40 (Mid-
dle East Asia Minor 1, MEAM1 ) & FhJ& —Fh 5 211
ER AL F Gl H R AR ) B
W51 WA i 5 A ) L T s N A% B AE 0 s
807 AT N AT B R AT SR AR
A 7 R B AR (2] BSF | 20065 Liu et al.,

2007 B 8855, 2023) . MEA EL MEAMI G A Y
1L 34 B Candidatus Portiera aleyrodidarum ( &]
PR Portiera) F13fe 4 3£ 4= 16 Candidatus Hamiltonella
defensa (& K Hamiltonella ) 3 [7) /345 76 5 08 41 i
(Gottlieb et al., 2008; Luan et al., 2016; [4 & 5@ 45,
2020) . % GAAH R 5340 E XA mUIE S IRk I 3
B DR A S A B A0 3 B HS (Luan et al., 2016;
2018) . LA Portiera A1 Hamiltonella 3 A%y B\ &
BT RS TR T, e A TE AR AR g,
51 2 A A BRI A KR (Ren et al., 20215
Yao et al., 2023 ; Luan, 2024) . Wang et al. (2022) fiff
GRS, 5 TR AN L Y B WK RE S 71 1) R4 25 B Al
NS48 Portiera #1 Hamiltonella Wi )5 o

SRIFGE A B TRAF4 JE PRUX 75 T 20 g 36 A B
B G E PR, AN 5T X TRAF4 25 FHE 1708 57 45 F4y35,
KRB RE B s it SERT 9 E f# PCR (quantita-
tive real-time PCR, qPCR) Jy i% K M TRAF4 1£ &
240 M R rh P g SR kA s MU RNA 40 (RNA inter-
ference , RNAD F ARG NA# B\ TRAF4 FEH K3k |, 8
1 qPCR J7 {46 I % A7 40 e rh 2 A= TR B G
F mU™ B i DA KR B2 DO ARG I ARy L 55 TR
ML) A WEKF, LU SE AR R 505 2 i 20 A
TR EAE 50 HILI DA S Ok 00 K3 1) o €0 57 97 44 4t
A -
1 MR 57*®
1.1 &R

M B A A A - ARy LR MEAM H #7 7T
K2 B BUE 5 I X A 2 S e = $ 1L, DI AE A
B EAY ST B R R, AOE IR A 14 L 10 D
TR (26+2) C AHXHE FE 609%~80% 1Y N T =
PR SRR RIIE , 4 3~S ACKEI 1 YR AP RFAlEE , el
Ay EUME B e i A A6 R ol A 321, Fh
+H O B2 BEAE ) DA I T el BT 5 B
Peft, SR TR . AR AERESE TS
(Pt 8 R AR 3 1 LR R
H 14 em FEEHE AR5 B T 50 em 840 cm 5
50 em (SR, 2 WiE K AL (4 LK S g ik ,
FEtAE 2] 6~8 Fr E AT HFiR50 . TR A Ak
T i .
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1.5% B iR 1% 57 & (agar-based medium) : FR B
1.5 g Bl k3 A 100 mL ZE 187K v, I ARl Ak J5 v
H# 60 CIRBEIA B R 3.5 em RFFRILT, 4 H o

AN < Trizol i 51 , 3& E Ambion A ) 5
All-in-One cDNA Synthesis SuperMix Kit,2xSYBR
Green Master Mix, 3% [E Bimake 22 &) ; T7 RiboMAX™
Express RNAi System Kit, 32 [ Promega /3 Fi ; Rab-
bit-anti-Atg8, VT A H B A RS 7 ; Goat an-
ti-Rabbit IgG (H+L) Highly Cross-Adsorbed Second-
ary Antibody . Alexa Fluor Plus 488, 52 [ Invitrogen
N7 DAPTIA K , 35 [E Thermo 23 & 5 4= 1ML 15 &
(bovine serum albumin, BSA) , 3¢ [& Sigma /3 7] ;
Omega E.Z.N.A." Extraction Kit, 3¢ [ Omega 2\ Al ;
2xTaq Master Mix , Fg 50 MEREA I BHE A A BR A
A BIEAT, AL RS ERHEA PR A A TR NS, 5E4h
R A BR A FD S 028 6 8 H (green fluores-
cent protein, GFP) A7 , PO Jb & MRRF 57 K27 H 22 W
f#+ B4 ; NaH,PO, .KCI. Tris-HCL. it 20 . B % |
CHERFER O W AR K, A TAY TR (L)
JBe A A B2 w5 oAt 250 241 [ 2 B 46 S1000
PCR ¥ ,CFX-96 %)/t 1 PCR X, Sub-Cell GT /K-
HL VK , 5€ [ Bio-Rad /A A ; NanoDrop 2000 % &
FEAX , F&[E] Thermo A ) ; SMZ1270 & 8 il 5%, H
7K Nikon /A A ; FemtoJet 4i i iy 51X , # % Eppen-
dorf /2 F] 3 P-2000/G 7 1 1% , & [# Sutter Instrument
23w 5 FV3000 365 2 W 35, H AR Olympus 22 7] 5
MLS-351HGIEREFR4H , H A Sanyo 4 H] .
1.2 ik
121 RFEMBEARARLE 5T

MNCBI R o 2 4R IE 19 Homo sa-
piens , B & W Drosophila melanogaster J 35 N AJ
B TRAF4 2 11741 . 08 BBl MEAMI (1)
TRAF4 2 7 31E A M4 U PR 2 25040 P2 (http:
//www. whiteflygenomics. org/cgi-bin/bta/index. cgi) .
i 32 Local Blast ¥ J7 12 DL X f B E A MEAMI /Y
TRAF4 & [ J5 51 % JH By B F Ff MED & Ff SSA-
ECA Fl il % H ¥y B\ Trialeurodes vaporariorum 1
TRAF4 ZH H P AN AT X . FIHTEL: T H SMART
(http://smart.embl-heidelberg. de/) T il S i S g | 1%
TP A AR MEAMI [ ff MED | 2l SSA-
ECA J % PR EUAY TRAF4 2K (1 5 A 25 F a5 fof
MAFFT 7 (https://mafft. cbrc. jp/alignment/software/)
H1 L-INS-i algorithm & J7 #4722 [ 91 LX), I
Phylemon 2 (http://phylemon. bioinfo. cipf. es/) 7 tri-

mAL v1.3 &7 X F 9 AT RE o R A DU B oy
ARG L B W, 1E Prottest 3.4 4R FH HUI
FELEMAAY s FH MrBayes-3.2.7 A/ #F 47T 4, meme
1481 000 J7 YK , burninfrac=0.25, samolefreq=1 000,
K H Tracer v1.7.2 X 2 G2k B W iE A7 0] S 1
o g
1.2.2  TRAF4 72984y 381 ta o fo B kb 09 R X 2

WA 100 3k P14k 7 o o A3 U ot figp #9137
2 000155 AN, 1 1A EY e E 2 Ik 10 3k
PIAE T d ARy EUME R B 1A R AL &
3, o3 T E TRAFA TRy B
TR 2R LR AR Y A

1 Trizol 2057 S SRR Ry B 25 T2 200 i K 4 ey
RNA, fiff FIAZ RN 22 (SR 0 RNA Vi JE J it . R
All-in-One ¢cDNA Synthesis SuperMix Kit 15 I - %
2 ug RNA JU# 50 cDNA, FF- R B 2154 F . 7E Re-
al-time PCR 5| % ¥% 71 ™ % (https://www. genscript.
com. cn/tools/real-time-pcr-tagman-primer-design-to-
o) 3t qPCR 5|4 qTRAF4-F/qTRAF4-R (1) , DA
RPLI3FIRPL7VE RN Z 3 (£ 1) #47 qPCR J
N, G A T AR TR () By A BRZA W)
A h. 20 pL qPCR [ WK % : cDNA 4] 2 pL 2%
SYBR Green Master Mix 10 pL 10 pmol/L 1E % 7] 5|
Y4 0.8 uL.ddH,0 6.4 uL. & WL e 5 kAT
qPCR L7, I B FE ¥ : 95 CHIAM: 30 5,95 CAR
5,60 CiR K FILEM 30 s, 240 MEFR . S Jm BN
P AR T - U THE 55 95 CARME 15 s, BRI 22 60 “C
IBK5 s B NA R GG THILE 95 CI-FF15 s, 21
FORESL . R 27297 AR #6345 (Schmitt-
gen & Livak,2008) .
1.2.3  dsRNA &R EES

FR A A K3 B\ TRAF4 1) 25 75 51] , 7F Primer Pre-
mier 5.0 ¥ 4 b % i1 dsTRAF4 5| ¥) dsTRAF4-F/
dsTRAF4-R (3 1), IF1E 5 S i3 1 T7 )3 8 5 Ff 4
WAL, UL GFPERVE R IR . 295 1.22 0763k 4%
MBI E cDNA, LA cDNA NI 14 TRAF4 751, L)
GFP JF ki MRS 3 GFPJ¥ %1, 20 uL PCR JJi
AZ :cDNA/GFP JFiki2 uL.2xTag Master Mix 10 L,
10 pmol/L 1E/Z[A]5 149145 0.8 uL.ddH,0 6.4 uL. ¥ 14
FEFF : 94 CHULNE 5 min; 94 ‘CZEE30 5,65 CIR K
30s,72 “CHEH 30s, FeHEAT 35 AMIEI ; e, 72 “CHE
4110 min, #%Z1% Omega E.Z.N.A.® Extraction Kit %4
W 43 4l fk PCR 7 ¥ . #% I T7 RiboMAXTM Ex-
press RNAi System Kit 15 I & Bl dsTRAF4 F ds-
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GFP. ¥ dsRNA 7 fift T 1 5 22 v W (5 mmol/L
KCl, 0.1 mmol/L NaH,PO4) H , 5% FH #% Bk il 52 A AG:
T dsRNA V& | 1.0% Byt JE A 58 12 i DK AS T dsRNA
et KON KA M ST T -80 C R ARAF . ] ik
TS 31 500 Sk 3P4k 1 d R A FUE Bl H A Py
T 5 Mk M 1.5 pg/ul dsTRAF4 Fl dsGFP, 45 3%

Ky BUE ST 10 nLo B 13 505 B9 40 BURCA 5428
3.5 cm (REFRIL A, 15 32 MU — 2 B IRy 77 3k
B AR AL T RSBl TE 8 R 5 AU mURCE, 5 5%
I 3t 11 s 11, B S (26+2) C G JE 0
14 L:10 D AHXHEEE K 609%~80% 15 I 5 3546 rh
B, T IR 88l .

®1 KNHARFTASIMF

Table 1 Sequences of primers used in this study

514 Primer 741 (5'-3") Sequence(5-3") Hi& Purpose
qTRAF4-F AAGCCGGCTGCAGATTTAAG SR FRA KUt BRI
qTRAF4-R GGACACAACTGTGCACATCA Gene expression and silencing efficiency detection
RPL7-F TTTGCAGACGTCAGTTCTCC HE PRI SR Ay NS B R
RPL7-R TTACTGCCTTCTTCGGCTTT Reference genes for gene expression detection
RPLI13-F GTTCCCTGTGCTATGAGGGT
RPLI13-R TCCAACCAACATCAGAGGAA
dsTRAF4-F GGATCCTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGCTACG- dsRNA &1,
AAGACTGAAGGGACAC dsRNA synthesis
dsTRAF4-R GGATCCTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGGACCA-
GATGTTGTTGACTGC
dsGFP-F GGATCCTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGCACAA-
GTTCAGCGTGTCCG
dsGFP-R GGATCCTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGGTTCA-
CCTTGATGCCGTTC
p-actin-F TGGAGATGGTGTTTCCCACAC DUIRACRRN A NS5
B-actin-R CCAGCCAAGTCCAAACGAAG Reference gene of silencing efficiency detection
Port73/Port266-F  GTGGGGAATAACGTACGG Portiera i FE Kl
Port73/Port266-R ~ CTCAGTCCCAGTGTGGCTG Portiera titer detection
H-16S-F GCATCGAGTGAGCACAGTTT Hamiltonella i FEAS
H-16S-R TATCCTCTCAGACCCGCTAGA Hamiltonella titer detection
actin-F TCTTCCAGCCATCCTTCTTG e BRI HEAG I 64 A 2 AR ]
actin-R CGGTGATTTCCTTCTGCATT Reference gene for symbiont titer detection

TR E R T7JH 8+ The T7 prompter sequence is underlined.

1.2.4 25 dsRNA J& TRAF4 3 B 305K 3k R Aam)|
FEABEFE LA 23 BN 20 3k 73 5 dsTRAF4 Fl
dsGFP J& (AR B, 786 B R4 R 15 92 3 d 6 d
Je SRR T A TR AR % . b BRI R A
SAEY S EE AR B 9 Lk EL,
218 1.2.2 J5 AR UM #; L RNA 5 5% 5345 cD-
NA. BEHL B-actin NS ILA 51PN 1 i, il
it QPCR J7 A6 I VE 5 dSRNA J&7 TRAF4 3 [N (1) 3
KK SR HH 272907 DU BR AL (Schmittgen &
Livak,2008)., qPCR J5ik[A] 1.2.2,
1.2.5 UK TRAF45DBH RS A I B A= I 2 003
FEAEFE A A 20 Sk 1 5t dSTRAF4 1 ds-
GFP [ A EUHE R, PEIR R (2642) °C LR

14 L:10 D AHXT R A 60%~80% (1) HR 15 #5486
i FE 6 dJ5 , 2% Wang et al. (2020) 5 i FE U A
AL DNA, T-20 CFORAF, FH TR e AR TR
38 L K& Portiera A1 Hamiltonella 1Y) 16S rDNA %
e IR Ok J W I AR BT BE L 519 4y 51K Port73/
Port266 FIH-16S (£ 1) . AbFRFIXT IR 20 4~ 42
HE . Wl actin fE NS IEH, LR ELDNA K
MR AT QPCR I, [ WA 2R ARy ] 1.2.2, [\
AF, 7 BN R 3R LA A 1 Sk VR S dsRNA 4 08 53
A\, 7R A (2642) °C OGRS 14 L:10 D AHXT
T E A 60%~80% HIYCIRRE FR A6 K5 77 6 d i, E
FEA B, AR U e SR I g e
SEBRFNN REAS 23 Y ep AR
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1.2.6  JLEK TRAF4 3T4 1A ta e B 4 649 %5 o)

T AT G DO AR L ) A T ER TRAF4 %t
FRA 7 P A W 2 o R T S dsTRAF4
FdsGFP 6 d Ji7 i A Ry BUME i 1, 45 i 7910 2R 45 50 1
TN K TR AR AR S B 100 pL 1Y 4% 2 R
B, & 6 2 4 hs A 0.2% TritonX-100
100 pL,4 Cit B 1% ; A 3% BSA Hi B 200 1%
f) Rabbit-anti-Atg8 HL{A 100 pL, 4 Cit % ; il A 3%
BSA i B 200 % ) Goat anti-Rabbit IgG (H+L)
Highly Cross-Adsorbed Secondary Antibody, Alexa
Fluor Plus 488 100 pL, ##5%:37 CHEE 2 h; A 0.1%
A DAPI A 100 pL, #5¢ 37 CHFE 15 min, f5
b B 27 5 25 100 pL 1xPBS 15 T U8 3 W, BRIk
&) B 5 min. 1F FV3000 3558 45 B s N WM&
YA Atg8 FE T PO S IR, LUINA 3%
BSA 100 pL fEFAPEXT BE . FH Image J 1.8.0 # A4
AT IOGAR 5 R, POAE TR S S w4 LN
(9 WK TEAR G . b BRI XS IR 4G 3 AN AR )
5B A A A AT A A N 1 5O

(EREE
1.3 #ES

T B R FH Statistica 12 54 3E1 T BA D 7 22
M, N Student” s ¢ R 56 vk HE A T 25 5 W PR EG

HERESH

2.1 TRAF4AERHNRTFTEHBRREXE ST
O3 BT AR 35 K S KRy BURY TRAF4 85 H 7
SEAERE R, 245 TR A T B S 5 R AP R LR
fl MEAMI1 ., MED, SSA-ECA & i & M ¥ &l 1)
TRAF4 & 1 ¥ & A Zinc finger F11 TRAF 454 45, , X}
TRAF Z5 #3010 F SL TR )7 93T 2 )7 51 Eh X, 45257
FUIZ LGRS P S AL EELE 90% LA (K1), 1
AL 3R SR Ry EUCR N TRAF 28 5618 751
I RGE R B W, G5 F W, 3 R mUss R AR 2= A
F3 BUAY TRAF4 B SR O — S,k ml | SR R S 3
J AU TRAF4 %&%Tlﬁléﬂwﬁzw B A
TRAF4 5% A1) TRAF4 R ETE R —iE b2 (=
5RO Al TRAF 8 IR R4 0 RBGE (K 2) .

BJE IR Drosophila melanogaster ——— |

I 7 inc finger

R Aedes acgypli —— I — —

TRAF

MR AEFIMEAMI Bemisia tabaci MEAM 1 —— =

D.m 323 |
A.a 327
B.tMEAMI1 268 pifg%eY 0y 13
B.t MED 268 HARTSY EY S
B.t SSA-ECA 295 pRRTSYNMIEY S

Tv LSBT vWKI SDF TYKL[€E AMSIKDGMELT SPPFY IS()]'(;\ KL ()—\Sl FLNGNGEQGENSHVSI YI KI LP GJYDALLRWP F AF TLF 354

s EIRFI) B ETE 60% VL & o Dom: BBME R A.a: B Bt MEAMIL

BEOY  ZAERF—EG KEOHIE

353
353
480

kl?{%ﬁkﬁ%ﬁ‘MEAMl B.t MED: fil#3 KM MED; B.r SSA-ECA - Hil#5 EUEFf SSA-ECA; Tov: i % FA#3El. The black
shading indicates consistent amino acid sequences; the gray shading indicates amino acid sequence identity over 60%. D.m:
Drosophila melanogaster; A.a: Aedes aegypti; B.t MEAM1: Bemisia tabaci MEAM1 ; B.t MED: Bemisia tabaci MED ; B.t SSA-
ECA: Bemisia tabaci SSA-ECA ; Tv: Trialeurodes vaporariorum.

B 1 TRAF4 EBRTFEEIES TR S FH XS

Fig. 1 Conserved domain analysis and multiple sequence alignment of TRAF4 proteins

2.2 TRAF4TEIEMBA S EAMMBERPPRIEEST SN DIRECR T 0o, 2R R A1 I T4

FIF qPCR 432 A X 0 473 T 75 A1 248 A 0 o ol
TRAF4 H: A Rk A7 400, 45 R o AL T8
W, TRAF4 FERTE SR AN P e 25 LR 3Rk, Lk
KA R R 1765 (E13),

2.3 51 dsRNA J5 TRAF4 E R B E 54

FIFH qQPCR 7 AR X ST dsSRNA J5 MIH Bl TRAF4

dsGFP, {15} dsTRAF4 3 d Fl16 d i , TRAF4 FE R 35k

R E I, 3 dA6 d TR SRS ) 2 54.8%

H155.7% (& 4) , F B E ST dSTRAF4 J5 TRAF4 3

FrEeph ik .

2.4 T TRAF4FEMBALEREER=IPESH
FIH QPCR FE AR XS ITER TRAF4 FE DK 5 A mL S
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T A A TR R AT A L AR B, DR
TRAF4 3 dJ& , Mk BUAK N Portiera it FE b 2 FEAIX,
I Hamiltonella 1% £ JC W] 2. 22 4k (18] 5-A) 5 YLK
TRAF4 6 d J&i , MKy BAK A Portiera i FE A i 35 %

& N Homo sapiens TRAF1 (NP_001177874.1)

100

95

L
100

& N Homo sapiens TRAF2 (NP_066961.2 TRAF2)
100 £ N Homo sapiens TRAF3 (NP_663777.1)
& N Homo sapiens TRAF5 (NP_001306136.1)
& N\ Homo sapiens TRAF4 (NP_004286.2)
100 100 [ G RR Drosophila melanogaster TRAF4 (NP_001097080.2)
B KR Aedes aegypti TRAF4 (XP_001652160.1)
100 HEM B\ Bemisia tabaci MEAM1 TRAF4 (Bta08172)
57 88 YE#y B\ Bemisia tabaci MED TRAF4 (BTA025877_1)
YRS & Bemisia tabaci SSA-ECA TRAF4 (Ssa09617)
B = A¥ A\ Trialeurodes vaporariorum TRAF4 (Tv_10602_RA)
% N Homo sapiens TRAF6 (NP_665802.1)
B RGERR Drosophila melanogaster TRAF6 (NP_511080.2)
B RS RR Drosophila melanogaster TRAF3 (NP_573126.1)

I, M Hamiltonella i F£ 7R JC W1 B 224 (41 5-B) . L
BK TRAF4 6 d J5 , My ™ 51 & . 25 T (181 5-C) .
FIAULER TRAF4 RSN HI IR BUALAE TR Portiera BT
JELA R B

0.5 76

& N\ Homo sapiens TRAF7 (XP_005255684.1)

2 ETTRAFAEBFIIRANM AT ERNERGELRER
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree of TRAF4 protein sequences by using Bayes method
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10 -

AN RIEE

Relative expression level

ok ok

BHEAE Bl
Bacteriocytes Whole body
Kb Treatment

B3 TRAF4FERM B2 E MM R h AN RIEE
Fig. 3 Relative expression level of TRAF4 in whitefly
bacteriocytes and the whole body

PET b B DRy~ SRR IR o o R ek B 0 TR i) 22
Student’ s ¢ A5 By K 36 25 53 1 3% (P<0.001) . Data are meanz
SE. *** indicates significant difference between treatment and
CK by Student’s ¢ test (P<0.001).

2.5 K TRAF4 SEME SR AR B K

B E DL TR A H T 5T dsGFP, 7 41
dsTRAF4 6 d 5, A AN Atg8 75 ik E 3ok (&
6-A) , BHPEXT R HHC Atg8 55 (&1 6-B) , ] Atg8
PUARR R . X 2OUE TSR &3, M T
5} dsGFP, 7E5T dsTRAF4 6 dJi , & E 40 Atg8 5 5

IR T 46.0% (8 6-C) .

157

CdsGFP B dsTRAF4

—
f=]
T

AR RIER
Relative expression level

<

i

T

3 6
Kb 8] Treatment time/d

4 iE5t dsRNA J5 TRAF4 EE T B E
Fig. 4 Silencing efficiency of TRAF4 after injection
with dsSRNAs
P S - BRSO b 3L 5 %) ]
2 Student’ s ¢ K Hrik K 4 22 57 3% (P<0.01,P<0.001) . Data
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