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The induction of the innate immunity depends on whether the immune cells can
effectively recognize specific structures called pathogen-associated molecular patterns
(PAMPs) on the pathogens. The immune cells mainly employ a specific receptor,
pattern-recognition receptor (PRR), to recognize the PAMPs and stimulate the host
immune response. The orange-spotted grouper (Epinephelus coioides) has two TLR9
isoforms, namely gTLR9A and gTLR9B, which are formed via alternative splicing. The
main difference between them is that in gTLR9B, the box3 structure is absent in the TIR
domain of the C-terminus. Studies have found that CpG oligodeoxynucleotides (ODNs)
can induce the production of IL-1PB via the TLR9 signaling pathway. The binding of
gTLRY9A with a CpG ODN was followed by co-localization with the adaptor protein,
gMyD88, and subsequent recruitment of the downstream IRAK4 and TRAF6. In
contrast, gTLRIB binds to a CpG ODN but cannot recruit the downstream IRAK4 and
TRAF6 after binding gMyD88. A further study also found that gTIr9A and gTIr9B
possessed a differential expression profiles in a time-dependent manner after stimulated
by CpG ODN. Therefore, it was speculated that gTLR9B played the role of a negative
regulator.

The innate immune response is triggered after the recognition of CpG ODN by
TLRY, and a class A ODN can stimulate the maturation of plasmacytoid dendritic cells
and induce the secretion of [FNa. Hence, this study aimed at modifying the structure of
a class A ODN to investigate the corresponding effects. The results from the in vitro
experiments have confirmed that the modification of the central palindromic sequence,
phosphorothioate, and 3’-end poly-G tail structure, affected the expression level of

IL-1B. The structural changes of a class A ODN can also affect the phagocytic activity



of macrophages and the action of the intracellular superoxide anion. Besides, this study
also found that both gTLR9A and gTLR21 could specifically bind to a CpG ODN or
GpG ODN. When compared with mammals, gTLR9A and gTLR21 were less stringent
in recognizing different ODN motifs. The in vivo experiments indicated that class A
ODN 1966 was most effective in inducing the expression of IL-1. Furthermore, both in
vitro and in vivo experiments showed that class A ODN 1966 was the most effective in
inducing the expression of IL-1p.

In this study, a synthetic CpG ODN was used as an adjuvant to further explore its
effect and mechanism in the immune function of the orange-spotted grouper.
Orange-spotted groupers were re-immunized with the inactivated Grouper Iridovirus
(1GIV) vaccines in combination with the immunoadjuvant ODN 1966. The toxicity test
using different doses of virus showed that after injecting the iGIV vaccine alone or the
1GIV vaccine in combination with different doses of the ODN adjuvant, the mortality
rate in the Grouper Iridovirus group was significantly reduced compared with that of the
PBS group, in a dose-dependent manner. The analysis of the expression levels of the
MCP gene and genomic DNA of the Grouper Iridovirus also showed a decrease in a
dose-dependent manner, indicating that the co-immunization of orange-spotted groupers
with the vaccine in combination with the ODN adjuvant significantly reduced mortality
(a result of Grouper Iridovirus infection) as well as the viral load in the fish. The results
in this study also showed that the iGIV vaccine could enhance the antibody titers after
immunization of the groupers while the supplementation of ODN adjuvant at a low dose
could further enhance the antibody titers of iGIV vaccine. However, excessive dosage
of the ODN adjuvant would result in opposite effects, which might be related to the

ODN-mediated induction of other immune responses at high concentrations. A further
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analysis of the expression of immune-related genes revealed that in addition to the
induction of innate immune genes, such as gTLRI9A, gIL-1B, gTNF-a, and gMX, on the
first day after immunization, antibodies were produced on the seventh day after
immunization. Additionally, the gCD4 and gCDS8 genes were highly expressed on the
14th day after immunization with the iGIV vaccine, while an opposite result was
obtained for gT-bet and gGATA3 genes on the seventh and 14th day after immunization
in the tendency to induce the Th1 response pathway.

Experimental results showed that the supplementing the iGIV vaccine with the
ODN adjuvant in an appropriate amount could significantly reduce the mortality caused
by the viral infection and improve the immune efficacy via early immunization with the
inactivated virus vaccine. It could also effectively reduce the viral load in the fish and
further enhance specific antibody titers. Furthermore, iGIV vaccine was found to induce
the expression of innate immunity genes, and it might also induce cell apoptosis and
involve antibodies in the antiviral responses after immunization. The above-mentioned
points support the anti-viral efficacy of iGIV vaccines used in this study and the
feasibility of supplementing the iGIV vaccine with a CpG ODN adjuvant for the

immunization of the orange-spotted grouper.
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1.1 % & %Xt PRRs #7422 4 TLRs 2 $ {2

A XAk FidoA g d # germline-encoded pattern-recognition receptors
(PRRS) FE8 ¢k % ~ Bepicd 5 478 48 (PRRS) it 54 Ficd b2 $rok o 5 &
e T Fa 4p B & < f-95 (pathogen associated molecular patterns, PAMPs ) 17 2 &
PRLlme L PFTE L p 2 A e 2 F AP A F 04 (damage
associated molecules patterns, DAMPs) o & &£ % X W55 H & - M2 0 5
P ERE TN L BRI E R AT LAF B R KA EEF AR
R Ap B chim?e 3 3 $cE (inflammatory cytokines) ~ % — 4]+ 3 % (type I interferon,
IFN) 2 H i 4 % (mediators) (Kawasaki and Kawai, 2014) » iz8 &% F BiEAZ7 F
€ FAKE kA P2 BRI F NF ) T RFERRE - PR
% % (antigen-specific adaptive immune) ¥ /& (Janeway and Medzhitov, 2002)

ftd 4 i PRRs ¥ % A 5 S84 7 B #EF] > ¢ 35 Toll-like receptors (TLRs) »
RIG-I-like receptors (RLRs) ~ Nod-like receptors (NLRs) ~ AIM2-like receptors
(ALRs) ~ C-type lectin receptors (CLRs) ¥ intracellular DNA sensors ( 4r:
cGAS )(Akira et al., 2006; Cai et al., 2014) > w it 4.5 X %82 ¢ > TLRs #_% — B &
TR T HH B T G R 2L B0 R0 PR A XSS AR g
-+ ® TLRs> # 7z TLRI-TLR10> -] &2 4 &=z 1+ - i TLRs> ¢ 7 TLR1-TLR9~
LR11-TLR13 -

Toll receptors % %_% % ¥ (Drosophila melanogaster) © Atz i > 22 % ¥ 2 g
F 4 2 #7% (dorsal-ventral pattern) 7 M > i — A5 f % 2 % (morphogen) (Anderson
et al., 1985; Gerttula et al., 1988) » 1996 % s 2 Toll A+ (DmToll) ¥ H 2 & (B f
Bz THEAFTRFR AR FOLAF BY IFEL 4 (Lemaitre et al,
1996) o @ frf S ZERIF AT — 5 Toll 4piveh’ + » FIEFTLR» v P A dL & k54
7 ik 3 £ & 3 = (Beutler and Rietschel, 2003; Janeway and Medzhitov, 2002) » Toll
2 TLRZ 3 & BiE:2 705 tip f > & —“z AiFit P RE_kp X A3+ (Lemaitre
and Hoffmann, 2007) » @ #f $' 58 % — B4k 2 ) K TLRA_A 5 <TLR4 > H &2 % s
e9Toll 1/ e ik £ F](orthologue) (Medzhitov et al., 1997; Rock €t al., 1998) » 2_ {4



TLRsk: k3 & &8 # 2 I 48 ch ¥ 12 $ 4 (Roach et al., 2005) -

TLRs i % ' % % &  (cell surface) & ' 2 N g % (intracellular
compartments) > 4e:p B % (endoplasmic reticulum, ER ) ~ +% j* %8 (endosome) ~ 7%
/|- %8 (lysosome) g -Z_p #8144 =48 (endolysosome) > ¥ F¥i 7 fo & 304 4P r e
PAMPs » 4e:%3 B (lipid) ~ #5 39 (lipoprotein) ~ F-v & (protein) 2 +%f& (nucleic
acid) - Tol/TLRs & - fa#5% 3~ F (type I transmembrane proteins) > # %z *F 3% >
(extracellular domain ) 7 3 3 % lecine-rich repeat (LRR) 1% 3 » % & &2 PAMPs
shig £ 0 ZIRFE S B (horseshoe-like) fhiz e > @ *& p 30> (intracellular
domain ) P& - &2 5 # T 20 L B 1L i 0 Toll/interleukin-1 receptor domain
(TIR) »

TLRs #t 53 3537 i1 % — e PAMPs &t _DAMPs » # &2 X = X %8 (co-receptor)
g F 4 & F (accessory molecule) 75 = ¢ 4] = B 4% (homodimer) # Z_2 4] - &
§2 (heterodimer) (Botos et al., 2011) - TLRs £ PAMPs & DAMPs % & {5 » ¢ f9 4o &
T Mg £ &~ + (TIR domain-containing adaptor protein) » 4-: MyD88 (myeloid
differentiation primary response gene 88) # TRIF (TIR-domain-containing
adapter-inducing interferon-f) » I gx#s T 5 4 L2 T o #cid NFkB ~ IRFs 2% 4
MAP kinases & 2% & ¥ jjr% (cytokines) ~ 481" % (chemokines) £ % - 4|+ 3
% (typeIIFNs) e 3 > 1 | R g A Sduied R Lenst * o

TLRs % fek X B L5 mbe @ » Glde: HFR K % (dendritic cells, DCs) ~ F v
im*¢ (macrophages) 11 % — & 2L 4 B P > 4o G * dm?e (fibroblast cells) 7
A tm¥e  (epithelial cells) » & H A F > lm2 adr A =8 @ %A 53 % = RO%
(subfamilies)> ¢ 7 =" % % & 1 TLRs (cell surface TLRs) 2 =3t m#2 p e11 TLRs
(intracellular TLRs) ; # —‘*‘ ¢ 35 TLRI ~ TLR2 ~ TLR4 ~ TLRS ~ TLR6 4= TLRI10 -
M fs —'ﬁ Pz 3t 48 (endosome) 0 # 45 TLR3 ~ TLR7 ~ TLR8 ~ TLRY ~ TLR11 ~
TLR12 4= TLR13 (Celhar et al., 2012; Kawai and Akira, 2010a) °

3 dm%e % o TLRs i J3 #R8pk 2 4 i b e 2 4 > 4etfg B (lipid) ~ % 3
o (lipoprotein) ~ 3-¢ & (protein) » # ¢ TLR2 ¢ TLR1 & TLR6 ¢ )= & 4| = &
8 (heterodimer) > i 53 ¥%3 2 & PAMP » & 3% *; 3% (lipoproteins) * *~ B _#%
(peptidoglycans) ~ #; g+ kEf& (lipotechoic acids) ~ fE* B 4% (zymosan) ~ 4 & FE



(mannan) = tGPI-mucin (Kawai and Akira, 2010a) - TLR4 it 43 8@ 7] <h LPS
(lipopolysaccharide) » TLRS it 43 38 ' 7)< £ (flagellin) (Akira et al., 2006)
TLRI10 %] &> % A %] (pseudogene) » 2 & § 36 ~ 7 % 1k %45 (stop codon) » fe
H_ A #geh TLRIO € £ TLR2 % Ik & 72 %3 % < 4% ] (listeria) (Regan et al.,
2013)  # § AL HER A AR B4 (influenza A virus) § 4 TLRI0 5538 (Lee et
al., 2014) -

ot im Pz poih TLRs at 53 58 ilm ) 2 s & 7 A7 2 d enpr e (nucleic acids)
BFA AL 4o p 82 4 A (autoimmunity) (Blasius and Beutler, 2010) - TLR3
it 9 ?J%?ﬁ"-‘)ﬁii s RNA (viral double-stranded RNA, dsRNA) ~ /|- 4]+ 3 RNA
(small interfering RNAs) £ j& % 3p m¥z ? #7j74 Jchp 48 RNAs (self-RNAs)
(Bernard et al., 2012; Takemura €t al., 2014; Zhang et al., 2007) - TLR7 i & Uﬁzm 2
tk #F R o #¢ (plasmacytoid DCs, pDCs) % 3 > iv 53 %3 5 & <0 H % RNA
(single-stranded RNA, ssRNA) » & @ %uft% fm? (conventional DCs, cDCs) ® > i
#3838 B #4a7% F(streptococcus B) 71 RNA (Mancuso et al., 2009) o * #f 7 TLR8
i 59 ?’%’é%":}rﬁ% £ ' )¢5 RNA (Guiducci et al., 2013) « TLRO st 43 78 b 7] 2 -‘}}%i 2 x]
DNA - i & 4 s mFS 4 DNA 53 27 A eh CpG %4 ik A 7
(unmethylated CpG-DNA motifs) » @ TLRO » # 2 Ja fg 33k h B ¢ 2
(hemozoin) ; JE & fi¢ %2 &4 R R A (Plasmodiumfalciparum) #7 & 4 3> § —
R SR T 0 K AfR% AL k& A (Cobanetal,2010) -
TLRIID 2> §8 1474 A5 48 (endolysosome) » &t 43 588 (Mathur et al., 2012) -
TLR12 B4 3> # &L w % (myeloid cells) » ¥ 2 TLRI1 F & & 4p 4% o it 59 7880
3 J]% 1. (Toxoplasma gondii) s & F#r 4] 3¢ (profilin) (Koblansky et al., 2013) » ¢ =
+ A = B4 (homodimer) £ 22 TLRI113;= 8 4] - B 48 (heterodimer) (Andrade et
al., 2013; Broz and Monack, 2013) < TLR13 it 43 38 ' 771 23S rRNA (Oldenburg et
al.,, 2012) -

1.2 7 F %548 % 1 TLRs 57 & 3 #2148 31
TLRs #!m? p £ 3 Toll/interleukin-1 receptor domain (TIR) 4 % T|fe 48

(ligands) f]jcts » TLRs ¢ 2 2 &7 57 b o 4% 39  (adaptor) » 4r: MyDS8S8 ~



Mal (MyD88-adapter-like) ~ TRAM (TRIF-related adaptor molecule) £ TRIF > #X {5 5
d % 48 TIR domain #? #& 3 F-v 2 TIR domain 4p 3 §2 5878 @ fado 2 4 @ ihig j5 "$
7 TLR3 » % 25> TLRs £ # fe k3 & 14 € 42 5 MyD88 » £ i& 1* MyD88 iz 47 2t
4, @ik = (MyD88-dependent signaling pathway) » @ # TLR2 #2 TLR4 &3t 4, i@
VhiEAR Y > MyD88 Z £ 22 Mal t e £ 1718 » 4 acie— HHRaeF EitHa 4 B
& o MyD88 At 7% i {¢ ¢ ¥r IRAKS (interleukin-1 receptor-associated kinase)ig & » £
# 3 TRAF6 (tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor 6) ; TRAF6 #_ E3
ubiquitin ligase » .1 Ubcl3 fr UevlA 2) = 4F & + (complex) > # @ & i
TAK1/TAB1/TAB2/3 4f & 4 » #X (s Bife i IxB kinase (IKK)-p ¥2 MAP kinase
(MAPKs) » @ IKK-a ~ IKK-B f= NEMO (NF«B essential modulator) 4§ & #= er3/& it i
H kB 4% "% f% > 5g ¢ NFxB ,T*ug f# > (translocation) I ¥ % NFkB e 4% o
@ MAP kinase & it iv* EApd £ R eh> 1 & i 497510 AP-1 > 2R 2 4 % %
F & fm¥e g% (inflammatory cytokines) (Qian and Cao, 2013) - TLR3 £ TLR4 &_# it
TRIF % #f 30 & 2 /= (TRIF-dependent signaling pathway) ; TLR4 £2 TRIF % & & 2
& 5 - i+ TRAM @ TRIF ¢ 4% % TRAF6 & 5’—‘%’%’@ RIP1 2 #i* NFkB» #
tp e MyD88 kg & i< o TRIF » ¢ 2 42 F 2 s 3 L4F £ ¥+ TRAF3/TBKI1/IKK-i
3 gapi it IRF3 (interferon-regulatory factor 3) > i&@ 3% # type I IFN & Flendk 3
(Kawai and Akira, 2010b) °

1.3 & 3§ c5F 42 X 8 Toll-like receptors * TLRs

EF 44 (Bony fishes) #3025 & F RAsend & J 5> ¥ 5 72 5 L5 ReHge
Prendk X Mg R E R Pl AE foaE 5% A8 £ M *Yinterleukin-1/Toll-like
receptor (AT 7 & #2000 & ¥ dr A (Oncorhynchus mykiss) £ 78 ! interleukin-1
receptor ericDNA A 71| » & I H A 5[4 > 7 cytosolic signal-transducing domain
(Sangrador-Vegas et al., 2000) » “ {s Subramaniam & * %2002# = j& * & F4k 4
(Salmo salar)i 72 11 7 # 7 C-terminal TIR domaine7IL1R ¢cDNAE #| (Scapigliati et
al., 2004; Subramaniam et al., 2002) > iz 4 = >3 + - #ATLR (TLR1 ~2~3~4~ 5~
5S7+8-9-13+14~18~19~20~21+22+23) &% A ¥ 4% (teleost)it 3=
%91 % (Rebletal, 2010) e



438 TLRs enF {2 qcip b F1+ o7 » 2 signaling cascade’ ¥ H a1 w5
w4 e TLR G52 5 B RAP M AP » F IR A TLRs R I3 2 7 F
P BARBVRRPIFUEHLNME P PNEEDRRE T FATR o A S 4
(Danio rerio) £ ;7 %% (Takifugu rubripes) =2 & Fl% & 7| (genome-wide) 327 %
I TLR £ %] (Jault et al., 2004; Meijer et al., 2004; Oshiumi et al., 2003) & - # +* ¥+
ie® 4~ 87 TLRs profile £2 4 % 1 TLRs orthologous > 3 #35% & & < |+ ©
AE s BHF  TLRs o gt ¢ o B — s 2bef suds b 7 TLRs e 5 mr
d.ih TLR14~21 4022 @ 4 pesa s % £ > TLR4b~19 1 2 20 % B IR 7 5 4 o
% TLRI ~ TLR2 ~ TLR3 (A ¥ % 2% %) -

oy

B F o d C AT B % e TLRs
TLRO (A9 % 5% %)  TLR21 fr TLR22 - # ¥ % 3 P # A B 7 83 2w g L
AR K AR M - HT SRR AR RERE  Ea i S LA F g s
Bz 4 BE] d 20 PRRs § 3 5 2 B 0 AFT 7 & A 5978 CpG DNA
HITLRO (T2 A3 % B4 2o g ¥ FIRTLRY & § A 4 4] ¢ 7 TLROA &

TLRYB (alternative splicing from) °

1.4 3542 X 1 Toll like receptor 92_3F {4

KE4B 2 48 O (TLRO) i #3754 7 At e CpG E+:4 i A 7| (unmethylated
cytosine-phosphate-guanosine CpG dinucleotide) 3% # & % & J& o % IR DNA £
G s 1 1T % F_ A Bacille Calmette-Guerin (BCG) ¥ 7 DNA 5 E it 43 3% ¥ type
I interferon (IFN):h & # » & # F 1t p RA £ ‘w2 (natural killer cell, NK) > & 5 42
# % 314 (Tokunaga et al., 1984) - #14 547§ # M DNA 4 > 5§ A7 4
it CpG Y A 7] (CpGmotif)» # 27 F E 4% F R (Kriegetal., 1995a) »
@ oEEAR A d e K 04 i CpG motif B 7| 47 i s e ;ﬁd = e Y
3 CpG motif 1% 2 ¥ X pE12 4 (oligodexynucleotides, ODNs) & {7 4p B F 2 > 1%
wAER 2w pE DNA #7314 hie* @di4p e » 325 5 L& (T * (Yamamoto
et al., 1992) - #f 543~ ¢59 TLRO #; 43 7% CpG ODN » fo ) €4 £ TLRY it £ 4
TLR21 - & %t TLR21 st 43 743 CpG ODN > ¢t gLe2ef 5L+ 4 TLRO s¢ 59 743 CpG
ODN #p ¢ (Keestra et al., 2010) > 7 i35 4. 77 zebTLRO - zebTLR21 44 7& 7 #c 49
7R3 e 454440 CpG ODN(Yeh et al., 2013)



1.5 CpG oligodeoxynucleotides * CpG ODN =¥ {4 22 5 i

BB (T e F S P54 1 & 2 1 0DNs % Jf 11 phosphorothioate (PS) % % B~ i
phosphodiester (PO) e33R (3> Mg f & » mPe (S A fRa A 2 FF AT LEF
feset (Boggs et al., 1997; Krieg, 1996; Zhao et al., 1996) » — #4&m 5 » -+~ 3 =
Lu P pE R SODNs £ F B drakom ¥ 5 b Wi BT ¥ e 4 HTLRI
A_t B cells fr plasmacytoid dendritic cells (pDCs) ¥ # % #.(Hornung et al., 2002)> iz
B e 2 3 CpG DNA enfiljgeis » i A FA I PR REALAF B 44 B
cells crp B 77 7 ¢ # IR CpG & TLRO % & 15 > ¢ %ﬁ d NFxB 832 B cell 4 & m*e
#cZF > 4o IL-6 ~ IL-10 = IL-12 (Akira et al., 2006; Klinman et al., 1996; Krieg et al.,
1995a) » @ B cells #74 i e IL-6 o IL-12 » € S22 BRI ALK F J& > 4o IL-6 7
38 B cells (i it &2 378 > ¥ 3 4o 88 A2 2 (Bernasconi et al., 2002; Jung et al.,
2002) -

AR ALE Y 5 F & pDCs 0 TLRO % 3| CpG flijcts § 4 it lmre jir
% > ¢ 3% type [ IFNs 4v TNFa (tumor necrosis factor-alpha, TNFa) (Asselin-Paturel et
al., 2005) » pDCs " 7 it 5% i f #3 8% % (Ballasetal., 1996) » + § 3 % TLRY
A i IL-12 4w i858 T helper (Th) 0 4 i = Thl (Hartmann et al., 1999; Napolitani et al.,
2005; Roman et al., 1997) » IFN-y-inducible protein of 10 kDa (IP10) ¢ # % Thl &4
3| Lymph node # organs (Blackwell and Krieg, 2003; Vollmer et al., 2004a) > “£ i B
cells € &2 Thl 3 42 8 m A it = iF]%fm’?é (plasma cells) » ;“I]%.f‘:m’?é,}i 7 A 2 Pl e
Ao A REAESFLELDES > @ [FN-a B| ¢ i CD8-positive cytotoxic T
lymphocyte & J& (Heit et al., 2003; Schwarz et al., 2003) -

1.6 CpG Oligodeoxynucleotides - CpG ODNs 2_#g |

ODNSs #%] &% « Jf 12 phosphorothioate (PS) % ¥ 2 B~ X phosphodiester (PO) %
o IR o 54k DNA 5% (DNase) foif A f@ 2 4 5c% » X 1 4 & ch
CpG ODNs #]% [penit i3 &% % & 2w 48 > ¢ 37 Class A(* ¥ f£ % type D) CpG
ODN > £ 3 p #X73 tes9 phosphodiester # 7 &' [¢ palindromic CpG motifs =%+ B 7|
¥ > ¥ fpFE 5 phosphorothioate # 7 i Poly (G) R 7| 3t B 7| 3 e 5’ R =4 > &
%8 ¢ CpG ODN ¢ pDCs # 437 1* TLRO ¥ 3 % IFN-0 c02 2 > 7 B8 2 3% %



B cells ¢ 75 - Class B (* # £ & type K) CpG ODN H & 7] & & i o

phosphorothioate # 2 #7% = » 55 ODN it 5335 % B cells e /g 225 v @ &
pDCs 3% % IFN-a =it 4 &% (Krug et al., 2001b) - Class C CpG ODN R #_& 35—

® 23 B CpG motif (s) # F phosphodiester ¥ 28 =3t B 7| eh 5 k=g » Uz & 7~

palindromic F 71| I phosphorothioate # 2 =3t & 7|1 3” k=4 > iz4#8 <17 CpG ODN
ic 3% # Bcells er3f 78 12 2 4 pDCs it 9 35 ¥ IFN-a 14 4 > H 34 4 3% classes A
=B 2 B (Hartmann et al., 2003; Vollmer €t al., 2004b) - @ class P CpG ODN £ 3

# [ palindromic motifs # ¢ phosphorothioate ¥ % - £ 3 % & 3% % IFN-o & 2 i
i 3 0 T ¢ i1t NFkB (Samulowitz et al., 2010) » 2/l % 4 #F (teleost) chip B #= 7
P I CpGODN st 437 1 7 B A2 R 20 f F@’“”*‘:fﬁﬁ% st
B PE i S 4% Bif § 2 3 (Carrington and Secombes, 2006) °

1.7 CpG ODN & * * ,é.?ﬁﬁé’u&;"if-}i % 4]

P o CpG ODN R £ * »v3F 5 448> &7 #F (Paralichthys olivaceus)in vitro
2 in vivo enip M F % 3IBHFF A 1 & = 0 CpG ODN it 49 #& 2 5 v {6 »F 2R
(respiratory burst) 751402 2 FuEdwardsiellatarda 2. st # (Lee et al., 2003) » » ¥
7. CpG ODN % 93 % 7 #® (Paralichthys olivaceeus) 4p i &% F & » Fiimbe
S # (megalocytivirus) 11t 4 (Zhou et al., 2014) > #dx# (Oncorhynchus mykiss)
S F RS A1 £ CpGODN R & 16 § P /S H BeEiE N
3 4e ¥+ Vibrio ordalii %44 (Nakatani et al., 2007) > §* p = @ F4t 4 (Atlantic
salmon, Salmo salar L.) #-%g{ceg 5 ¢ A 3w n 3> 12 class A CpG ODN frclass C
CpGODN % b ed® s » HILIFN 48~ e F ik > A3 ~ & Fhk b 5% -
£ frEg ¥ ehv & 3k > 12 class B CpG ODN Fr class C CpG ODN % I &2 & ¢
J#clm Pz ek i (Strandskog et al., 2007b) - #-3 4 = (Ctenopharyngodon idellus) &=
v m ¥ 11 CpG ODN A2 {8 > it ¥ 5242 ¥ I£ 4t (superoxide anion, Oy) ~ ¥ * &
(hydrogen peroxide, HyO,) ~ & {2 #4 ik fi* (acid phosphatase) /& {214 2 3 7% |+
(bactericidal activity) (Meng €t al., 2003) - = 5 = 7 #F #1043 F ODN ¢ ¥ =
CpGrich ¥ £ - £ # F L@ T4 > £ 474 DNA /1547] £ 4 (Carassius
auratus) #gp > FILH P BEE LM T o2 ¢ nw sk aE L (Chenetal,



2007) - » AP B E AW S F IR DNA # v # e CpG ODN 1214 £4]%+
LIS Pﬁi,v@fr,?' [ Aep B VR FARE > VEFERER AN GRS LD
KrAF ¥ APMARAFNL R E LT LS FREEF P A LA S B
T-bet # %] (Thl # 2 #4715 ) h4 TG BEFHRF 4EF > & GATA3 A7)
(Th2 # B B4 %) F )end 4% 14 » 7 5 DNA % v # i CpG ODN 1214 %352
THE®RSE Thl hF 5o fr7 ¢ Flt @ %2 pcMGNNV2 DNA % # chiki»c %
(Chen et al., 2015) -

CpG ODNit 53 £ #7# it 3w * R % i pDCs &Bime » § ot gf # 4 2
MR % R AR F & (Bodeetal,2011) 5 TLR954:3CpG ODNt » ¢ fl4Bw
¢ & 4 IL-6 ~ IL-12 (Kato et al., 2004) % 4 & IgM (Krieg et al., 1995b) » * Bim® 4
# ¢f MHC-II ~ CD40 ~ CD804rCD86 2 % L&+ ¢4z + = » 5iECpG ODN T i
B § H 2 5T 3 e 23R 3B (Jung etal, 2002) - TLR9» i34 %
pDCs # #

IL-1~IL-12 ~ IL-6 ~ IL-18 4¢TNF-q» & # &% % & }+ ¢9CD40 ~ CD54
CD80 ~ CD86 frMHC-I1:74 5.2 3 4r « 2 CpG ODN }1#rerB i ¥ 22 pDCs € 3% & &
A i e Tyim e A v 2 Tyl > & A RIFN-y#2IL-2 > ie @ §e4CD8 % Spim®e 2 2 A

+ 4 # 4T (CTL) (Bode etal., 2011)> F]pt ¥ §]* CpG ODN (¥ iz & & @ #ie
Tulfrs # 3| T2 F Jis» P CpG ODNe B iZE* &3 F g fd > THF it 59

H 4o 4% B - 4544 (Carrington and Secombes, 2007; Jorgensen et al., 2003;
Jorgensen et al., 2001) °

18 S #¥F R Fri X ARR

TEA BB G kA LB AT NRTE LRT AR 5 oA
PR HE s TR REROE AR T LT K EF chgAoeE o B
#i # (Serranidae) « % 5 d; # (Epinephelinac) ~ # 5§ (Epinephelus) > >+ % 43
400 % 6 > P W 5 A % 2 % s EF £z (Epinephelus coioides) £ 45 7 o
(Epinepheluslanceolatus) 3 i » ¥ ¢h 322 ma(de @ 7 BRATPE) H £ 78 77 iF E B e
PoiTE Rd NFREEN CEBFL KT RARBIEFEERZARBED)ZEL
AOpRAEY L P g A A EFE L BT > T - 26 o FL Rk R BE
FooOAMABESZ EPFFRANEE > L ARG S RTRRESE L R T4



PR RGBS - PR PR A LAABLET A S HFI ML wRlLaF 2
B ApEE A A AERLA GRS B4 (Nervous Necrosis Virus » NNV (Chi
etal., 1999; Chietal., 1997; Chi et al., 2003) 12 %2 ij_%‘i:)%% (Iridovirus ) (Chou et al.,
1998a, b; Huang et al., 2011)enix 3 » - e R A A A = 2 £ dw &= g7 2P 8
FHohgAvcE  BP A GRS RF FEENA T Aw 0 2 OREARR o Rk
HIRARE- > 72 Fu G o AN L ELTBE > FFRAFR NS IV
#80%4 + ,;z-;}%:% FRASETHASE D dw EEERE X II%\H%E P ER
PR ERE g EE R ﬁ%’hmﬁﬁﬂ%%”g FE A FRE R
SRFEY oA 2 P AT R AR LR FR L AL ERAR] S
= FRF AT NUT2Z AR AFTEIN% 0 THERMF A60%M o X T
2L F AR RET A% ORSF R R ARLERERET FLAR
(8% £,2012) -

L9 s ms JAaps g Rl

br ¥k & #+ (Iridoviridae) ¢ 5% J5 4 f #r2 = - & ® & Iridovirus -
Chloriridovirus ~ Lymphocystivirus + Ranavirus% Megalocytivirus » 5 & = - & 48
(icosahedral symmetry) 2. %3 3 {5 pE+5 s )]%* (double-strand DNA virus) > & &
5 %3120 nm~350 nmz2 B > ¥ R A A2 H204E 04+ 2 & f& 5 Iridovirus %
Chloriridovirus i & g %4 * & % & # {2 # 4 > Megalocystivirus % Lymphocystivirus
AEBRZ 4% Ranavirus 1 R3S A M RANE S REGEO>EPHELRL L > H
* Ranavirus # Megalocystivirus ¢ i¢ = 4 #f 8 Ik 5 5 > @ Lymphocystivirusi & 3!
A2 g LR B b R e R 5 7 % (Baton et al., 2007; Eaton et al., 2010;
Jancovich et al., 2010; Tsai et al., 2005) -

DS RAL AT RS EE AR 2 ST xia i p 4 (Grouper
Iridovirus of Taiwan, TGIV) fr % Biii_%’ﬁrjﬁs-% (Grouper Iridovirus, GIV) = $& (Chao
et al., 2004; Chou et al., 1998a; Murali et al., 2002) > i& 35 L Hace A TR L 472
BT 5% o TGIV s 4+ J > Megalocytivirus (Chao et al., 2004) » @ ;ﬁ d
GIVi & § 3¢ (major capsid protein, MCP) A Fl& = » LA ¥ 2 28 vl 4
0l Ak F]C il BT GIVEAMCP A F182 35 4 (Frog virus 3, FV3) eiMCP A 7]



ﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁwgﬁiﬁ%&wWﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁV{&@i%(%megﬁﬁﬁ—ﬁ
(Tsai etal., 2005) - GIV* gk i R4 F p &2 5 T v 8 » = A HGIVERg + 7 &

p

B s A R 2 4’ﬁfmﬁwﬂHé&ﬂ;ﬁ&ﬂ%@ﬁﬁ'%ﬁih
FOEIRIC AN 0 1,_——)3}"II% Z_Pp#EpN o R atF LR iREk
ARG MAEWLAAS > Ba Frig] )];3% PR o GIVZ Bfp SR T R4 G
A FR R R TI AN EMAA Y o TR FHEE Rk FlP WA AT
RpAfAd2ZLd LRRLERET AL BLREN AR Y (R RFT,
2012)

110 * >k AR AEHL AT BFE I ECRATLEF
B KA ERDER2 - AR T HRY 0 G b Rl AR A ROEE
2T R A AAERE S rv#zbﬁv#mé@ gE s T EL AT R

BN REPR L NFERAASEFERE oI B AL AMILIET & S

Jit

>
~

AN AR LAM N FEHECIR A P WA Re A RS A S 2
- fAETE 7R }?r,‘ A8 m % & 5 #F K w (inactivated vaccine) %2 EF Fw
(activated vaccine) ° SREA O FrfeprER e 2R
(recombinant subunit vaccine) > % = A A J|* o F 4 FF R EET 2 PR E Y
(DNA vaccine) * % f f#end * £ v #50 A M iR scdk ~ frg 22 fliT® 2
WA gy Higadgo

9ﬁPIﬁW%ﬁﬁﬁEﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁl%ﬂh%@iﬁ?
(formalin-inactivated vaccines) i& {7 & & {6 > ¥ E @ o 57 }?r,‘* (red sea bream
iridovirus, RSIV) & 3 247 ehifkiEsc% (Caipang et al., 2006b; Nakajima et al., 1999;
Nakajima et al., 1997) » @ (Ou-yang et al., 2012a)s7% 3 » 45 1! &% 47 iSGIV & @ it
59" B BB ITA (SR o

BATAFATRLET 0 B AE S RARF LD R R AF RS LA
a0 Bl Iﬁi% e pra g (Viral hemorrhagic septicemia virus, VHSV) (de Kinkelin
etal., 1995)~ & % 3¢ & e 3% 5~ g (Infectious hematopoietic necrosis virus, IHNV)
(Anderson et al., 2008) ~ 4 % % 5+ & & (Spring viremia of carp virus, SVCV)
(Tesarcik et al., 1977) ~ @ 4 4 3%%3% 7~ & (Infectious pancreatic necrosis virus, IPNV)
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(Munang'andu et al., 2012; Munang'andu et al., 2013) ~ 4 4. % ’k]l)l%)l%% ( Salmon
pancreas disease virus, SPDV ) (Lopez-Doriga et al., 2001) ~ £ %8 %’ 11334» (Red
seabream iridovirus, RSIV) (Caipang et al., 2006a) ~ #74c 3L 7 sadr %%+ (Singapore
grouper iridovirus, SGIV ) (Ou-yang et al., 2012b) ~ #4455 % g % & (Channel catfish
virus, CCV)(Dixon, 1997) ~ #_4. 7% % }ﬁ:% % = 4] (Cyprinid herpesvirus subtype-3,
CyHV-3)(Yasumoto et al., 2006) - :Ilis & A & 8 7 g (Nervous necrosis virus,
NNV)(Pakingking et al., 2010; Pakingking et al., 2009) ~ 4§ x }?a # (salmon anemia
virus, SAV) (Lauscher etal., 2011) » } #7323 7 F i Hw £ 7 Fup s 2 ik
Pk o Bl AFT Y G - A AAFAITAGS B B p A A e e BAE

7# ODN 196675 » 12 H T’ij:xij_%’éfjiisi& woiRA[Z_ T B T e

111 7 Eiv B eni®* 84

AR it B FIRREDE AR R e (antigen presenting
cells, APCs)ts » ¢ d ¢t & (extracellular) B /=5 d #m p it (internalization) i&
>R RS R &3 ) g & 75 & endosomal-lysosomal compartment > ¥ & 5
MHC-II 4§ & % > i endosomal-lysosomal compartment * > Fif € 4% "% f# = L 72
*X (peptides) I & %3 MHC-II 45 & %8+ » 2_ {6 3 Ei’?fx,{ﬁ d MHC-II complexes
ERAmedG o0 pt 73 MHC-114F & 4 chim?e ¢ BH I 4~ % > &% CD4 'T
e b enT wmoe X B § R MHC-IL4F & W3 2 4% 4 £ 4 v & CD4'T # 2t lw
e - WA R T B dnte o 2 3R AT S e A kA 0 A T -
* 5 o naive B fwm¥e X B PR A E IR DM T Sttt Rk o &

:r?e%ﬁd MHC-II # #7355 5 4% CD4 T fm%e » 8- H it B W F i

(Munang'andu and Evensen, 2015) » i& 5 B2 fL 5 R LA F & o

B FUR BT A FUR & R % (antigen presenting cells, APCs)fs » € S5d p &
(intracellular) B j% > #L/m A% proteasomes ' fi# = Fifn 92 *% (peptides) > Fufn P4 PRiF
WG AL RS d SR X AR MR8 F-v (transporter associated with antigen
presentation, TAPs) » - 13 P5 @ % 3| b B % (endoplasmic reticulum, ER) » 5§
de 1 dR s %“g d MHC-I (major histocompatibility complex class 1) 4 + #-Fuf i+
PRER A G 0 2 SRR R TR ¢ BB IHT % CD8 T iwe b 0T
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e R B € FER MHC-1 47 £ 883 ¥ ALE L > JRAAE I 0 CD8 T fre B 3
e d IR E PR B w4 G 5 MHC-T 4F & R enime > sr A5 fote 4

BT w%e » e FBERS we LR -

LI2 2% FA 3 &880 n
CARERTAAAL - ERAOEAAEE S EFF REA0E > Ra
BB A FE RO RAR L BABFERAH LB BAAMF

%

F_‘-

%’ﬂ&&%%ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ’%iuﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁvﬁéﬁé%%ﬁﬁﬁ*
TR TR RN P E R T P I S G
PR g LRI RB R ELAPMA Y * % L) ?ﬁ%%%o

PRARMAL c BRAXIBALEF BY 3 - FV IR R RERR > &

Peig B LR F iR X F (receptor) » i PRRs > PRRs #2575 3% 5 & f » *

2P m AR R AR ARFT T T A 43 7 CpG DNA 7 TLR9 5 2 > 3 2 3 4

B s BAR M LA ST T - H AT § ¥ class A ODN ehie & g

ﬂw’aﬁgﬁwﬁﬁﬁé%%ﬁémw%i ko BB Y A1 s 25 CpG

ODN 7§ = iz » e 2 ml“ij_w/[}ia% WLABEF Foad o R E AR i M

SRF A FREpRY 2 F M a R BE > R 2 E R R

CpGODN &2 7 7> € R 7 A WMEEAL LS > fg 7 a2 # 4o it i

bt

sﬁm%%%zmﬁ%iéwﬂwh%@%@#EWm¢m@4 B
BLAEF BALH 0 A RS gy okE
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FoR Mg
21 9% BF EHA
PR % Er2td £ h (Epinepheluscoioides) & » 4% >t 9 L7 3
Prim® 8 BAR A $o T T TTRA AT b2 AU R N 0 0 TRk B kiR T
%08 p TPEHARD X REE A 24260C 2B 3EA 2B LT A PR D
B o

22 b TRm% e (GK cell)
ol b T2 41 (grouper kidney cell) d R & fjf ~ 5 24 H Hjwdr do b L
g AR FCERE > 95 32053 10%FBS LIS & sk % > & (v 3

A2 AP e P B2 A o

23 £3 § @ (Oligodexynucleotides, ODNs)
LT PBPSMAY Afe P AR Lo R L Ed s A i % 2 CpG

ODN A PCO0148 1 PC1966 £ 20 i% » H g R 330 A B 7330 & - @ o

24 3 BF ’iﬁfﬁ.?ﬁ (Construction of Expression Plasmids)

FErYAFHRETCHFANERATE HF Y o NCBI (National Center for
Biotechnology Information, www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) 2_ 2L % 52 4. TLRYA (accession
number : GQ358201) ~ TLR9B (accession number : GQ358202) A 5|/ % p {7:E 78 2_
MyD88 5 3% +51 5 (primers) » £ £3¢F 4 2 p 2 AWK £ % o 513 ekt prd
H_ 4w # gTLRIA - gTLR9B # » B 4 pcDNA3.1-3flag p BamHI i ¥
(gTLR9A-3flag f- gTLR9B-3flag) - gMyD88 R|4& » & 48 pcDNA3.1-NF2-HA p
BamHI/Xhol e ¥ (gMyD88-HA) » f1|* F & prig 4 F BB DNA » + » ¥
A PR R R ARERE < A BT B UIEET o f S K
PHEFREEY > TR E* (5 PFH - FRARARTE > 553

<o) WEARITK AT P RET TS o

25 R é&pei4 5 B (Polymerase Chain Reaction ; PCR)
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A w2 pcDNA3.1-3flag 2 pcDNA3.0-HA-NF2 § T#4 » &2 p 73k 3- 2
gTLR9A - gTLRIB fr gMyD88 & — {31 % (5] 4 - ) » ] * Phusion®
High-Fidelity DNA Polymerase £ 2 (New England Biolabs):& 7 ®_& f¥ il 4% & i - 12
* % E L Veriti®96-Well Thermal Cycler (Applied Biosystems) » % # % = 2_3g 2 %
Bt 02 ml B idg ¢ LR R EPS R F AL 0 BB kRS 2 B
B (Tm) 2 4o h S8R LR LR R B e -

26 2§ PEPET AL (DNA Electrophoresis Analysis)

fe ] 1.2%% ¥ 5% (agarose gel, Invitrogen, USA) » & #-% & s 4 F B2 &
21 DNA 2% % 48 £ (6 & DNA loading dye) 4§18 B4 » FFRPILH ¢ 1
EET A TAGEE L TR 100 REHF 30 3 40 A4 Bn ST AR Bt g
RS E A Fb et £ 953 1044 1 1 kokeiFEE o A
5 41™ B ik % (Molecular Imager® Gel Doc™ XR, Bio-Rad) i {7 % 5 B ffth 2

2.7 # %% 5 B (Gel Extraction)

1% QIAquick Gel extraction Kit (QIAGEN, Germany) "} f 5 P2 %o > 3
AR RREOY R Ch SR FET L £ 312 nm LRI 2 DNA R o T H-H T
15 ml AR 2% ¥ 42F &% o 4o » DNA S E9% ¥ 3 2 44 £ QG buffer * A f 2
FHoS0CT (v 10 A48 (515 23 A48t £ 4y bR R @ 1 59205 8
BY EAR R 23Rl o B b DNA EEB S 1 BMA R[S EHRD
3R L L EIINARM I S ¥ collection tube £ & % 2 ¢ QIAquick column ? >
CUREE 13,000 x g 4t 1A 4 A5 T K% 0 £ e~ 750 ul PE buffer % ¥ % 8 3
S U 13,000 g At 1A g 45T R 0 6 R 4 13,000 x g des 14
4 (FEi%e % 2 “/T‘ A F W) 0 # QIAquick column # % ¥ - #7¢0 1.5 ml fcE 3#
"F? ¢ood4e » 15~20 Wl EB buffer> # 8 >t 28 5 2450 2 13,000 x g 4w 1 4 48
£ W B ERFF P2 DNA 32~ %k % B 3 NanoDrop (ND-1000
spectrophotometer , Thermo, USA) | & DNA sk & & &5 > - F X FHHT A
T FERA Y 0 B i BT B DNA 3 0% 53530200 ¢ s g sk o
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2.8 & & i¥* (Ligation)

#-FB D DNA B B8RP 11 A A (peDNA3.1-3flag) i€ 4§ &
RE_# * 2 2 pGEM®-T Easy Vector ligation kit (Promega, USA) » %P i i ff i7 =
Pz osERAE DA 2 FEE 2 DNA~ LWl 010 B4 & F B2 7% (10 % ligation
buffer) £2 1 ul DNA #: & fi¥% (T4 DNA ligase) » DNA £ E % 48 chde & F
FRgotiERL 12 13 AaR L F Ay ACkiY F 16/ Fris > BT

g S

2.9 #3)iT* (Transformation)

P %13 30-80°C 2. %% = f'm?2 (E. coli DH5a, Yeastern Biotech, Taiwan) *c % »% ik
bR R ARL R LR BN R E e R RE R R L
Figafs 2 W E Ak Sa &G R SN BB ARCHFRASF 0 F BELE
Mokt o LAY RGBT RE Y LR ESF IR GAER AL (LB
Agar, BD, USA) (H i & &7 %ELE 14 % Ampicillin 50 mg/ml, Sigma,
USA):*37CH A7 B %16/ F L H - FHEAWITC I ER R 1| BF (1
S50 pl A LB/Amp 2 33 R iREFH &) R AT R - H515 2 i 313 27T R
ERFR YR B AT B

|

2.10 -] ¥4 5> (Mini-extraction of Plasmids)

Wi d DNA T2 25 BHF Bz FEAYBBIRE> 53 3 1 5ml
LB/Ampicillin 7% 3% (BD, USA)R » 8 37C RT3 4 1216 | FEis &7 FaE

& * 2 2 % QIAprep Spin Miniprep Kit (QIAGEN, Germany) © & & #-Fi% 1< &
2 ml e Ep 6 dgiE 13000 x g 3 5 4 48, Eppendorf, Germany) » 44 3 i
e E Rt RS =0 BEES 4~ 250 pl buffer Pl ('= 74t RNase A {- LyseBlue
reagent) i& {7 FHEMR Lo £ 4e > 250 plbuffer P2 18 > Mg 8 g T opikk B 4
3 6% H AR E (F]buffer Pl 7 7 LyseBlue reagent » ¢t & RiB42i% % € & %
LES ) 4o 350 plbuffer N3 5 #-pcB 3848 ¢+ TiEMIER 941 65 (M F i
AR ERgER S &I )T ER 13000 xg Hro 10 & 4 0 oo B R SR /?a"u”i #
I QIAprep spin column » £ 11 4% 13000x gdfrw | A48 A TR T €8

15



QIAprep spin column I e » & 7 4¢ 99% Fp 2 Buffer PE 0.75 ml- g f 4 4& & 13000
xg g | A48 453 T ki 13000 xg % 4 1A &3 F AR - Botide r 15
2 30 pl e Buffer EB (elution buffer) » 2 % 5 4 45> £ 12 13000 x g 3. 1 & 450 &
BB ARF o B ek kR NanoDrop (ND-1000 spectrophotometer
Thermo, USA) B 74 DNA shkR 2 S F » GG E P & F E %Lﬂ TR TS

2.11 £ %12 A £ 45 (Sequencing)
‘éiﬂib;’i%\;ﬁ‘l’}ﬁ%ﬁ DNA £ 22 2 3758 s #r 4#7'143&" \4‘ InPEEFESE 0 TR
(B RIIE I 2 RR 74 FF AP < (National Center for Biotechnology

Information, NCBI, www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) #7# &2 {2 B 7| & 478 F 4 & 0§

Seq Web » 5 d Blast 4 17888 {7 {2 e & "L B {4 47 -

2.12 + § ¥ 5P (Maxi-extraction of Plasmids)

GRS 0 PP ALK #4830 3 ml LB/Ampicillin 33 £ % ¢ >
WITCRIH A 12~16 /) FF > Fi P B~ 200 pl H3T# 7% 4 » 100 ml LB/Ampicillin
AR S 3TCHFRTREY 8~10 R > LB 3 500 ml
ﬁﬁ‘”& FPo
% * % ¥ % EndoFree® Plasmid Purification kit (QIAGEN, Germany) » & & #-Fi% 4

LB/Ampicillin 3% % /% > 32 37C8 & 12~16 - PF{s > T ¥ B {7 4

1f‘°¥ﬂ

)i~ 500 ml g~ F (Beckman, USA)® » i 6000 x g >+ 4Ca~ 15 ~ 418
# “,fi it > e~ 10 ml 0 buffer P1 (‘v % %t RNase A fr LyseBlue reagent) i {7 7
AR LT LA RF itk o £ 4o r 10 ml buffer P2 # :Mg(g_gé:g EaEE G436
= (F]buffer P1 7 5 LyseBluereagent  gx* HF AR ¢ WE L E ) #FEFTES
Agg s 4 » 10 ml buffer P3 » TRl @idpiEich 942 6=x (REBRER S
BRI FZFRRERE > FAIAFZFEFM  NEEFE 10448 HF R
FRRFEFMIERE B p inZ VERieFT o th Bt R 50 ml o
? » £ 4e~ 2.5 ml buffer ER > s€fc ik # %) 10 =t {8 B3tk 30 A48 0 402X
QIAGEN-tip 500 # ¢ » 10 ml Buffer QBT 4] * £ 4 + X ¢ 17 i QIAGEN-tip 500
Mo P o F 30 A 4E (S R ATy 20 % B8 4 » QIAGEN-tip 500 p o i
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HApl* £4 235103 > @ DNA binding &%+ > 2 (£ 41* 30 ml Buffer QC jEix
QIAGEN-tip 500 + & = » £ {3 4 » 15 ml Buffer QN % B~ DNA » £ 4c » 10.5 ml
SR EE T S 0 i 15,000 x gt AC A 30 Ak Ao B ke B
4t » 5 ml ¢ endotoxin-free room-temperature 70%F@F (1 * % 2% & 0 the
endotoxin-free water fie @ =)+ i 12 15,000 x g 4CaH~ 10 » 48R T F
4 ",%J B BREERRFAFTLN P BIEH 10 240 L e r FEMF L
endotoxin-free Buffer TE % ;3 DNA > F %8 DNA X B = {5 1 & kK & 3+
NanoDrop (ND-1000 spectrophotometer , Thermo, USA) #| & # Jk & &2 &5 -

2.13 w7 & 4 (Transfection)

#-GK ‘w353 f848 %t 12 well plate (Corning, USA) ® e & % > @ w% B R
(cell/well)*t 2 B i& (770 F 7| 95% 2+ > 4 o & %] fie Bl DNA 22 & 4 32%] Poly-jet
Rk 5 AP~ £ DNA (ODNs) 4e » & w0 L-15 ¢ (324]%2 5 endotoxic free
water)}=2 3 iR & % * > ¥ — 3 5 Bif £ Polylet #7 23%% (PolyJet™ DNA In Vitro
Transfection Reagent, SignaGen, USA) 4v » & e L-15 # 35372 £ & * (DNA:
PolyJet = 1:4) o vt ¢ FEiRp A WS R T 1 £/ 15 > 5 T #-Polylet FF R % 4v »
DNA 3Rz ? 323 RELE RF I L %ENZR IS5 -2 FH T B
3 12 well plate ¥ éhsnfe 33 &% > £ g L-15 jrikdeied 3 > L4 r i &
2 @ F L-15 & % 0 Bis A B4~ if £ Polylet 22 DNA 2 7R %% well ¥ » £
ER28CEESAMEFHA L)L LEL F LIS RRFkRwzs 25
B (S e » 400ulﬂL,F L-154732 5% - well) 2w 28CEERE £ 4 F9 5%
UT2ZFFL TRERAREZIBL2Z we > FPREFSFLAHTH o

2.14 #i4 k% pFiE 14 47 (Dual-Luciferase Assay )

FI#* A7 2% 7 PriE 2 2 g ) e Permanent GK cells (7 Rainbow trout IL-1§
promoter) > i 4 %12 7 ¢ )k & 2. ODN 1214 (CpG) ~ 1215 (GpC) Fr 1216 (GpG) ke
6 PRI B AR I AR RS AT R R e e L IR
IL-1p % s 2 £ B o & * 2 % % Dual-Luciferase Reporter Assay System
(Promega,USA) » i& {7 &4 #57 % 12 DEPC -k 7@ fe @l 1 & 7 Passive Lysis Buffer
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-

(PLB) » @ Luciferase Assay Reagent Il :##|2 fe @] § - 2 ¥ #1gan Luciferase
Assay Buffer II - =t 4v » %3 Luciferase Assay Substrate i3tz ¢ #g¥ > iR & F
HR 2338 # AT EF80Ckiad* » FXFHVEFENZTEY w5
Stop & Glo Reagent 2. fie @ | & P~ % 2 ¢ 150 & Stop & Glo Substrate 200ul — = 4c
» 10 ml ¢ Stop & Glo Buffer ¥ » v 4R £355 (5 » & KT 5253 30-20C k4% * >
EXRHRVPFENFTEY R o

Yo B GRIPR SR AR £ 0 X0 1 PBS ke e o v 3 R IR P
FRabfadEE2 B E o R HE - well ¥ 4 » i§ £ PLB buffer 4 2w »
WERREERGIS A4 PR HERESIIMMERE Y > TREFF BA N RE
2% o gk 3,000x g3 4CH . 5 4480 B b %‘- RTE - peE AR ¢ R R

"0 -

AL g A anE - well v r 20 pl FRNR T B TR O BRI 2 p KR

||

T_ix P& Firefly luciferase (;& £ 560 nm) £ Renilla Luciferase (;& & 470 nm) 3
J ﬁﬁﬂ:?%,ﬁé%i’»i@ﬁ I AR SIS

=

2.15 4 R & 3732 % (Primary Cell Isolate and Culture)
BOLMEEY Tooa d S R3] 2PN EE T (head kidney) o0 A2 T5% R

i F 2T RE g3 1 B E 2 % (Gibco™ Antibiotic-Antimycotic) @

~m

# g gpen LIS e ’f'“*ﬁ%‘]’ﬁ&“g‘%“*”* ok iR A #lee AT 5 100 pm
Nylon #fcell Strainer (Falcon, 352360)i& &3+ 2 7 1 BiF &4t & @ * 7w j0LI1S
oo REfS I %k & 0 Percoll (GE Healthcare, 263663) i3 i i {7 4 & » 3
(Percoll i i * %0 12 1.5 M e Nacl el = 100% percoll /3i%) > & * & T & 5
50% percoll ~ # & % 30% percoll ~ * & 5 if € wre f s » 11 # 600 x g ik 4t
= 40 & 48 (Eppendorf Centrifuge 5702 R) {& » B= A3t - B B 91 & enw & 0%

AN IS ) T - R IR g

4

FEd %A
3§ e L5 iRt 15 0 1 400 x g M g 10 A gk e o 2

I
Pzl
(S

-
Ao BRI I RFELRA FE 2% FBS h LIS AR
EE R 12-wellplate 7 B3 28Ce 4 » FIEP 2T % °

2.16 %t 2% (In vitro Assay)
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BT T et (GK cell) % (94.0x10° cells/well)#d & >+ 12-well plate
P RIED mre RN EI0% MY > B ENRCEER AR FHRD AT G L
(LIS mbe & 35015 0 L A W4 M FEAFR B 4P BODNs R (14 7 7w 2
LISH - fpdleri = SokB )& 7 f )k & 2 ODNsz# i I ml¥twellp» 5 Jig 1) B
feleh 2 e FRRIMEFBEY " EFW20CHFP 2HEEFRFBEID] P2
W PP R R ERIRE RN R ;—;!—ﬁlesa—g-;;t:smvé #2500 3t E well? A

B4 2400 ul 3 F o GrenLlS e TR TR BT B R RIR X R0 3-20C B A A o

2.17 IL1-B @] 2 (Determined of IL1-p)

P~ 96-well ELISA plate (Thermo, USA) » #-Fuf  (culture medium)feti 2§ & 42 %
* 27(0.625 pg/m1)~27(0.039063 pg/ml) *+& well ¥ 4e » 50yl > £ #-H 2% ++ & 7
FiToh gz 0 B P B-d 96-well plate & 4c » 33t PBST ¥ &0 5%% "534 (skim
milk) » ¥ 37CHE #F s 1) B > @] 3133 7% 3 12 PBST (5 0.1% Tween 20) i
pew =x {8 0 & well @ 4e 100 pl £h— FaA4f (anti-grouper IL1-B 48 1§ 10000
% ¥4 1 PBST with 5% skim milk ##8) » £ 3B 2R T F 2] o 2 18 &
7% % £ 1 PBST (% 0.1% Tween 20) £ = 15 4c » = % J24Y (anti-rabbit IgG-HRP,
Invitrogen, USA, #i84#F 1000 &) > ** R8T F g2 | s 2 {8 & 12 PBST (p
z 0.1% Tween 20) jie® =t {8 » 4 » TMB & ¢ 3##| (TetraMethylBenzidine, TMB,
Invitrogen, USA) > # % 28 10 & 4&{5 4 » 100 pl 7 IN HCI (stop solation)# 1+ &
& > 2 ELISA B Z_ik (Thermo, USA) i 2] OD 450 nm 2_ % & & -

2.18 # P £ (In vivo Assay)

¥ 2% * 8% 734 (Orange spotted grouper, Epinephelus coioides) B p >t B =
SR B AT v H THEME 384 50T p FRI 4 FRP oo -KR 25,051
CrBAR32+lppt> WA L35 p T EH_& JI* ZHBRAZAE -

BEFFHR2ZALEL L 1l B FE 6 B4 0 F %k AL MS-222 (Ethyl
3-aminobenzoate methanesulfonate salt, Sigma, USA)#- . Jjrfig 14 % 4 ?f‘ LR AR B
iR B kR 5 2 uM ¢ ddH,O~ODN148~ODN 1966 ~ODN 2061 ~ODN 2062 ~
ODN 2063 ~ ODN 2064 ~ ODN 2065 ~ ODN 1942 {= ODN 1214 > x4 4 & A&7
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b iR BAL e g BRI AT E A 49 FRP 1 anfa e o 301 518 %
6% 24 | pFE e EZ B iR 1 3,000x g3 4CH s 30 2480 40 B K
© ’Fil %13 3>-80°C & ] » i1 ELISA A 7% » L #-x #F 71 % PBS ﬁr‘%’% 250 &

24
féi* o

2.19 2% 4% 4 1774 (Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay )

B~ 96-well ELISA plate (Thermo, USA)’ #-</ (inactivated GIV) 12 1 & snPBS
ﬁ?ﬁx‘*“a well # 4e ~ 100ng » £ #-H 2§ > & F3 F 5 R 52 0 & P B0 96-well
plate & 4v » j3 >+ PBST ¥ e115%% a4k (skimmilk) » $ > 37ClER 8 F B 1)
P> i) 2173 R 32 PBST (7 0.1% Tween 20) ifikw = {6 > 385 34 4e » 50 pl i5 250
X e e Fo g 3 37CHER A B2 o E 13 % T 2 PBST (7 0.1% Tween
20) griew =xfs 0 v well ¢ 4e » 100 pl eh— B4 (anti-grouper [gM, il #18
7000 %) £ % B3 37TCHE R4 F B 1) o m 4173 7% 302 PBST (3 0.1% Tween 20)
Fiem {84 » 2 Biidl (anti-rabbit IgG-HRP, Invitrogen, USA, it 1000
) > 3TCIEHF M5 1 B> v PBST () § 0.1% Tween 20) ke = 15 » 4
»~ TMB % ¢ :##| (TetraMethylBenzidine, TMB, Invitrogen, USA) > # ¥ %8 10 &~
45154 ~ 100 pl 50 IN HCI (stop solation)# 1t & & » 2 ELISA B Z_i% (Thermo,
USA) 1 8] OD 450 nm 2_ % % (& o

2.20 B ¥EEES% (Phagocytosis Assay)

BB REk i % 2. £ % Vybrant'™ phagocytosis assay kit (cat. no. V6694
molecular probes) ° p B:# F 5r 4 P~ 1 5 ¥ (headkidney) =% i 4 & macrophage
(A Rl &) FHFAHHR100 ul 7 7 & e L1S (f #2402) 2 100 pl bo e &
FR (EEAEfeRkRE) FRRA LI IEY > ERFHRANKZ E LAY B
g ~NEAE 0 s Hme 5o 28 CR AR/ IR - BT B R
Rl X% A § o Fen LIS ki G = =0 B A w4 r 100l 7§k F e LIS
(f Fdlefer fFr4le) 2 100 ul g L fe ®4F 7 ODNs (F S 2)3t 9634 %79 » §
W ORCHARF B 1B BFBREAREN L% 3 5 i FhL1S Fkmea
2% 0 @A B owell 4e > 100 ul # % w F Fen LIS B 3% 28 TEA#HF RI12 )
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B o#lmre 2 A RS d 0 SRS 4 » @ e F £2 1 5% 100 pl (fluorescein-labeled
Escherichia coli K-12 BioParticles, cat. no. life technologies co.) I = i F % well » >t
28CHAMF B2 )P B BF % well G033 {8 > W40 > 100 pl - BNE
(trypan blue)**# — F 5% well » > 8¢ F i 1 A4S % H e d > ¥ L reader

(Thermo, USA) 1 /B] 480 nm s /4 & 22 520 nm b & o

2.21 =3 RE 4 (Respiratory Burst Activity)

FoerR T 2 Aok = LBF T o & B[P T (head kidney) e
4 30y macrophage (A» R e 3 )8 0 F E AU AN E R Awe (100 pl
2 'mRe R Eik) fAfEt 96-wellplate ¥ > B3 28 CRAHBAIRX - FHREFT
Brimoe 12 & ek 4118 4 ~ 100 pl NBT (nitroblue tetrazolium , Sigma, cat. no.
N6876) 12 % 100 pl Zymosan ( Sigma, cat. no. Z4250)> 3<% 38 * J& 30 & 45 #-F
s dl o A 4e ~ 100 ul 50 100% ® f% (methanol) » #x ¥

W

BERIIA&GIEEFER
e o B fs 1 E 100 pliwell e770% T fRAE (T = S0 B e #-96-well plate
B35 AR ICH2 )L T4 » 140 ul 7 DMSO (dimethyl sulphoxide, cat.
no. 0231, amresco) '+ % 120 pl 72N KOH (cat. no. 3140-01, J. T. Baker)?s ¢ & 3%
¢ F %% > £ 2 ELISA reader (Thermo, USA) 1 B OD 630 nm ¥ % & -

222 £ L E kA 15 (Co-Immunoprecipitation )

HEK 293T m* T p 12 DMEM+10%FBS 235 % % i& (7 %% » 9 %hie (79 o
e L3k £ 6-wellplate T % > 37CE 27 5%= F "R 2R E KP#
Zoavors 18 PBS Frieimie g B =00 £ 1% Lipofectamine 2000 & % 24| & {7 # % -
WL 6 PR e R R PREBEN3TCE £ 7 5% F PRI R
P18 ] B RS M AR T o B AR S L 1 Gk PBS ik im e g A (S
& well 4 » 200 pl 9 NP40 lysis buffer (50 mM Tris pH7.4, 250 mM NaCl, 5 mM
EDTA, 50 mM NaF, 1 mM Na3;VO,, 1% Nonidet P40, 0.02% NaNj3) ; NP40 lysis buffer
7z 7 3R 4cem ] mM PMSF £ 1 & <9 protease inhibitor cocktail (Sigma Cat.no.
P-2714)> 3 3 7kt 30 ~ 4518 % 15 Rlme IR @8 2B RE P o g 13,000

g ACH 10 A4 4 Fik v AR EKA T2 A -
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2~ 50 pul ¥ 1.5 mg 7 Dynabeads Protein G (invitrogen Cat.no.100.03D) = 1.75 ml
SRR FEPN 0 BRI ER Y R TRBRE Y TR M EEH “,’T‘.i i
7% > $ % 4 » monoclonal anti-FLAG (Sigma Cat.no. F3165) ¥ monoclonal anti-HA
(Sigma Cat.no. H9658) % 5 ug (3e42 @ * = /g 72 200 ul PBS / Tween 20 & (= Gimi
WERF L0 AR FAME ProteinG B A FF BRI EFE RE R
BERRE L iR s B iR “,%.f gt o £ 12200 ul 52 PBS / Tween 20 % >
FR T R R EFRRE L R AR SRR B L R o R

& 1432 7 BS® cross-linked # Bk 5 B L2 200 pl conjugation buffer (20 mM Sodium

i

Phosphate, 0.15 M NaCl, pH 7.4) i#i% Ab-conjugated g3k = » T35 % = S 4e %
conjugation buffer 15 » ¥ B FF B B A L R FTRRE T R A FEH Gi
b 4er 250l chSmMBST 2t R RS F 530 A4 R F 4~ 1251
£ Quenching buffer (1 M Tris HCI pH 7.4) » £ ** 3 83532 & 15 &~ 458 11 200 pul
PBST (with 0.02% Tween 20) jfi% = =t ¥ % & cross-linked # 2% (F = jf-i% {& %t
EREREBER L EFRBRE Y RS EREH L iR) -

FFVMEREE P A B4~ 580 ul focell lysates >+ 4°C & J& overnight i i7 &

X

AT HFR 0 BB 1200 pl 51 8 PBS ke % (F bk i R R R %
BREYEFRIRG DGR AR TR G FR) RARELFURAE > B
{8 #-F PR &40~ 2 & SDS sample buffer 20 pl» 12 95C 4e %t 10 4 45 @ Foh &2 B3R
AAE O S BEANFETEE COMMEREREIRAL BEFRRE R

AU g b iFiRie 7 SDS-PAGE i A 47 o

223 4 5 EERRE X L #5% (DNA and Receptor Binding Assay)

1 * Lipofectamine 2000 & 78 ;& %]~ %] #& 4 ¢gTLR9A-3flag (4 pg) -
gTLR9B-3flag (4 ug)~gTLR21-3flag (4 ng) = gTLR3-3flag (4 ng) plasmid DNA % ¢
PR 7238 & *t6-well ¥ AHEK 293T me (3242 5 4 i& 7 # % 2 HEK 293T ‘m¥%) -
WLIS6 ) PR R me s A% 0 ¥ VL (524 ) Pz B cell lysates iF * o

B B i 7 A B H#- cell lysates ¥ 3’-biotinylated phosphothioate-linked ODN
1966 ~ 2064 ~ 1214 ~ biotin-polylC * F F & » # ¥ £ # 2 ¥ Dynabeads M-280

Streptavidin (life technologies co. cat. 11205D) (Streptavidin beads, 80 pul blocking with

22



2% BSA and 0.1% Tween-20 in 1xPBS for 1 hour at 4C)** 4C % F & J& 30 %~ 45 > &
f¢ 12 1 % PBS (containing 2% BSA and 0.1% Tween-20) jit® = (& =t jr ik {& #-jik
EREREBER Y EERERE RSB RS “fi '}}a B IS W AR = ]
&4~ 2 % SDS sample buffer 20 pl » 72 95 C 44t 5 24518 » L 3B Ak F
BAIRE Rl 20 BRIk &4 3 B {5 1% SDSPAGE % western blot $jiFi {7 4 47 o

2.24 & * Bt & ;Z (Western Blotting)

#-7% = SDS-PAGE 7 A & 3z %2 4% = P52 #& 4 2 PVDF membranes £
** % /f # membranes 4 PBST (P} 7 5% skim milk) blocking overnight > 1 * skim
milk ¥ % & membranes 2. FAAREM 0 M HZEE - Mean 8 o JR P 0 4o 2R
PBST (p % 0.1% Tween 20 2 2 5% skim milk) 71— %348 mouse anti-FLAG (Sigma
cat.no. F3165) ~ mouse anti-HA (Sigma cat.no. H9658) - rabbit anti-MyD88 -~ rabbit
anti-IRAK4 (LifeSpan, cat.no. LS-C164429) ~ rabbit anti-TRAF6 (Novus, cat. no.
NB600-976) ¥ mouse anti-beta actin (Novus, cat. no NB600-501) » >+ 3§ + & 2 /|
pris* PBST (M 7 0.1% Tween 20) == » # =X 10 448 > M MFFiE - ¢
dv » = %R goat anti mouse IgG (horseradish peroxidase)z goat anti rabbit IgG
(horseradish peroxidase) ** 3 g F & Ji 1 -] FF {8 > 72 PBST (P} % 0.1% Tween 20) i
= A 10 A48 SIS S TrAe 2 X ?fr (LuminataTM Western HRP Substrates,
Millipore, USA) £ 7 & ¢ & i - £ f1* # i % tL (BioSpectrum®UVP, USA) & {7
BplERR -

2.25 # w ¢ % &3 (Experimental Design of Vaccine)

FB%* 8% 734 (Orange spotted grouper, Epinephelus coioides) B p B = =
HAE AT wH o TIHE Y 4.60£02 o4 0 TR E S 1.60+0.1 50 T p
E& 05 FRP fi o -KiE 24.5+1°C > @ & 30+] ppt> & p 2 pF 2 ZLy AR AL >
FHERBAKR - A2 - FEHRY AEES T FRE 0 FETHRE N 475202 o
o TIDRE 1.7020.1 FoZ2o b B ITF K o

F i€ (7 11 MS-222 (Ethyl 3-aminobenzoate methanesulfonate salt, Sigma,

USA)#-d. & Jprpsre s M H ?f}& P EHRETE 6 F B 60 kg oo A W UL b
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= ;%71 84 1 & PBS ~ iGIV (1x10° TCIDs/fish) ~ iGIV (1x10° TCIDsy/fish)+ODN 1966
20 nM~iGIV (1x10° TCIDsy/fish)*ODN 1966 200 nM~iGIV (1x10° TCIDs/fish)+ODN
1966 2 uM > 374 0k 18 (7 56 7 5 % A2 bHis -G B s E £ 5 Q0L kA
FAA S S 0T o 14 T4 B o (5 BNEE R 6 &)1 » 12 3,000x g »* 4Ca
30 A AT A B o B t-80C E Y o RIS B L 3 kA s T A
39 ’”j‘( o g A TRIzol“Reagent (Invitrogen, USA) % P~ total RNA -

2.26 Total RNA % B~ (Extraction of Total RNA)
~F 7 41 * TRIzol ## (Invitrogen, USA) it {7 $& &1 total RNA % B~ o B
A 4e~ i & TRIzol 3t ime & g 1% 57 B SR S0 (0 R S0 0h) 0 5

SEREA SA4m B4R = 4 7% (chloroform)s » F T & 9 15§ > #

Bk 3 AT A (12 13,000 x g2t 4CHs 15 A 4)is o B i
Fren 175 ml fic g gy 0 & 7 ‘vif £ £ P f% (isopropanol) - REEEES
AT gk 13,000 x g 3t 4CHS 10 A4 # FR o TERG ¢
RNA: B {8 4e » i £ 75% JFpH 38 7 5% 530 4o » {8 1 fa# 10,000 x g 2 4Cag~ 10
A - RNA TR E D > M AHBEAFA X 0 Bib#-7 § RNA ik iR 8%
EHF R 20 £ 4~ 3§ £ DEPC (Diethylpyrocarbonate) -k ( RNase free) I ¥

YL BB 65T 0 10 A 48w 3 RNA -

= df DNAR Y » £ %2 w3 7RNA A # 2 DNase (RQ1 RNase Free Dnase
kit, Promega, USA)** 37°C a2 30 ~ 4816 > €454 iT— =t RNA FB~jndz > £ 4| *
Ak kB 2+ NanoDrop (ND-1000 spectrophotometer , Thermo, USA) B & &7 4 i8]
RNA ek B &2 & F -

2.27 3 & DNA2Z_ & = (Synthesis of Complementary DNA)

F1* Transcriptor First Strand cDNA Synthesis Kit (Roche, Germany) % & {7
FREI AR F PIpETIRL 62 R AETHIE L LE 2pgRNA & F B0
¥ o Poif £ W4 total RNA ~ 1 pl &R F2H & T (oligo dT)#* random primer £ if ¥
WA O DEPC ki 4c 2 MR F P o T RE S e BB 65C A 10 4 4 3 vk )

5 A48 it » FRESIFRR (FF &7 7F 4 ul 5 % Transcriptor Reverse
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Transcriptase Reaction Buffer ~ 0.5 pl Protector RNase Inhibitor ~ 2 pul 10 mM
Deoxynucleotide Mix ~ 0.5 pul Transcriptor Reverse Transcriptase) » /& & 323 {8 #-H §
WEFLN A BB S0C A 60 A48 0 Bfs 85CHB S AR IR E BT RS
FOEgB A F PipETpL £ b 3 - cDNA R 5555530200 % * o

2.28 L 714 DNA % B (Extraction of Genomic DNA)

F1* TRIzol (Invitrogen, USA) #&|i& {7 A F18 DNA 2 53 ; 5 L4 » f &
TRIzol *tfn%e & o gk 1% B~ @ 540 16 (i g o) 0 30 4CH
B SA4&E "L T4e ~ i = % 7% (chloroform) ¥ ¥4k 7353 R &8 2 iv* 15
Frte o rggiE 13000x g *t 4 CHw 15 ~ 480 s (5487 B 4p (interphase) ¥ P~3
Y- 175 mlpic@idg P R4 r i & 100%4?‘"ﬁ§t (% * 1 ml TRIzol :& {7 DNA %
B Plde ~ 300 ul 100%:FpE) » 323 R E8#F 8 8 3 4 4fs 0 11w 2000x g+ 4
C%MSAﬁ’%P$ﬁiF—17MMJ et N NI INRENE SO PR E Y
[iEpEi% % (0.1 M sodium citrate in 10% ethanol, pH 8.5) & » # % i 30 &
10 » s #id g e R 353 R & > £ 112000 x g »0 4CHw 524 4 ”%“
R & Kot ﬁ%ﬁ ER RN 75%‘)?]#% (% 1 * 1 ml TRIzol :& {7 DNA

b

\-ﬁs-

>
Fa

B P4 r 1.5~2ml e TS%IFRE)  # R 20E 20 A4k & 10 AR E R I
EE R H353 R L4155 202000 g > 4CHS 5 454 “f Rk BB
ﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁﬁh%%ﬁﬁﬁa’ﬁxo&ﬂﬁm;mSmMNwHuuupmxg%
KO 10 28455 3 B4 o %t iR 5 2 ATMB BT P B R BT ACHY
(53 £ %757 4 » HEPES #7572 % pH 62 £ 3 78+ & 473 7% ¢ 4c » EDTA
IEHERL 1 mM)e 1% & %k &+ NanoDrop (ND-1000 spectrophotometer |,
Thermo, USA) P2 & & RT3 B~in DNA kR & 5 F -

2.29 ¥ pFZE PCR £ 17 (Real-time Quantitative PCR)

AP TR EREPERYF RS TR TR e (e 0 B L
Bl AR B LR A Flhd R AR F BArFFER% 0 ¢ 7 10 ul SYBR
green~ 6.8 ul DEPC -k 2 2 % 0.6 pl (5 uM) real-time PCR & — 4 primers > ** 96 well
plate * > = well 4c » 18 ul Fgi® ;% » £ & %P~ 2 ul (200 ng) 1 cDNA i 52 QPCR
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FReticte 2 2 280 st & (10°~107) » 5K BAs 2 20 pl» S =¢F o
B -96 well plate B ** 4% 3V g4 > % 500 x g 3 5 A48 F R 2R T R
BB 5 L #H % real-time PCR ¥ & ® (CFX Connect '™ Real-Time system,
BIO-RAD,USA) » &k T F Jeif i+ 5 i F R OSCF B3 ~48 ~ 3~ BE R 40
BT F A OSCF 104 ~55CF 30§ ~ e MAL4rT 65CF Ik
SHEERZEDT OSCrLRF O RFRE  HEHM DAL LT Sk 2 23
B R o %% F Jits* CFX Connect "™ Real-Time system software it i S A |
THEEY R TF Fak ks Cr e £ 14 27 (target gene 2. Cr & beta-actin Cr 2)
TE O TEEE T ttest P F R B HBE LT EELE ¥ pol 005 pF
e HFLE -

2.30 4 ¥ 7 (Multiplication of Virus)

#-GK e £ TI75S B A x ¢ frdlimie foid 3024 prpo o 2 £ 1 95%
St RPRARFIREED AN R FOLIS R R GRS 358 1
R xR R RS HA R (B4 MOL X 25 0.001 > = flask 4c » eh
Fd RS 25ml) W28 Cwe R A HEFR AR A 1R TR A
A E - BEAm e r §F 2%FBS h L1558 %% 30ml £k v 28°C & $h
bl Fﬁ&éﬁ%}m’?é’:}%%ﬁi[@ (cytopathic effect, CPE) » 4 m® CPE I8 % ¢ i& 90% 2
do T UH dmre ] g B G2 e T 0 MRS T R L flask podup A iR 0 1Y
M e 2,500 x g3 4CHe 5 A4 T 0 B R 1S B b i 50 045 um i
LB B d e 7 TCIDso 3% > B ARA £ 15 20-80CH # -

2.31 :[,a‘ﬁi 4 1% iRl 2_ (Virus Titration)

#GK m% %8 A% 2 96 well (Corning, USA)® » & well 48 2x10" 3f w0
o fR P B d B4 ABTRERS S R §RARERISGIV B R

7 2% FBS L1534 (fL 8 d FHE > HFH S & 10~10" e FE
ANF Z o FAL-1SB ARG ERNEG 3018 0 L BT - ﬁr%‘% R s R R s
ber 96 well ¥ (d2#1 5 5 2% FBS ehL-1532 %i%) % - R 5 8 £4F -

ﬁmlﬁi-‘ru’?w’blﬁf% wie 3 & pH B * g Ea BT Skock o T O
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%ﬁﬁ%@’%ﬁ%mtm%g%%’j@%ﬁ$m%@%ﬁ@’@%4@uw%
tissue culture infectious dose (TCIDs) (REED and MUENCH, 1938)7 ;2 2+ & -

232 234 i:r_-‘i'ﬁr}?r;i L 3 gr it (Isolation and Purification of Grouper

Iridovirus)

WTGIV H A 2 x BR &4k Floe s %20 (Cytopathic effect, CPE)
#90% 0 Wil ] ) B G T o A ppd R TR
LA AR B .

T GIV & i pFos B 412 5800x g3t 4 Caps 30 &~ 4518 0 iwlikd 2 1 & TNE
buffer (50 mM Tris, pH7.3 ; 100 mM NaCl, | mM EDTA) %% & * » 1t g dc 2
% B %M 4 » 2.2% NaCl 2 5% PEG (polyethylene glycol) 8000 » % *+ 4°C 7k 48 % %
53R E 16 | PFFis o B X B2 7,500 x g »Y 4°C(JA-10, Beckman) 3w 65 4 4%
fs #% “,‘f s ‘J%“Jx v yTHk4e 2 1 % TNE buffer =73 -

4e » & £ (1:1) freon ** 3 F #wHk 4~ 7 TNE buffer ¥ >3+ B2 F 5 4 451514 5,500
X g 4CH< 10 A4 e P FRIATEE Y o RS AR S r 2R (1)
freon> 55 4 B S A 4h7s > 12 5500x g *ACH < 10 A48 B FRIRF X4
¢ o

Bie 0 CsCl R 3w o3 GIV (4 T3 F A5 5 40% CsCl 4 ml ~ 30%
CsCl3 ml ~ 20% CsCl 2 ml » # & 4 » & ;53" TNE buffer » 7 GIV f}ﬁsfr &) 11 30k
rpm *+ 4°C (SW41, Beckman) #t.< 16 [ fF > L3 B3 £ ¢ - 87 Rehd 40
F 3 RTEE PN o4~ £ 1 8 TNE buffers 4 35k rpm **+ 4°C (SW41, Beckman) 3t
1S B A s %8 GIV w3 1 & TNE buffers 33 £ i 7 TCIDs
PR BAALS I REGF-80CH * o

233 25 R Lt:‘i’ﬁ:)?‘si W# (Preparation of Inactive GIV)

BB EGLRR 5 0.1% M58 iR B RS P h b dlp A 3 F K
A5 SHRR S A RAR E RN AC kR ARS 2 FE T 12 2 0 g ek
4 %ﬁiﬁ',ij_%'if}}iai Mefs o BN A4C 1 B PBSEW I XBIEFT > B

RN F N HA e T TCIDso R - R+ © 23 F 0 £l 2 KT
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F3-80CiTs kit * o

2.34 7 & 73 F % 3K i+ (Experimental Design of Virus Challenge)
F 5%t 2% 734 (Orange spotted grouper, Epinephelus coioides) pp >t K] =
SHAE AT H o TIEME Y 4.60£02 2 & > TR E 1.60+0.1 5.0 FH R
3 0.5#F FRP 4§ p > /KB 24.5£1°C » % & 30+1 ppt> # p T pF T gLy bl & & >
FHARBKM £ 2 - > FEHRY AGE S R FRL > FETHHME Y 475402
DA TaghdE 170401 g wiE T E S o
=

# % it 7w 11 MS-222 (Ethyl 3-aminobenzoate methanesulfonate salt, Sigma,

USA) #-4 Sppps s M HE B > FRAH6BEw &2k 60 kg > 4w

*-»?

PBS - iGIV (1x10° TCIDsy/fish) ~i(ﬂV'(1x106

IR A

¢

TCIDso/fish)+ODN 1966 20 nM ~ iGIV (IXIO6 TCIDso/fish)*+ODN 1966 200 nM ~ iGIV
(1x10° TCIDso/fish)*ODN 1966 2 UM » 741 & 4 i (773 5 > % & 2 5 {5 # 4 & A 5
AR 80L -kdnv & p g pF R B ARG 14 X 2 {8 (AT IR E X 5.07£0.2
Sk Tt E G 1.9040.1 R)F - A EAREY - BHE AL ii_m}]%-* it
(1x10° TCIDs/fish ~ 1x10* TCIDso/fish) ™ ¥ 3% 4= X > & # B 28+ 10 & 4 0 &
BZEHTHR REFARFAEEAN 2L k%4 F ARB I elkm= 40 £
AR FE R A (relative percent of survival, RPS) R ILF %% > ¥ - F 5 > 3%
BAie®28% ¥t ia bl s eshedngd ”3—%*’“&’”}1 »E R
%3 & 4 » £ 49]* TRIzol®Reagent (Invitrogen, USA) % P~ total RNA £ DNA -

2.35 33t 4 47 (Statistical Analysis )
ok 718 #icdg 11 Student’s t-test & ANOVA-Duncan’s multiple range test i {7 5t

A4 Bod T g R B £ *p<0.05, ¥£p<0.005, ***p<0.0005 °
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¥ - & 333 CpGODN ##FeF #5304 TLRY 3 & @i i
L1 #478% 7324 TLRORNA EB BT R F T 2RI RHER
2.3 7 32 4 2. TLRY genomic DNA A 7[5 d A 47{5 8 R E 5 = B ¢t BE+ (exon)
fe B 4E » + (intron) » £ 5 d RNA 4% 47 & (alternative splicing) 5 > § 2 2
gTLR9A %2 gTLRY9B = fa# N (Rl- ~a) > H 4wl i3 1,061 2 1,008 4 &
fiodgd A H Z s E R gTLRY &4 = B4 & chrt it 2R 0 ¢ 5 & PAMP
= & ¢ lecine-rich repeat (LRR) T 3 ~ ** % p 387> (intracellular domain )—- & & 3
BT g L @ R # s en Toll/interleukin-1 receptor domain (TIR) 14 %
transmembrane domain(TM)> @ gTLRY9B 22 ¢TLR9A 2. £ 8 1 & ¥ 4 H TIR domain
%5 7 box 3 R A o
4 17 gTLRYA (product size: 274 bp) f= gTLRIB (product size: 381 bp)*+ &L+
mhhA s iRz LR HFMR B ARE A% (Spleen) ~ 52 ¥ (Head
kidney) ~ "%t (Liver) ~ {¢ ¥ (Posterior kidney ) % @37 (Gills) # 5 B ¥ > ¥ %9
L BB F TR (Bl- ~b) i % A 45 gTLRY © #2 4+ gMyDS88

WELF LA s FREFR 0 gMyD88 2 & 5t AR (K- ~b)-
12 XPEFHENS S ERY 250 d TLRO A 4 B3E2 X FE ™ %A 74 Reh
ODN

B 20 NCBI At R 40F 5 4 A FIMAR B 7300 3 & 5305 /7 8 WSSV (White
Spot Syndrome Virus ) ~ NNV (Nervous Necrosis Virus)£? GIV (Grouper Iridovirus)Z.
AFERFZE 2T F LM }‘%(Jorgensen etal., 2003; Krug et al., 2001a;
Strandskog et al., 2007a) » ODNs A& 7[4p B T3 730 (& - ~a)ip! » T 79 5%
el AT oA AT AR L Bk o

12 ODNS EJZ F 30 4. § % m P2 {5 > 5 d 7 pF 2 & PCR (Real-time PCR) &4 47
FEFMEH U ODNs 4p#z.  »ODN 1214 &k R 5 100 nM ek Jiif 2T >
208 IL-1B & G S E ek (Bl= ~a) 2 APk 5704 ¢ kb PR % Mx gene
1% R(Bl= ~b)s LR EHP Sd ODN 1214 hf| it 43 3% ¥ 8% 7 30 4«7 TLRO
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WL WAL DN FF TR TIA R Rk o

1.3 % B3] i ODNs > % F ik B B2 403 W IL-1p fads + 2 M2 L B

% d Real-time PCR 4 45 % % ¥ 5+ ODN 1214 & 433 E28-4 7 52 4 TLRY 21 &
Bifip s 2 TAFApM AT AR 0 Si8- %7 f272 A& ODN- # 7 ODN
1214(CpG) ~ ODN 1215(GpC)f= ODN 1216(GpG)it 7 AL s » 8.3 kit 535
IL-1f promoter 2 ¥ J& > Flot 1% ~F % 2 5 d G418 & % (& #7117 ¢h Permanent GK
cells (# rainbow trout IL-1B promoter)> 12 # I jk & 2. ODN 1214~ODN 1215 4= ODN
1216 k2 6 -] PF {5 > & 4] * Dual-Luciferase Assay ,% st4 17 IL-1B promoter % JLE -

d @ 2% 5 Y 10 nM AS2 % u] ODN 1215 (GpC)% ODN 1216 (GpG) *+
# % IL-1p promoter c1% E & A dT e fp it 155 A ¥ F A Ik % (p<0.05) - @ U
20 nM AU chie w] » &% 2 ODN 1214 (CpG) ~ ODN 1215 (GpC) # ODN 1216
(GpG) » #7134 % IL-1B promoter 1% I E & A dT e fpit 323 ¥ + 2 g
(p<0.05) » e % ¢ c1_ODN 1214 #734 ¥ 2 IL-1B promoter 14 & &2 # ¥ = %] 4p
WA F B (p<0.005) o £ 12 50 nM 2 100 nM AJE » & % £ ODN 1214 (CpG)
ODN 1215 (GpC)&* ODN 1216 (GpG) » #734 % IL-1pB promoter 172 L& & A edT 2
t o BEE L 2 g (p<0.05) -

et SEEFMER 20 nM 2 ODNI214 i 7 & i3 % IL-1B
promoter Fc% » %@ ODN 1215 (GpC) % ODN 1216 (GpG) #t*+3 % IL-1p

promoter sh& J» F R ALR F gk (BZ)-

1.4 Fid 3?3 FAEBFF M3 FERFODN 1214 AR 730 4 T8 m% {5 m% i
FIL-1p £ M2 £ 8
LA F %P ODN 1214 i 534 E2-4 £ g TLRO 3 4 @ vLp i 2 7 2%
IL-1B promoter 2. % I » it - H I £ 4 T % w2 12 ODN 1214 g2 {6 » &%
Wb WA G4 i IL-1B 2 A > %Y GK cell 27 k& ODN 1214 A2 |
JopETS 0 BOAR[AYE 6512 2 24 ) PRy E w12 & ik > 1 ELISA ¥4 47 IL-1B
zE

FHREEFI AW FER ODN 1214 # #£ 20 nM ~ 50 nM ~ 100 nM %
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200 nM A2 S > B % 6 2 % 12 B IL-1B 7 B SSEE A N4l e (A

12)(p<0.005)> @ f% 24 -] p%> B £_r7 ODN 121420 nM 2 50 nM @ k& S 1L-1p
TENFF (X EIR) (p<0.005) > & A= F %% 5% ¥ o2 ODN 1214 50
nM iJZis % 12 O IL-1B § 5% 2 RE (KWz) @ % CpG ODN 1214 *£ it 3 4
L% 73 g TLRO 3 4 @ vEi4 j& 2. ™ 254 F]2 2 [L-1B promoter 2. & I » ¥ 7 & &%

F IL-1P ek i o

1.5 B4 #34 gTLRY9A 2 gTLR9B #%i CpG ODN 1214 2_ 4 47

LA g bR %7 F ODN 1214 “f feh el g TLRO L @ifis 8 T A
F]r4 % IL-1P promoter 2 % IR > I ¥ & fy £ IL-1P ek i 0 R d B3t L 4 e
AR 7 ¢ I TLRY pe 48 (ligand) 5 CpGODN - @ 5 7 2%z ODN 1214 £ %
FEd B d B 7o g TLRO 230 & ik s 6 p5 [L-1P 2 4 T #1100 — #
F1* DNA receptor binding assay #7417 ODN 1214 &2 8- # 2 4 TLRO £.F ¢ 7
BEFE-

BlI 2 7% %% & ODN 1214 /=% ~ % ¢ 2227 7 324 TLROA {- TLR9B
&2 1 Poly(LC)IFi HRE- Fi&{TF % » 7+ 7 % R gTLRIA v gTLRIB
mEeR s FTEP LY £ g TLROA {o TLRIB 2 fie 88 22 of 5L 6 4 9758

1.6 3% 734 gTLRYA % gTLRYB # H #4323 gMyD88 & & 2 Tk A #

B2 ke P ODN 1214 5 3% $8-4 Z#oa g TLRO 3 4 &L ™ P53 710w 2
IL-1B promoter 2. # 3R » £ 2 » iu 3£ % IL-1p 2 & 04 > » EP ODN 1214 4 &) & &
gL £t d TLROA fr TLR9B % & £ 5d 24 £z g TLRO 2 30 4 @i jT o 2R
s ie- HF % gTLROA 2 gTLRIB & F*4ft 2 £ B F ¢ 47 pfa

WsHle 2 3B F P4 * Co-immunoprecipitation (CO-IP) = ¢ & 70k Hbv
72 gTLROA~gTLROB & H 3%+ gMyD88 2 FF #_ % £ 3 49 7 ¥ * (interaction)°

B h# gTLROA {r gTLRIB =t if 78 (subclone) | pcDNA-3flag 48 >
gMyD88 Al = % 7 7] pcDNA3.0-HA-NF2 48+ » @& ¢ & fa2 A 7150 26 FEin
s REEFELAMKIH > 0 B5 7 2F pmd gTLRY 2 gTLRYB £ H #
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&+ gMyD88 F&# ¢ 7 492 1% * (interaction) (B = ) °

1.7 2+ 8% #2304 gTLR9A 2 gTLRY9B 4 w|#r H &5 gMyD88 & & 74 » &2 %

Mhe FARI MG LR L4

ODN 1214 A % g vr8L¥ 734 TLROA 4 TLROB %4 ¥ (5d 8.3 730 4.
TLRO z 2 4 @2 1T » o 2 L4 Tk HEmrEF 8% £ 504 gTLR9 2 ¢TLRIB 2
Hgins gMyDS8 /&% ¢ § 493 i£% » 2AF 5 £ = I * CO-IP $ itk iB] gTLRIA
gTLR9B 7 # i3+ gMyD88 A 4 2 3 £ S 330 T p5fp b 3ov 2 32 F 4.7 ¢ 7
4 B > 4o IRAK4 11 2 TRAFG6 o

doffl = 2 A 475 % 7 #EP gTLRIA £ gMyD88 & & 14 ¢ 47 % ™ #5¢1 IRAK4 {r
TRAF6 > m gTLR9B & gMyD88 % & & ¢r & ;% 42 # = #1 IRAK4 {r TRAF6 > &
#]7 it &2 gTLRYB % TIR domain 4> 7 box 3 7 B o

1.8ODN 1214 12 # 33 N Egwis » ;’gr} eIt B HIT® N b TR m (s

R A e AJRRERF > gTLRYA 2 gTLRYB # BE 2 £ 8 102 &2 IL-1p 2 4p

[ X e

Aw P B T ODN 12145 33 5 > B4 o g TLRO U 4 @:ifip it 2 ™
P2k F1IL-1B v2 % IL-1B promoter % I » » ¢ 3% ¥ IL-1B 2 % > * ODN 1214 #5
¢ 27 gTLRYA % gTLR9B % & » @ gTLROA 2 # 3% 3 gMyD88 % & 15 » ¢ #i
3= 5 T 5 IRAK4 2 TRAF6 2 % 3 » iz gTLROB £ gMyDS88 % & 5 » fra iz 42 &
T 7 IRAK4 2 TRAFG6 > F|t 48] gTLROB ** B3 7 5w 4 TLRO 2.2 &, g o+
R Ik o

FLE TR BRI AT B b T w e 0 1L polylet # 32 ODN 1214 # » %%‘c} 2
WEIEH P e (T 1P XA RN AJE S BHE  & EJ2(E % 030 min~ 1)
B2 BE N3 N6 9 B 12 ) P24 FFEILE A8 ) R BT
¢4 T mre (v ® T2 L% 5 & 4 %12 Real-time PCR 2 ELISA # 4 47 gTLROA
fo ¢TLR9B # 3L E 1 % IL-1B 7 & ©

% Real-time PCR 4 47 % % I gTLROA 7 142 -] £ L8 B 4o 4c > % 146

JPESH AR ERLTE > A gTLRIB R A& 140 /| PFie 3 BEF LR P S{ ¥ F
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BPFR AR E o H AR § BT db g 0 e 149 ) R H ARER BT
B4 g 0 1 1448 fJ~E?gTLR9A fo gTLROB hk Bt F & w4 3| &2 o e dp >
F 5% % 3 B gTLRI9A v ¢TLR9B £ JF7; & Ap F % (B ~) > ¥ 7t & ELISA
AR Y 2 B & 140 [ e 1430 A 4aRF 0 TL-1B 5 B 3mdrd e
(P<0.05) » @ o 143 ] P2 15 > IL-1B 5 B W B4 EF X PF B H 4o @ 34 0 5
1+48 /| p& > IL-1p # B = SABS (B4 ) -

FEI SR Fa§ gTLRIB 2 3 E B 403 4o 5o [L-1P e IR € X Fl3rd] >
@ % gTLROA 2. 4 I8 B 458 4cpF » IL-1P ch& SR £ 582 B 4 » % % ¢gTLRIB
ZIEX E A IL-1B 2 AT x ¢ X Fldrd] > ¥ 4o gTLRIB b4 7 50 4.
TLRO & @ifip it ?P B p drL &4 > TR AT HFIL-IPL AR -

1.9 2% 73 4 TLRY 2 4 3 #2484

Bl % o g TLRY 2 30 L3 404415 2 Bl 5 gTLRYA £ CpG ODN %
gt ¢ L gins gMyD88 % & > ¥ i % 7T 1 IRAK4 & TRAF6 > 1 /& it
IL-1B promoter 3% # IL-1B 14 2 » - B 5 gTLRIB £ CpG ODN & & {5 - 82 ¢ &2
B3 gMyD88 £ 5 4 H T %5 IRAK4 ¥ TRAF6 chF i » 27 i 258
FApT AFIL-1p 2 £ IR

F28 FitcassACPG FHERRL T B A SRI ZHALEF B
21 MAped i ODNs A2 730 4 TR % et 0 $ IL-1f 2 2 £

2.}

Wit % I ODN 1214 5t 39 7 »cef H84 #oh TLRO A & Bk 0 ™ %
7 F1IL-1B 12 % IL-1P promoter 2. % 3R> + € # H IL-1p 2 4 > ¥ ¥ ODN 1214
iv 3922 gTLROA ~ gTLR9B % & » @ gTLROA & H # %+ gMyD88 s & {2 » ¢ %
4.3 T % IRAK4 2 TRAF6 2. %« 3 » 2 ¢gTLRIB 7 gMyD88 % & {5 » frim 2 42
¥ 7% IRAK4 2 TRAF6 » oTLROB f2l & @ifidjov 7 i f AE 4 ¢ » 2
T IL-1B 2 £ o

d %R EJEd HF NCBI FAREZ B3 AFMAMTR » £ &8 FpA
(WSSV ~ NNV £ GIV) A FRx 54 B L2 jph ¥ j¢ (Jorgensen et al., 2003;
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Krug et al., 2001a; Strandskog et al., 2007a) %3+ 7% F CpG ODNSs (#]it 3t & — ~a) >
TR EEY rmb R LR F B2 S FEIR YA B CpG ODNs &2 7 5o
A TR Pz (& > 12 Real-time PCR 4 47 322 2 v ODN 4p 2. 7 » ODN 1214 #3¢
#E IL-1p2 A B ok » 2@ 2359 B4 (White Spot Syndrome Virus,
WSSV) £ %148 5 5| #73k 3+ 9 ODN 1214 1 222 4] class A ODN » F|pt g i&2— # 1/
# % 7| (ODN 1214 3 #@sclass A ODN) 3 o » 351 7 b & B 449 CpG
ODNs» ¢  #-ODN 1214 2 3 5 poly G / 7|4 ' { %  ODN 2065 (4 > 5 #4{r 3
senpoly G B 7)) > *+ 3 =44 poly G /& 5] 51 ODN 2061 ~ *t 5 244 + poly G
B 79 ODN 2062 ~ ** & #5394c + poly G & 7 4] class A ODN 1966 » 3 it e ¥
Fit? e é—fﬁ& CpG ODN & % ¢ #2558 ie% s % > b 444 3] class AODN
1966 2. jo = i (71322 > ¥ K37 ODN 2063 (B3 H i ~ 4 > palindrome)
ODN 2064 (#- CpG motif #x% 37 GpG motif) 2 ODN 1942 (j% > phosphorothioate
g AT g p ) 0 b i ODNs 2 B dF{isi- S & - ~bhp o
% B f& class AODN S heree @ .7 ¢ B8 rad 2 LA F > £

AR E 22 Bif ODN JJdZif it > 3t Lo g T mie 117 e le & B 42
ODNs 500 nM 4 %2 1 -] Pris » % 12 /) P B fmPe 33 % % ¥ 12 ELISA HjiF
A4 IL-1B 2 & » F %% % % 312 ODN 1966 ~ 2061 ~ 2062 2 2064 /mt2 chie &) »
IL-1B 2 7 8 5887 % 3 30424 (A AIL) (p<0.05) » % 3 12 ODN 1966 A2 » IL-1P
4 # 1 % 7 (p<0.0005) > @ ODN 2061 (** 3 =4+: + poly G & #¥ 4> 5 =4 poly G
B 7) 2 ODN 2062 (*+ 5 4+ poly G / 712 &> 3 5 poly G & 7]) 3% 54+

o4

T A nggzn IL-1B e sk » ¥ — % 202 % ¢ 3 3 ODN 2064 (% CpG
motif #c % GpG) + %% IL-1p2 %R (Fl-- )

d P EET o N e Tt Tt me %Y F L A0
class AODN 1966 ¢ Fligti b checgm 8 H A5 IL-1B £ 32 2% » ¥ ohe R

ODN 2064 (3 CpG motif # 5 GpG) I # it 49 3% % IL-1p 2 4 7. -

22 % kR ODN1966 AJ2 7 30 4. T 9w » ¥ 7% PR 2Rk R IL-1B 2 4
E1
Bt A R B S ST 1 ODNs a2 7 30 4 TR w8 12 > v 53 3 »cih ¥ IL-1P
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243 £ H 12 ODNI966 £ 2 Bg ¥ » e A it AP Pl AL if 2 (e BB &
PERE) > Tt 02 ODN1966 5 4 > #-k B3 L 100 nM~2 M 2. FF 2 & 50 . 5
Bkt o PRI 1 P T30 % 12 ) PRl e 12 &% > 12 ELISA & 4714 % IR
¥ ODN 1966 ik & 3 4¢ > IL-1B e 3 £+ %2 H 4 (BL =) kR 2 uM sk
Wi R IL-1B 0% £ & % (p<0.0005) - 3 ¥ 17 ODN1966 500 nM &2 GK

cell » ¥+ % fp PERF BT B fmPe 33 %%k » " ELISA 245 IL-1B 2 & » #F A28

% 30 A4 IL-1B 7 B drdlie (A ARIL) AdRz T G 2L F G b
(P<0.0005) » & ALz ch | | pEf def 8 > 142 | pRB A IL-1P chg B e 4
F 4 M 4o ehIR % (p<0.0005) > E F] 1+12 -] ¥ > @ 2 ODN 1966 500 nM AJZ 30
A 4B is o IL-1B eh 3 1* BE F ey 4r 0 B D2 1 0] PF(p<0.0005) > ]t 4277 ODN
S IL-1P chd AL F Pt (Bl 2 ) 0 s/t ODN e & 5\ ko # Eaw ok

& 500 nM & g B pERF ] ) BEF e

1rmL

23 WEHA TR 2 HBF P HAFTERLA R I B ] 2 2

2 ODNs &= is » vt $2 IL-1p $ £2 £ 8

R A TR A e g2 ODNs k& 500 nM RS 1] FEES 0T
Bloerz %% > 2 ELISA # 47 IL-1B 2 £ &' HE L 8 » ¥ 2 7.2 ODN 1966 ~
2061 ~ 2062 ~ 2064 % 1942 AT o IL-1B g £ 3R F 3 STl (A A
2)(p<0.0005) » % u] £_ODN 1966 £JZ che 6] [L-1B 5 £ % % (p<0.0005) » » ODN
2062 (3t 5 #B4ct poly G B 7|2 4> 3 =5 poly G & 7%]) 2 ODN 1942 ("
phosphorothioate i 4% #cp )ehie B] » 7 @ B F] 5 SHpdeega P50 £ % IL-1B
»c% > BE3 I GpG motif ¢ ODN 2064 + it 3% IL-1B ch% 3 (L 2 )

d 3 Feime 5 TLRO 4 & 2 Rehiwmiez — > IL-1B A & d Ergime A b 0 5
— FAIRAF {78 % (pro-inflammatory cyotkines) » “/]E iy 20 3 NG SO |
FrT e KPP AF o F A3 BY AR T e R PE o (7§
o017 o S s 4E 2 ODNs 500 nM A B AL 1 /| B fc # fn % 33 % i ¥ 12 ELISA
45 IL-1B Z & 18 » 72 312 ODN 1966 ~ 2061 ~ 2062 ~ 2064 % 1942 p 2 e b o
IL-1B 7z £33 F 3 > 4l e (A B2 ®) (p<0.0005) » £ H §_ODN 1966 /2 chie
W) o IL-1B 7 $ & # 3.(p<0.0005) > & r2 ODN 2062 (** 5 =44c + poly G & 7] 2 4%
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3 poly G A 71)%2 ODN 1942 (& > phosphorothioate % &F #icpP ) fad® i %] »
I I pfﬁ Feosgm B8 48 IL-1p aecdk o B8 I GpG motif <77ODN 2064
2R LB chA (RS T ) -

FLAXFHREFFRAGIN A TR me & F A3 B T3 b
FreRL Bt TR % 5 KA IL-1p ik ABF AR e o

24 AHBEF FHEAESE W% A P A RH2 ODNs B2 > ZiFt2 £ 8
PBEF T d T ST A PE e e 7 e 2 42 ODNs 500 nM
T 1P RS e W G F kR R HEF R 2RSS R e
trypan blue ** Zif F Jis | #8818 #5°% » W AT R RIS EF 2L LR -
d 4§ B % 3 2 ODN 1966 ~ 2061 % 2064 EJ22 ‘e %] » BegE B ar$75 %
F R (K g2 ) (p<0.005) (R - »)

25 ATEEF B A E im0 A e e 42 ODNs AJR1S > &2 F KT 4R

223

BOBLY 7 ooa d FF Bk A}éﬁ“"Pvl LI VA S S -1 iﬁéx ODNs & & 500
nM o2 1 0] BEiS 0 # ‘,% e g & % o SE T 4e ~ 100 Wl NBT % 100 pl Zymosan » %
WREF B30 A ASE o £ e r 100 pl 1100% 7 fE 0 R E 2R R 1 A4
B R 0100l 270% 7 FEFik o EAFS KT DR NRFIRR AT ik b
> 140 pl £ DMSO % 120 pl 72N KOH » 2 ELISA # i#] OD 630 nm 2 #% % i o
d B % % R ODN 1966 ~ 2061 % 2064 AT chio b] » AL R4 hi IANAT
F B A (A AGT %)) (p<0.005) » % 2 ODN 206322065 * 1214 fed® ke &) »
A F LS R IF A U F MO e (KA i w]) (p<0.05) (Bl <) -

2.6 31 CpG - GpGODN £ 8.3 £ 4 TLRIA 4+ TLR21 & & F &

Z_m 7R 1&“% 7 12 ODN 1966 g2 15 IL-1B 3 % % Rt I PFs 3 R GpG
motif 7ODN 2064 = Itk st 343 IL-1B cn& > 5 7 i - 35 34 ODN 1966 2 ODN
2064 A3 A5 d SRS LB EAET Hwe g hA 2 0 ¥ gTLRIA-3flag
fe gTLR21-3flag B 4% » |3 4 3 HEK 293T ¥ 24 -] p5is > o & cell lysates » £
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#-H & 2> w5 biotin #3557 ODN 1966 & Poly (:C)i& {7 & Ji » 41 * streptavidin
Fisk#-22 ODN 1966 # _Poly (LC)F A2 # & F o ¥ /™ % » 55 ded 71
T o) B %% % I CpG ODN 1966 i % %22 8% 7 30 4 57 gTLRIA #
gTLR21 8 § 5 & » &2 Poly (LO)3"7 § % & (B~ ~a)-
¥ b > #- gTLR9A-3flag fv gTLR21-3flag F % » %4 % & HEK 293T !w¥z 24
 FEES o Tk cell lysates » £ #-H 4 w223 5 biotin 382 ODN 2064 £ Poly (I:C)
ETE R JI* streptavidin £ 3% #-22 ODN 2064 = #_Poly (LC)7 22 #& & F }i*&—‘g{
AR R o REISiE TR FR ALY 0 d F %% %% R GpG ODN 2064 # % A &
8% 730 @ 5 gTLROA & gTLR2I 45 ¢ % & » 2 Poly (LO)¥57 ¢ & (R~ »~ »
b) -
B 1 % gTLR3-3flag 7 %83 2 3 HEK 293T m®e 24 -] B¥{s > Jx & cell lysates >
£ #-H 2% 5 biotin 5 Poly (:C)i& 7 & Jis> 41 * streptavidin 23k #-22 Poly (I:C)
FREFTRT K REEE I FRASH - J R B E R Poly (10)§ & 8
P EmAHTLRIAL 56 (R+41)e°
A BT EM B 73 i hgTLRIA ~gTLR21 31 § # ODN 1966 (CpG)
% ODN 2064 (GpG)t & » 453 ¢ # Poly (.O)% £ » * % 7304 gTLR3 7% ¢
2 Poly (LC)& 4 & — 125 & » %511 8% 7 51 & gTLRIA fv gTLR21 41 ¢ 35 622 CpG
ODN 2% GpGODN # 24 & - (4% & o

27 WBF B ARSNH P2 242 ODNs 14 > il v i IL-1B 2 3% $ox %

W ELF Boa g et A e 42 ODNs 2 pM/fish > £ 283 6415 5 6 2 24 ]
P (5 A Y i o 40 1 8 PBS #ex 418 250 ® 15 > {1* ELISA 4 47 IL-1B 9
B ) FHREEFIRIS ODN 1966 che bl % 6 2 24 /| P » 2 H U wulipii
2. 0 IL-1PB vk B E B T4 2( P<0.0005) (Bl= L) -

FZE A FMFRMALTBEATHERT PAHE CpG ODN iR H+8¥F 730
AU & gk 2 43
BARBENER A pA TR AR R B EME
5% * 8% 734 (Orange spotted grouper, Epinephelus coioides) FEp & = =
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BAB LA T E THHE 460502 4 > T E K 1.6040.1 & 0 T p
A3 0.5 FRP 4§ p > /KiE 24.5£1°C » # A 30+1 ppt » & p TP T 2R3k Ak bt
THeoRA KRS Az - > T ASES I EAL 0 FETIHME K 475502
A T¥agE € 1.7020.1 g iR T 5 o

PR RRER ARG LE S S SRR RS S PR - A A e
Fp s Ikl R AHE S 1x10°TCIDsy/fish ~ 1x10*TCIDs/fish
1m&nmmmma1mmmmwmhmﬁ,gﬂ@@zﬁiga1 PBS: d @
H R FREFHA ML BF T - FREG R C B e
AERE; - FRgL (B L- ) Paags embdoilp Pa:? e (R 4 Jﬁ—%- e L
Ix10"TCIDso/m)FE# i Sy + g SR R 557 = > TP AP g s Fiblpd g 29
EZERE S a3 8 RERET AR R

32 ®RFFETFHALYHEFRTERT FRE TRLARY 2w o

3 WmE %k

FAMAE B AR A (IGIV)R o & -2 e k& 2. ODN iz
i v S N BB P o N ARS S e 227 GIVE S GIV#E
A %l % 1x10°TCIDso/fish 2 1x10°TCIDs/fish » & &+ & g > 112 E4Fi8 (7 o

d @ 5% % 5% 3 0 10 1x10°TCIDso/fish iE 7 7c & > Mock .7 (81 &4 PBS &3¢
P2 IO %)i*F"’ﬁpp P RFEA > L F AR IS > A v h Lo 2l
= o= KL 100% 0 BE s IGIV R v e At d (5% 28 2 R A i 47%
(B= L= ~a) ¥ FER A 5 53% (% 2) 0 @ 8 CpG IZAE (7 4 5 e w

B KA 2037%2 F (Bl= L2 ca) AR A E A A 63~80%2 B (%

=) 11 1x10*TCIDs/fish it {7 st 4 > Mock ‘.27 ;1 6+ PBS &3t 724 4 5 = % ﬁ*F’“
eF A RRF A I RE T 143030 B B 2r S 0~ KL 100%:
M AL IGIV A w enE W seF 8% 28 X A7~ FE53% (B=- - = ~b)> 4p
HHREF AW S 47% (22) A #he CpG EHEF LA heu hfr-= F 45
30~47%2- % (Bl= L= ~b) ApHHEE A A2 53~70%2 F (£ =)

d bR g @ &% L3 AR 1x10°TCIDsy/fish # 1x10*TCIDso/fish
Fed o WA s iGIV B w e s & -8 e 3 e AR (A % chie w8 (873 5 PBS
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BARELZ. T 0V B EE MR 218 hr = F(p<0.05) (Bl= L o) 0 Fpt4aip] T e £
ol AESYAFRL AR G BIELR RET] TS -

B HIFHAR G OFUR S Rk AR AR E D SN R g S
Fstd {815 % 4 & ahEg ¥ (head kidney) ~ %% (spleen) #2533 Hf]{ (thymus) ‘2 % >
4% wpEw R R L GF 4 F BB #F (Real-time PCR) 445 MCP A %12 MCP
genomic DNA 2. Z JLF/% » §F % % F M i T 2 WAR e iGIV R v e F
HE AR EFT LA ERE T8 GV £y b iR ™ o &ikhrs & E I
1x10°TCIDso/fish # 1x10°TCIDs/fish » MCP # F](B= — = )£ MCP genomic DNA
(W= +w) 2 2 REHF HF T %Nl (p<0.0005) > & IR e KRR F L
28T "T dripA 2 R RS IGIVEY ALK S ﬁ’%@/ﬁa% RS R T
AP A R

33 FHAF A FMALLHEF A v FAE CpGODN R LR & &

EL R EAE

2R R R MR A AR R 2 g bR (GIV)R
BRLAS PR E ik 0 TR E AR R E R T h AT
F¢ b - B f o1 Aiiet s 202 iGIV & 7 A £ 24 CpG ODN
BB Frag 0 ¥ A BN E T (preimmune)® LA F T % 14X HEn RS
AR A 1S 0 12 ELISA A 453 B B puURl 4 0 F % £ A 3 6.2 & 32 Mock
iR A @15 PBS & jiat 1 2 PBSs @1 a4 iGIV i st iGIV (1x10°
TCIDsg) ~ 1GIV-ODN 1966 20 nM ‘e: iGIV (lxlO6 TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 20 nM -~
1GIV-ODN 1966 200 nM ‘% iGIV (1)(106 TCIDs)+ODN 1966 200 nM ~ iGIV-ODN
1966 2 uM . iGIV (1x106 TCIDso)+ODN 1966 2 uM ©

d FHRSEFRELEL Y (BT ~a) 2%+ X (Bl-+7 ~b)>
W3S IGIV 5 e u] & 16 iGIV & 5 e 7 b AR ahl o n] o 2 pug 4§
Sl dpis 0T BB AWML A FHTRFIMS B8 AR R
A £ A cnie s ¢ 5 iGIVHODN 1966 20 nM e %] et BFis % = X frdx L w X &
W73 5 iGIV £ v e dp s » 395 &£ 3 M % > A & iGIV+ODN 1966 200 nM f-
iGIV+ODN 2 yM ehfe w] A g £ {8 % = X fok - w % 2 W3 84 iGIV £ o Efpt &
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RIS R Fla @AiGIV AT RS TR RE AR B LAY G AR
it & ODN il > it 2 iGIV & w7 enpitl 4 § > R R A F 2 > fapl7 i &
iGIV % ¥ 4o e AR 9 ODN A1S - § A% e LA R F o 2 o

34 F P B T HALDHABRTHERI FHE CRAART F AL PR L
B A T2 £ RN
AR A T 4 (IGIV)A 7 2 -8 e ODN iz 18 » gy
£l gk X M (innate) % if it (adaptive) F B F B2 B Flptie- H o8B
RAPAFAAHEELASPERFED - AT AIZEF 0172 14258
B.% 732 4 8 5 (head kidney) ~ "% (spleen) % %3 ’Jijl (thymus) e - * o g f =
B 300 WpE R R L fRi ) 5 r(Real-time PCR)A 45 4 % | 4.7 4p b 5 %] &
% gTLROA ~gIL-1B~gMx~gTNF-0 % if 1+ & % 4p B 25 7] ¢ 4% gT-bet~ gGATA-3 ~
gCD4 ~ gCD8 2. £ JLfF % o

3401 LA SEF 2o h gTLRIA A Fl2 £ iR

TLRY 2 & # it 5 #8844 3 CpG motif & DNA ¥ F#E T A Flehi > ¢
TLRO AL & 1 (i $3 4 HEvilim®e ~ iR e ~ B = fwie 5 1 2 B L w e ik
s et PlBEY Fra g B fs TLRO 2. &2 B3, (Bl L)

£ ¥ (head kidney)** £ & {6 % — % > ;18 PBS ~ iGIV # v v iGIV & v 45 fie %
| B 5 chie s g Mock e dpfitod &8 E b 2 sk g (p<0.0005)0 5t LA 15 % =
X 5 18t PBS ~ iGIV % wfr#5 e ODN 1966 200 nM 122 ] 22 Mock ‘e 4p #235%
¥ IR § (p<0.005)03t Lt % L w X 53 Fe ODN 1966 200 nM §= ODN 1966
2 uM hle )& Mock e Ap#ias &g ¥ 1+ eIk % (p<0.05) o "% (spleen) *t & &
- % s 18 iGIV E w fos e iGIV & w e 7 e & (4] che w22 Mock &
WEIe BE AR R (p<0.05) R A F L w x o 1 IGIV B u R F
A E A ke b8 Mock ‘e Ap 3o B F A IR % (p<0.05) » @ 571 5+ PBS e
)22 Mock & Apfd A F T % chIR % (p<0.0005) - 53 95]1 (thymus) **f % {8 % - % >
@71 &+ PBS h/e % {r Mock EAp# s & ¥ 1 2 IR % (p<0.0005) » /L4 iGIV £ &
fo iGIV £ w #fe? k&€ & e wfc Mock Eipfias 8 F T "% Ik %
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(p<0.05) > ** £ 7 {4 % = % » 7154 iGIV % % e %] 2 Mock (£ Ap it B ¥ ™ *% k.
% (p<0.005) > ** sk 15 5 L w % > ;154 {GIV % ¥ & #5f ODN 1966 20 M~ ODN
1966 2 uM 12 5] 82 Mock 24p a4 B % b < I (p<0.05) o & A 47 2 % 3
IGIV £ 5 & iGIV £ 5 e # b A& S48 L% B4 7504 15 > gTLROA £ E &7
lask o 3R EERFE G A iR o

342 LB BT B gIL-1p A Fl2 £ RGR

IL-1p i & d Erglm® 28 > 5 — #8844 ' % % % (pro-inflammatory
cyotkines) » *£ 1 A H F LF o AT T e B ARAF b e P BEF F
A h B fs glL-1p 22 2 I3, (Bl= L+~ )

28 % (head kidney) ** £ £ (& % — X > L& IGIV £ v friz iz ODN 1966 20 nM
ek W] 22 Mock e ipfie > 3573 B F 2 oIk % (p<0.005) > @ £ i§;3 &+ PBS & Mock
EApdy BEEF T R I % (p<0.05) 3T AL (S % - X 2 % L w X542 ODN 1966 20
nM /e B2 Mock E4p #3257 8 F T % IR % (p<0.05) o B-%K(spleen) AL A& {5 %
- % > 16 IGIV £ w % ~ 52 ODN 1966 200 nM 4= ODN 1966 2 uM ‘=¥ Mock
EAp oG B F b A IR % (p<0.0005) 0 A A F e X A s iGIV K u e
% AR 2@ d 2y Mock ledp o305 A F b A Ik % (p<0.05)0 %9 A (thymus)
LTS %S R 5 2 IGIV £ ¥ el ] feg e ODN 1966 20 nM /2.2 Mock 24p
353 BF A m %(p<0.05) > R AR F e X e iIGIV £ w2 Mock
AR § OB F A IR % (p<0.05) o o A 415 % IR IGIV #& w2 iGIV £ W R
PRAE AL ARY LAt o gll-1p ARE LT R ER 2 RET §

‘:”‘h%\' IFL, °

343 4B BT 73 g oTNF-o & Fl2 4 iR

TNF-0 i & d Evgflm® & % > 5 — fEES L w g% (pro-inflammatory
cyotkines) “,/TT THEFUE Y R tET e A LEF B kRS F
o # 6 gTNF-a 2. & 35 (Bl= -+ )

28 % (head kidney) ** £ & {6 % - X > W16 iGIV £ v & iIGIVE v HFe? F
A E A enie w2 Mock 2 ip i35G B F F A 0k % (p<0.0005) > >t P58 (spleen)

41



AR ITHARF B EE T AR LA % - X 0 A IGIV K w2 iIGIV £ w e R

A€ A ke w] ¥ Mock e p o B F 2 ek % (p<0.0005)0 %9 3 (thymus) >t
FE (e wm— % o JLE IGIV £ w2 iGIV £ v e 7 k& £ 28 a1 % 2 Mock
WEISEME LR o J PR LS FRIGIV £ 5 & iGIV £ v #7 b HE 244
RBAF T A ts 0 gTNFo 2 E AF T g § ¥ 2 m g o

344 LEABF Torh gMx A F2 4 RFR

Mx A Fld % - 2% (type [IFN) #7355 > - ffpd v 5 A ddgs
FI#RMx7iF: +4gF A2 &4 g4 9dp ik A 7] (Bergan and Robertsen,
2004) » A& RIZEY BoE b AE S gMx 2. FIRFA(B - L 4) e

28 % (head kidney) ** & & {6 % - % > L8 IGIV £ v & iGIV £ v 5 fie 7
B ia@chieul ¥ Mock e4p#ist B F b 2GR % (p<0.0005) » #7154 PBS w2
Mock 24p #p] & B % T '8 (p<0.005) » *T h 18 % = X > 815t PBS % $Ae ODN
1966 20 nM ek B] 22 Mock ip #3257 B ¥ F = ehIk % (p<0.005) > >t L 4 {8 % -
T X o LA IGIV w2 iGIV £ w e 7 A w8 2% 2 Mock Eip#isg
F 2 gl % (p<0.05) ° "% (spleen) T £ & {8 % - % > L5 IGIV £ v & iGIV £
W HEAe R bR R e u 2 Mock Eip sy B F b A oIk % (p<0.0005) 0 TR
Fis% - 2 @k Ai1s PBSIGIV £ v & iGIV £ 9 # e 3 b A £ (28] ahle w)
Mock ‘e 4p #35F A F T % 0k % (p<0.0005) > *T L A {8 F L w X 5 T IGIV £

# 3£ fie ODN 1966 20 nM e %) 22 Mock ‘e 4p #3o$ &% + < eI % (p<0.05)
3940 (thymus) *t £ £ {8 % - X 18 iGIV £ v 2 iGIV £ v #E5fe 7 I & £ 28
f %2 Mock ‘e ip oy R F A R % (p<0.005) » *T A E {8 % - X 45 e ODN
1966 20 nM % ODN 1966 2 puM =i w2 Mock feipiiot & ¥ + = g
(Pp<0.05)> ** % 14 % L w % » #2 5F PBS & ODN 1966 2 pM 1% %] 22 Mock ‘e 4p
FoF B ¥ T L % (p<0.05) 0 @ F B % # L6 IGIV £ v & iGIV & v e
AR TR LAY FoA (o gMx ARE AT R ER A REFEF A ki

345 AT B3 gCD4 £ 712 2 R
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CD4 - #8175 % = % MHC "TH| T w9 £ b 2 Mgy > @ = 5 el
84 T tm#z (helper T cell, Ty) #_CD4'T % » Ty lme Sk {gcis v B 058 4
B Ramsl > EtkiRIgEF 2 b dk (S gCD4 2 £ A, (Bl= L) e

2f ¥ (head kidney)** L £ 16 % + w X » 72 &+ iGIV £ v ~# iz ODN 1966 20 nM
% ODN 1966 2 uM thie u] 22 Mock ‘e ip#iot & ¥ + = IR % (p<0.005) o "%
(spleen)sr2 FLABH 22 5 T4 I 5 71 5 iGIV # % ~ £ ODN 1966 20 nM 2 ODN
1966 2 uM ‘227 Mock ‘e 4p fiuso} &8 % + = chak % (p<0.005) © %§ 4 (thymus) ** &
FisvLtw X amiiiast iGIV £v & iGIV £ w7 k& E & e w s
Mock e 4p #3575 B F + 2 eIk % (p<0.005)e d 7 2 55 % 2 RIL8iGIV £ v & iGIV
Boodppet BHE TR LABY 2o h i gCDALME L7 PN E T F Fehd
o

346 L E{sBF Farh gCD8 A 7|2 2 BfFm

CD8 5 - 175 % - % MHC "UH| . T e f X b X HWenERM Iy > X
S Bcend BT v (Te) _CDS'T tme »TC Mm% is MFLR & — 1272 N £ ihim
oo R RIBEN B d fB (s gCD8 2 £ A, (Bl=L-)-

57 % (head kidney) ** £ Z 8 % L v X » /1 54 iGIV £ v & iGIV £ v #fe* F
HE A hle [ Mock e ApfioG B F b A IR % (p<0.0005) o B (spleen)ifs
2 RARF B TR ;L IGIV £ & iGIV £ w7 k& E A e w8
Mock = 4p i&iﬁ:’ﬁ B 2 eI % (p<0.05) ° 334 (thymus) T dZ {e & L w X 5 i

A% 1GIV £ % ~ #8552 ODN 1966 200 nM £ ODN 1966 2 uM % %] 22 Mock £ 4p
ot B E b2 SR % (p<0.005) o 4 F S % F L IGIV £ w2 iGIV B W
fer AR EHAABEY £oih il > gCD8 2 ME L7 kg T 2 kiR o

347 B {8 8F o h gT-bet & Fl2 £ HfFR

T-bet (Tbx21)E_d 530 B & fhpe=rie & 75 » £ 4 T-box DNA % £ &
(T-box DNA binding domain) » ¥ £2 £ Flgx# 3 } ch T-box & 7% & » T-bet & #FH
B 7 g [FN-y chpcds + » 858 T v 5 Ty0 fmve A 1t & Tyl fm% » & A 8 hm e
BcE g CD8'T fmoe & it 2 mve 3 M T v (Lazarevic et al., 2013) » & ip| 8L
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FEoh fB (s gl-bet 22 2 BFA5 (Bl= L)
2f % (head kidney) ** &£ 16 % — = > $ e ODN 1966 20 nM =i’ %] 22 Mock
feApih B E b IR % (p<0.005) 0 TR {8 % = % o @1 ed PBS 18 iGIV
% w3 ODN 1966 20 nM # ODN 1966 200 nM ‘2 %] 22 Mock ‘e 4p 3o & % *
%I % (p<0.05) 0 A Efs ke X > W IGIV £ w ~ # e ODN 1966 20 nM
2 ODN 1966 2 uM ‘2 %] 22 Mock . 4p #3594 & % + 2 930 % (p<0.05)- %% (spleen)
AL RS X A iGIV £ ~ 45 e ODN 1966 20 nM & ODN 1966 200 nM ‘&
w22 Mock ‘e 4p 354 &% < IR % (p<0.05)> 35 fie ODN 1966 2 uM ‘e %] 22 Mock
fE AR OB F TR PR % (p<0.05) 0 AT A 1S % L w X > $A ODN 1966 200 nM
& ODN 1966 2 uM 9% w22 Mock ‘e 4p#tot & ¥ + < IR % (p<0.05)> #5 iz ODN
1966 20 nM ‘2% 2 Mock ‘e 4p i F B % T *% chif % (p<0.0005) » %3 5 (thymus) **
FE (S F - R W3 PBS 2 16+ iGIV £ w 5 e # e & £ 28 che w22 Mock £
IR DT B F T U8 IR % (p<0.05) 0 3T AL A 15 % = X 5 $5 e ODN 1966 200 nM ‘e g2
Mock ‘e p it & ¥ + 2 3R % (p<0.0005) » @ #7154 iGIV % % 2.8 Mock ‘e.48 $2
Bl F B F 7T " gl % (p<0.05) > >t E S F L w X 5 & 5% 22 Mock fAp 5T
B 2 AR %(p<0.005) o o F S % B IS IGIV v & iGIV £y et b
B G LA BN T a i ogTbet M E AT M 2 BT EF 2 ehdReo

348 4B {4 8F F3rh gGATA-3 A F|2 £ RfFR

GATA-3 %3t GATA #2%= B 2. — » 5 zinc-finger ehig 4+ %]+ » & & % 448 I
fo %5 £ T TCR o fr d ek F1H 3 53 + (enhancer) + (Hoetal., 1991; Koetal.,
1991) > B @+ 3 F7 7 # 7 naive CD4'T m¥e & d GATA-3 chzh i A L & T2 fm
o 1B B lmie A 4 Pl o ik BIEET oA AR 1 gGATA-3 22 2 i) (Bl=
L :,_) °

28 % (head kidney) ** £ £ (& % - X > L& IGIV £ w ~ 52 ODN 1966 20 nM

& ODN 1966 2 uM & 5|22 Mock ‘@ 4p 30 % SLAF % T ¥ 13 % (p<0.05) » ** 4. 7 4

%= % > 15 PBS %222 Mock f4p et B F b 2 oI 4 (p<0.005) o 3T R E {8 F
4w X > # 2 ODN 1966 200 nM i %2 Mock ®ipf s & ¥ F = Hm %
(p<0.05) = ®-5%% (spleen) *t L {8 % — % » 184 iGIV £ w & iGIV £ v #Efe * F |
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58] 0 u) 2 Mock ‘e 4p $35F B F T % PR 4 (p<0.05) > T LA S H - % > L
b+ PBS ~ #5184 iGIV % w 2 #£ iz ODN 1966 20 nM ¢h2e &) & Mock ‘e 4pfiiat &
¥ T IR % (p<0.0005) 0 3t A 1S F L w X 52 ODN 1966 20 nM % ODN 1966
2 uM % %) 82 Mock e 4p #3275 & F T 5 (IR % (p<0.0005) © *§ A (thymus) *t ik
Bt ® - % 1t PBS~ 71 8¢ iGIV % w ~ 45 ic ODN 1966 200 nM ¢ ODN 1966
2 uM ke w22 Mock 2 4p #2357 B F b 2 IR % (p<0.005) o o F 5% 5 % 3 ML
IGIV #w & iGIV #wEfe? kAT 2H LA F 230 h 18 0 gGATA-3 2 E &
RS AREEREF PRI
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LR E A

¥ - & 333 CpGODN ##Fe8F £34 TLRY & & @i i

d 2 H AR HFTAFETFRLEY £ g TLRO £ A& A0 0 &8 4
gTLROA % & d RNA £ #H 7+ {59735 9 gTLRIB (alternative splicing from) »
is "F’i‘ a £ & % intracellular v TIR domain 4 > 7 box3 > d E_%‘« LB FTESEE
v B g gTLR9A %2 ¢TLR9B &7 F _E‘_*%‘« e Amo B xR
(spleen)~£g ¥ (head kidney)~*#% (liver)~{$ ¥ (posterior kidney) % @37 (gills) #
AHEHFDAREERF 0 7 2 TR gTLRIA - & LR APM chesd &
WEP A gTLRIB F - @ T phenfhi+ gMyDSS > b L 67 fblshd 3¢ 4
Moo T RAAHNE B BB %a T gTLROA 2 gTLRIB F 7 F &7 & 3¢
it (Lee etal., 2015) -

AF 7 4£31 CpGODN &% ¢ 5d g4 oo d TLRO & @12 /534 7 7%
AT AR F A5 £ % NCBI T4 L2 i M R H(WSSV ~ NNV v GIV)
AFIRAEZNZ 3 2 F 4 g i Q)-‘%(Jorgensen et al., 2003; Krug et al., 2001a;
Strandskog et al., 2007a)3% 3> 7 ODNs> ¥ &Pl H 24 For g L X B F B2 ¥
B FkE%%ETF CpG ODN 1214 #3034 ¥ 24 73 g TLRO 3 & @i jmen™
A FIAMG Rk o Bl4c IL1-B 2 Mx> @ A E ILI-B hd M 3 ¥ - &
FE M AP %7 e iE 2 40 Permanent GK cell (7 7 Rainbow trout IL-1B promoter)
41* % 3k B 1 CpG ODN 1214 ~ GpC ODN 1215 4= GpG ODN 1216 g% fm¥% {5 »
2 3 ODN 1214 ¢ %% IL-1P promoter cH& I 3o B A& & %7 7 » EF 2 ODN
1214 o2 F 53 4 T 5 w2 (6 > e F w3948 IL-1B ehe i o

CpG ODN it 43 1 ;cdrf (rainbow trout)IL1-f =12 # (Jorgensen et al., 2001a;
Jorgensen et al., 2001b) > @ A @ & (common carp)“,/]t? T A flE ILL-B eng 4 vk o
¢ # % CXC fr CC chemokines 17 3. (Tassakka and Sakai, 2004) > iz 8L&2 * 57 7 &
% Ap#g 02 o 4 #g 0 plasmacytoid dendritic cell (pDC)r4 ODN 2216 fljcis ¢ 3%
IFN-a/p » I 7% it NK cell i#:8 [FN-y ch& 4 > i&@ 35142 naive CD4 T cells 4_w THI
F J&> @ % 11 ODN 2006 11cts B € 3% B w¥e crajp B 78 %] 4 R.(CD86)> ODN 2216
= class A CpG ODN » ODN 2006 % class B CpG ODN - ¥ s class A CpG ODN ¢
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W A% T %2 & Ji » @ class B CpG ODN R %+ 3% # B ‘¥ & Jiu(Krug et al.,
2001a) © A & EgE b e T8 e 0 A leukocytes 5 0 143 e A7 <
ODNs #1313 % 7.7 ODN 2216 (class A)f= ODN 2395 (class C)% # [FN-o/p s %
# iz > ODN 2006 (class B)B|&_11# leukocytes =34 it # ODN 2216 (class A)»x %
i » ¥ ODN 2395 (class C)~» ¢ 1!} leukocytes 74 it (Strandskog et al., 2007a) -

4 FikAp AT 7 4- ODN 2216 (class A) i 43 1135 pDCs 3% % IFN-a/p ci
Wooom Bk F AR A 2 FEP ODN 2216 (class A) it 43 1% leukocytes 3 %
IFN-0/B ° & 3 - E#“s‘lé«”f 7 ;ﬁd # % NCBI F LR 2 4p B /ﬁﬁf‘?’ F(WSSV ~ NNV
fo GIV)& F148 A 72k 3 7 %4 ODNs ¢ » ¥ £% ja k472 (Krug et al., 2001a;
Strandskog et al., 2007a) ¥ 3% 2 ODN 2216 & {7 § % » A F %% % % 7 ODN 2216
AT A TR FEILI-BIr Mx AFhA LT 2 B ¥ > a S 0 Epbheh
WM AT T @ %7 ODNI681(Class B) ¢ it B im# eA it ~ [gM ~ IL-6 4= TNF ¢ha
4 5@ 24 ¢ 3% % IFN-like cytokine activity (Jorgensen et al., 2003) » ¥ #F L ' 3812
ODN 1681 (class B) (Jorgensen et al., 2003):& 77 % » Xm ‘Sd FkE%- FH
ODN 1681 & * ** 7 3a 4 T % m"% ¥ & 2 % IL1-p A Flend > ® i 573 % Mx
& Flenk B> ODN 1681 & * » £ 3 g 5w " 22 * & X4 4 (Jorgensen et al., 2003)
PREP A ERA AP R E A FHAR o FZ ODN P it L3 #4586 - &
(Carrington and Secombes, 2006)711 A~ T F P e HF Lo d LB &
i 3 $id i Fock chclass AODN » wod AR BE R 2% % % % 7R ODN 1214 #3034 %
2.4 na g TLRO 3 A B3R /s cn™ PFAFI R IR G B id ok o

L g MA T o # o % 3 TLRO e (ligand) 5 CpG ODN> 5 7
fie- % 7 2 ODN 1214 3% 8 IL1-B v Mx ¢h% A F 5B %F 7 50 4 TLRY 71
KR BURT DS :—-t;%%' d DNA receptor binding assay 7§ %512+ % 524 TLRO £
ODN 1214 % €5 % &6 F & %% CpG ODN 1214 mF ¢ 283 -3
gTLR9A 2 gTLR9B & # % - {4 & » ¥ 487 ¢ & TLR3 iedf Poly (LC) &
#M 7 gTLRY9A % gTLROB 7z € £2 ODN 1214 % & » 2R {2 %ﬁ d Co-IP F 2% k47
3+ gTLROA ~ gTLRYB ¢ H # 42+ gMyD88 #_F ¢ 7 4p I % * (interaction) > § % %
%~ o gTLRIA ~ gTLROB ¥2 gMyD88 2. /&% ¢ 7 interaction °

M APM R B kB P B 7 mr b gTLRIA 2 gTLRIB #% § 22 ODN 1214
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A B - PR L ¥ 2T i gMyD88 € 7 interaction v 3 18 { i~ KB fET 54P
B 3o 03 L @R AR AT R D A i ;{;ﬁd Co-IP F miFstiwiplfe « #IR
gTLR9A & gMyD88 ‘& & 14 v 5342 % © #57 IRAK4 3 TRAFG6 > iz 4% e % v of 5L
#5439 TLRO 2t 4 @£ 4148 I (Akira et al., 2006) » » gTLROB Pl i £ 42 ¥~ 7%
71 JRAK4 2 TRAF6 > 42p|¥ s &7 gTLRYB 7 TIR domain 44 > 7 box 3 5 B -

% 7 A gTLRIB gk 34 TLRO 3 4, @i & 91 Fehd & - % ODN
1214 & i3 8F 2030 b TR e ad2 1 ) FF > £ &2 B3 adZw ~ 28 % 0
30min-~ 1 FF~2 J B3 ] BE6 O ] FE 12 ] BF 24 | BFILE 48 ] pF
Yo # %% #2312 % % i 7 Real-time PCR fr ELISA 4 17 gTLR9A #* ¢TLR9B % %
248 >z IL-1p éh3 £ » S %5 ¢TLRIA ¢ gTLRIB 4 JLE #F % Jernt &
& 140 -] p& > 7 8 gTLRIB 4 A ¥ 4 1 > & " H¥ P chat £ gTLROB % L i b
T A 149 P H 2B B4eF B4 % 0 gTLRIA Pl A 142 /)
PFRIRE B4R 4e o 2 149 ) PR H A IR E T B 4T "% > 1 1448 ] p¥ gTLROA &
gTLROB # & 2 b & 2 wif D|fedfdlledp § - 2% % M ¢gTLRIA & ¢TLR9B
2 A MEARIAPF % o @ & ELISA A 4558 % ¢ 53> & 140 | pife 1430 A
5055 IL-1p 7 £ #dr4]2 M (p<0.05)> @ & 1+3 ] PFiS IL-1B 2 7 B F £ &
b e 0 1 1448 [ B IL-1B R fE 5 B ¢ S4B > d R *F MY gTLRIB
(3 TR B ARH 4o P IL-1B e e T ¢ £ B34 0 @ gTLROA 2 % T8 B 455 4
o IL-1B 5 £4 ¢ 52 #4c > @ % gTLROB # L& x B 4aH 4c p > [L-1B ehA i
€ L X ¥4 wcdeip] gTLROB &8+ #5304 TLRO 3 4 @:ifip ¢ AT 3
prehh 4 o AT 5 IL-1B A i o

«d & 45 gTLRIB (Alternative splicing from) =it B 71 ¥ 22 gTLROA 4p
5% W4t aD~BE~oF fr#%4 7DD loop > @ * BD = A 5|4 # F > @ TLRO
3t fg 3R> (intracellular domain ) B & - B & F #3704 B a o

FZBRERPELG BRET AR
& % 5 box1~3 - & | &zt BA strand, BB loop, and oF helix » gTLRIB =4k f& &

Toll/interleukin-1 receptor domain (TIR) > TIR domain

P13k b a0 A 4 (Bovijn et al., 2012) TLR4 TIR model > % + #% 4 Z_Binding site
[l 7% 3 > box3 =% aE » 3+ (Celiaetal., 2012) g £ # 351 : Binding site [ #
z oA {r aB helix /4 2 BB 4= BC loop > Binding site Il # z BB loop ~ DD loop = aC
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helix > Binding site IIl # z DD loop ~ DE loop ~ BE ~ EE loop §raE » m ¢ MAPPIT
fr AlphaScreen ;5% %% % » 4 3 -binding site [ fr Il 7R ¥ ¢ # L TLR4-TLR4 fr
TLR4-adapter interaction > binding site III 7% % ¢ # 5 TLR4 TIR-TLR4 TIR 5
interaction > binding site III 7% %R 7 ¢ 3 7] 2 3 TLR4 34 ¥ NF«B ¢zt & @3
#_MAL ¥ TRAM ¢4z % > 2k @ ¢TLRYB TIR domain #74% *> aD =% 4 £ DD loop
v 2 EE loops #r ¢ #2557 e L @iL1 2 e ek ks % (Gautam et al., 20006;
Snyder et al., 2013) » MyD88 TIR 2 oE helix fr box 3 %R %R § A d
self-association ~ f #A## B IL1P chA 4 ~ F2 5 NF«B-dependent reporter gene 75
2 2 L6 en4 4 (Jiang et al., 2006; Li et al., 2005; Toshchakov et al., 2011) -
B4 B £ g TLRO 3 L3 #0484 0 gTLRY9A ¥2 CpG ODN % & 15 »
gL HEET gMyD88 % & » ARisin F T 25 IRAK4 & TRAF6 - &1 IL-1B
promoter I 3% ¥ IL-1B «h& # > @ gTLRIB (alternative splicing from) £2 CpG ODN
FLuomemAEas gMyD8S 4 v 2 4n ¥ T %5 IRAK4S #2 TRAF6 > i&
BRI AT HIL- B2 2 AT P %R E5EP 5d CpG ODN jip
{507 G55 ocih B IL-1p 2 £ 3¢ gTLRYA £ gTLRIB + € § 7 k eh4 3
W ad A%z E T R%RTET T > TLROA &2 gTLRIB F 7 F % Jfrst
¥ 2t mRNA 38 219738 = > 5 d overexpression 1§ % A 175 % > # 7 gTLRB
e AP ILIB end B SF e A Aok 52 A7 5% % ¢ 4 4 (Lecetal,
2015)4& %1 gTLRI9B % 2:74 73 4 cn TLRO 3 4 @i s £ 4500 f A dpanst it o

¥- & ~#FitclassACPG ZEREREBL T BB SBRF FHALEF &

A 773 % 3 ODN 1214 (i J5 6 BhJg i+ White Spot Syndrome Virus, WSSV 7k
FIRE R 7] 73k 3t en2hal A class A ODN) #& ac 59 7 »csh 24 £ 4 TLRO 3 4
By ez TAEATFIAILE PR LA F B D F]ODN 1214 (# 527 class A ODN)

282 Al ehclass A ODN > 2 giig— # #8534 ODN S se 473 ¢ R H A5 L <
Mg R 2o vc%k o #2 ODN 1214 E 7] 5 #4F » K37 7 F CpGODNs > ¢ 7 #-
ODN 1214 13 5 poly G & 7|4 % {5 » % 5 ODN 2065 (3 > 5 e 3 1 poly G
B 7)) 2% 334 b poly G B 717 ODN 2061~ 5244 1 poly G B 7] 57 ODN 2062+
% 54 b poly G A 75 4] class A ODN 1966 » & it Fr FFE3 7 I fo & B4
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2. CpG ODN #_ % ¢ #5FH i7% sk > o f £ 44 4] ehclass AODN 1966 55 i 7
i 70 #3357 ODN 2063 (Biif# it + 2145) ~ ODN 2064 (# CpG motif #2 % 5
GpG motif) 2 ODN 1942 (& > phosphorothioate 7712 4F #c p ) o
IL-1p 2 & d B ofimee 62 5% 5 — B K fimseged 0 HEH LE R
o R g T e KB AEKEF o @ classA(* ¥ £ % class D) CpG ODN > £
% P 273 teo phosphodiester # 2& 12 % palindromic CpG motifs f & 3t & 72 ¢ >
% 2 3 phosphorothioate # 2 53 Poly (G) A 7| &R 7|0 3°fr 5758 » ie— A5 D
CpG ODN 7% pDCs it 49 3 % £x#s TLRY e 4, @ vEi4 ¢ » 3% 3 IFN-a (hg 2 » &
2 P T mve 2 p ZRHCE fm ¥ ehE 1 0 4 i class A CpG ODN & - @ 2 4 % B
cells =3 78 (Gursel et al., 2002; Krieg, 2002; Krug et al., 2001a) o F]ai A 7 7 % IR p
g (rainbow trout)Ef ¥ e s 474 dr ) P E wikm #2 11 CpG ODN RJZ 18 - i 59 1
IL1-B 4= interferon-like cytokines 774 # (Jorgensen et al., 2001a; Jorgensen €t al.,
2001b) > # g % (common carp) = F= 3 EJ”}IFL“ Tg tlg ILI-B chA A o X EFH
CXC A4r CC chemokines 7% JR.(Tassakka and Sakai, 2004) » X @ &-4+8 ¥ 4 5545 3
class AODN et » HH A EAAF B2 B FNET THRS > & d
- ~b¥77]2 ODNs ** g4 For b F % m e 2 (TP M 7 % > 2V 07 b e & gt
IL-1B % F2o B2 58 o B % % 2 ODN 1966 ~ 2061 ~ 2062 fr 2064 /a2 7 5@ 4. F %
0%tk GK cell 5+ IL-1P 51 § 4RAFF 3 >t 42418 0 2 12 ODN 1966 AJE chie v
#ILE BB > ODN 2061 fv ODN 2062 ¥ ic ] 5 =, iﬁé Feeesga B8 AF
IL-1B # 3erc sk » @ 5 4&58_GpG ODN 2064 » it 35 % IL-1P & IR > £ ¢ ‘o
F B % % % B2 A class A CpG ODN 1966 ¢ Flie =, FHeic®a g L5 IL-1B
{

vk o FEAct R L BT ALY REF > F]p i3 8 ODN aJZiE 2 0 Bt 5§
M EEF L 3 ODN e Sy adne@my i A B FF F IL-1P & ik 2 i o
HAN B A TR 1A kR ODN 1966 (100 nM~2 uM) /&2 1 -] &
s A% 12/ Py B33 &% ¥ 12 ELISA A4 45 IL-1B 7 £ » % 3L ODN 1966 /& § %t
343 IL-1B 2 F B E 5% o ¥ 5§ ¥ ODN 1966 ik & i3 4c » 135 % IL-1B 3 &
AOEEZ B 0 2 WM R R IR 0 IL-1B F B 2 A E o BB HIFEF Ik
A 500 nM 1 ODN 1966 AJ2 wn ¥z 15 » >t 7 | 5 Bhc B m¥e 32 % ;% > ¥ 11 ELISA

A 47 IL-18 & 8 > 4 302 ODN AJ2 (s 30 A 4d > IL-1P eh g B & yrdl mdp it 24
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MEFAH S 2 1) k3 ARE @ I || P g A 142 ]!
R Ao IL-1B e g 8 ¢ WA 40 & 5] 1412 /] P& > J257] ODN 1966 3% % IL-1B e14
REAZY Beid > F S F R KSR GEER 500n0M > F O 1 o] PE AR iE 2
F£Z ODNs 2_ Boif RJZiE 2 {8 > ST 2 oa . T % imPe L 2 p 8% T30 d 5F
T A Y NE S 0 A — b PP e A 2. ODNs AJE v
4% ELISA & +7 IL-1B % € % 3.2 ODN 1966 ~ 2061 ~ 2062 ~ 2064 3 1942 2
55 IL-1B 7 B2k F 3 >t 3242 > ® 11 ODN 1966 a2 cre bl & % 58 % > @ ODN
2062 (3t 5 #4ct poly G B 7245 3 = poly G A7) 2 ODN 1942 (&
phosphorothioate 3 4F #cp ) ¥ i Flle = G b aea B0 A5 IL-1p gvc
% > GpG ODN 2064 ** & X @ 2~ F Rt 548 IL-1p ch& R > %0 X F &% 5
% 5 IRAR e ABEL > FR 4287 3 34 poly G tail S HEEEZEY £ & 0 5 5 poly G tail
SRR AL 03 tere 2 palindrome 5 1 phosphorothioate i &F ic f e %+ §
PEBR %G F IL-1P & Mamcdk o class A ODN & pDCs it 43 & ¥ 3% ¥ type I IFN
~Begd o AP T E G2 B 5{epoly G tail (Krug et al., 2001a) - class
A ODN ¢ p 3 {204 2 higher-order structure » £ %] 5 £ 3 & < & 7[4fr poly G tail
(Klein et al., 2010) > class BODN R|# ¢ 2} = g 545 @ & 8 IE %4 > class AODN #
2 B F|4r poly G tail ¢ #5F type I IFN 14 4 & § F € 352 higher-order
structure © AT 7 F IR B AT T & ) BY Lo g BT e f‘.‘“r/\aﬁ.
Eeiim? > 4% ¢ F] class A ODN it 3w » B #{epoly G tail e @ 55 A %
IL-1f ssx % > &2 #X phosphorothioate # 2E cripoly G & 7| i & B 71 e 37 57 & 24 5t
3 e $5FL DNase 72'# fZ(Zhao et al., 1993) > iz #_class AODN # 3 = Poly G motifs
7 feae @ B %3 B i 7% 1 (Carrington and Secombes, 2006) > ¢ (Kobayashi et al.,
2013) e 3 4 :}F, ! class A ODN 4% 4% > 3 =z Poly G ¢ 2 2 H #»c > @
polyguanosine (poly-G) oligonucleotides (ODN)#: 43 47+ *# % (tumor) » @ antitumor
AR A S d A3 CD8 T cells (TLR9-independent manner) » (Kobayashi et al.,
201377 73 » :fﬁ 3= polyGtail v 5% B 5|¥ FFehpolyGtail kenE &9 £ &
IPPBREF 6B Gse ARmEATFLHET CpG ODN ¢ 5d 8.4 754 TLRY
AL BiEsEEET 5 IL-1p hA 4 (Lee et al, 2015)+ + § 4p M A= § 45
phosphorothioate =i 47 #cp :x¥ € 7 B2 > ¥ ODN B 7|e 7 = EEL A

H
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phosphorothioate backbone ¥ %4 DNase % j# (Hanagata, 2012) - “/T‘ D e O
ODN £ 7| © &_phosphodiester backbone » iz H 25k % 5 iy efp 454k 5 #(dumbbell-like
structure)~ it #%4< DNase (Chu and Orgel, 1992; Clusel et al., 1993; Erie et al.,
1987) » ¥ 4+ phosphorothioate i 4F #ic P & > {5 ¢ B2 8B H 454 DNase "# f# i 4 >
P HEFFEF IL-1P ok o A7 B % R I 5 4B % A K- class AODN &
7|+ 1 CpG motif x % = GpG motif 15 » 1 € B FH % IL-1B chd 4 > iggh2r L
P B A7 3 § “77 F > { Human PBMC (peripheral blood mononuclear cells)#- CG
motif ¥ 4% = GC motif & cytosine methylation 12 % control ODN (GG motif) 3" ¢ &
¥ 't ™ IFN-a & 2 (Vollmer et al., 2004b) -

d ** class A ODN it < K 7|{c poly G tail ¢ p % {29 & 2 higher-order
structure > & class B ODN %] & {‘ﬂf“g‘_éﬁ » F]t 2 € 3 mir IR % (Klein et al.,
2010) » poly G tail sc 2 Ev¥glw®@ & o 2. scavenger receptor % & (Lee et al,,
2000) > ~ F # Fﬁéﬁﬂi‘iﬁ%#ﬁ 31 ODN sripoly G tail B 71 5c 43 3 4v bm 7% 3 » i
(Dalpke et al., 2002; Gursel et al., 2002) » Flpt 287 7 1% » 3 p B3 &30 b 2p 5
BENE e 8 (T EUF M AR EHEF AR EZ 4470 L 175 35T ODN # 5 f2
5 dp itk o F S % 8 L ODN 1966 ~ 2061 fr 2064 a2 cirie &) o 5 wis 4 e
RFERFI 2 2R TN FTES S DS F % EEFEP class A ODN 1966 #£F it
MM FRE DAL EALT BT 2 A2 %ET 33 poly G tail e g2

¥ LR 2 5 poly G bl BiE ~ i ¥ A 5] 4 phosphorothioate 3 4F
B AR RFALRE > 4 EF ODNE T g HIL-1B 2 27> 2 g
FBremmaRgs i+ 2 Lm0 -

% 7 &= (Paralichthys olivaceus) %7 7 % % # #& ¥l in vitro %2 in vivo § %35
% A1 &2 aCpGODN it 53 F vadk = 5 v {8 o v B (respiratory burst) e {412
% {7 Edwardsiella tarda it # (Lee et al., 2003) » @ x4 (Oncorhynchus mykiss)
SR R F MBS me 2 4 1 £ 2 CpG ODN FER R S P g2 2 55
1 3% Mibrio ordalii (Nakatani et al., 2007) » p ~ & 4k 4 (Atlantic salmon, Salmo
salar L.) "-%g{ceg ¢ & 3o o 3% 12 class A CpG ODN ¥ class C CpG ODN + ¢
BT H I IFN gk BHE Nk > A p s~ £ R Ars T 0 94 eend i ko
class B CpG ODN ¥ class C CpG ODN X e a2 {8 > 4 it 43 T cim e e it
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(Strandskog et al., 2007b) » #@_ 4 (Ctenopharyngodon idellus) =13 exim iz 12 CpG
ODN g2 {8 - v 3 842 ¥ £ 4+  (superoxide anion, O;) ~ #E ¥ * & (hydrogen
peroxide, H,O,) ~ & {4 B4 % f5 (acid phosphatase) ™ % ¥ 7% 14 (bactericidal activity)
(Meng et al., 2003)° % i + ez # 4 1 & %2 ODNs i 5 »cft = ine & 442 40
B A Sl P R R ALY 0 LA AT R R AR e 4 AR T %
37 _GpGODN 4 i A EAPM LA F B L EE T D AKE L h 5 iR
W2 Z R

i 5t # 4 TLRO ¢ 49 #438% CpG ODN » @ #ge R4% 2 7 TLRO it & 5 TLR21 >
¢ 3 1 #P CpG ODN st #3 4% chTLR21 #:# (Keestra et al., 2010) » ** 834 7 ox
A RIS RIFPFE G gTLRO & gTLR21 > FIptie (79 % 1 23 % £F 3040 5o 35
CpG ODN & GpG ODN s+ £ 3% & #5 IL-1B chd > 2 % %% 8.4 7 50 4 ¢ TLRIA
£ gTLR21 2 ¢ 22 CpG ODN 1966 & GpG ODN 2064 2 2 % - f5 & » i&m B 1
TAEIL-IBend M0 i2d K317 § & gTLR3 chligand Poly (IIC) &% & - P PFs #F
2L o g gTLR3 € £ Poly (IIC) 224 % - 5% & - &3 8 4 7 e 18 zebTLRI
fe zebTLR21 &2 74 ‘%’K i 754 CpG ODN» & £ 35 7 b it % % (Yeh et al,,
2013) > ¥ ¢by 5 v‘[ﬁ’{—;}ﬁ 21 CpG ODN %2 GpG ODN % = ¢ &# mTLR-9 &+ ¢ &2
mTLR-3 2 mTLR-7 % £ (Graham et al., 2010) ° & +f §L 4 fpdz. ™ » ¥ 730
4. gTLRY fr gTLR21 ¥+ 7% 7 I motifs 7 ODNs ? F AL e 3 o IR B
in vitro = in vivo 7 %357 § ODN 1966 #1034 ¥ IL-1p £ R F & F 2%k » Fp
PHiwr A1 g 42 CpGODN 175 iz P44 8 G 8F 7ord dup 4 Rk
2 A o

F2® 2 FemA Y nE R THRT FAE CpG ODN TR BF 7
Fup* ok 2 %

FER S AT R SRR SR B 0 bl d 0 Rl
(Viral hemorrhagic septicemia virus, VHSV) (de Kinkelin et al., 1995) ~ & 4 |4 & 28
F 4% (Infectious hematopoietic necrosis virus, IHNV) (Anderson et al., 2008) ~ #
A % %+ &g (Spring viremia of carp virus, SVCV) (Tesarcik et al., 1977) ~ & % {2

3%, 3% 7 & (Infectious pancreatic necrosis virus, IPNV) (Munang'andu et al., 2012;
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Munang'andu et al., 2013) ~ 4 4. % ’B]l)l%)]%% ( Salmon pancreas disease virus, SPDV )
(Lopez-Doriga et al., 2001) ~ & "8 4x 475 % (Red seabream iridovirus, RSIV) (Caipang
etal., 2006a) ~ #7438 £ sadrd2p 4+ (Singapore grouper iridovirus, SGIV) (Ou-yang
etal.,2012b) ~ # 4. :},%i & 4 & (Channel catfish virus, CCV) (Dixon, 1997) ~ #_4. 7%

}?a # % = 3] (Cyprinid herpesvirus subtype-3, CyHV-3) (Yasumoto €t al., 2006) - T

F A 53 5 g (Nervous necrosis virus, NNV) (Pakingking et al., 2010; Pakingking
etal., 2009) ~ &£ ¥« 54 (salmon anemia virus, SAV) (Lauscher et al., 2011) > + 7
WHAETEFT P E PRy A ERRELAF A Y > ST R H A
RGeS LT E RS F LA A p ok ()T L
B BERF > (Q)H] 5 T1FesU st » (3)11kcH = TR 4 % > CpG ODN it 3% % TLRY
MAEBERE T AFAIPRELEF RECE B m?e s iR % ~B H = e
2R L g A k) BivG iz LRI pE DL AR IF* (Bode et
al., 2011) -

AF %3 4477 % T2 DNA % % 4572 ODN 1214 243 813 7 50 4 4] 3
LEPERE G e AT S 3 H Gl B B REVAE R e o L LE SARH I 3
BAMOE - BIMS  ARRLLARATFIA TSR FRES P h LR
f63 &8 T-bet AT (Thl £ PEE&FF)5 B F R B EF > & GATA-3 A7)
(Th2 4 B {4 F| 5 )ch4 JL4r & IR M chIR % > 7 4o DNA % w45 7ic ODN 1214
A8 B E#/ F Thl 0k o 4r3 € %15 Thl & &#% # & £ 2 pcMGNNV2 DNA
Hou chikgsc%k (Chen et al., 2015) > Flp F TR 4 F 1 o ddrdipmd A 2
ok 2 0 L HIFF NI F N B AL ES A e ER T FAE A (CpG
ODN) A B F 3o g {8 chfps & kst ok o
FI*BEF P g TP HE > NP FEM FmALT S R R FAL

77 CpG ODN 1966 ¢ % 14 % (&> f 12 f}}isfr RAALELE A& F 2 Tk
HEEREHBEE AHE S 1x10°TCIDsy/fish # 1x10'TCIDso/fish » 12 7 & it %

RS E Aow e F BAE A (CpG ODN) g @1 547 5 it 252 g b2 s
FETEFEHEpRT o AT EMERS S BPIT R Uﬁ?’ EX R
LR M LB RN AR KT EET AT HRT AT DNAA Y
$#5fe ODN 1214 iz&| & £ 2% F 3 g ME RN GRS HE LR TG AR
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4% (Chenetal,2015) > ¥ DNA # # & DNA # % #7ic CpG ODN i£&] € * » f
SR BEY P g (S 0 VR F MEA L AT S R o @ (Ou-yang €t al.,
2012a)c7%* 3 :}ﬁ T HE 37 ISGIV £ v i 49 "% MEBEF £ 34 3T E 18 iR o

W aoF Ak d (Salmo salar) R 2 }F*J% ? $» i ISAV (infectious salmon
anemia virus) g #{6% 21 % > o FE oo KERSEE RNAE - 2 F A
W w| P gy ) e (Lauscher etal., 2011) e 23> 33 LA BF £330 4. {8 %
Ly 227 GIVed F5% ¥ %“}?34 "L s R L ANIAREL e 3EA LR
BARM > {2 AT B A il%’ﬁf}?i—a- MCP £ #]1¥2 MCP genomic DNA z_ % ¥
Mo R EFRAF T O ER > 3 E N Pl A Ry B RAE
A e u 2 2 57 E I P p e lp R Ry AP R > B pA AR
1x10°TCIDso/fish ¢ 1x10*TCIDso/fish 5z 4 % i >MCP 2 #]#2 MCP genomic DNA

%m§b7ﬁ¥%@ﬁm@’agw%@ﬁMﬁﬁ¥iﬂ’ﬁwvﬁizﬁﬁm

m}?prwr %meﬁ%iknng%p%ng'_n%;; ‘ikﬂqﬂ;’]l\ s éi%ﬂu),%ii&fﬂ”ﬁ f
&F‘-%TL ’ ?Eﬁﬁé’:%?:ﬁ'jﬁtﬁ E2 RN ;'ﬂ e I A L ?’ﬁ&' V’_‘L.‘ir//[%-‘*ﬁ o]

é’u&fy ﬁP m:,"m}?—j—q- I}i'—PEIé i) z?\'né LS I'ﬂ é’ ’?ﬁﬂx m}?—j-%- ‘E_ °

Pave F3FFAPMATET L5 IWV £ (Inactivated Whole Viral Vaccines)
Sa 5w IgM ehAg 4 ¥ % K3t F {5 Rk F (Munang et al., 2015); IWV 5 5 &

3

- b4 4 (exogenous) LR o it 493 A MR 4L %4 (humoral immune) F g o
AEIWV W 5 5TA 4 hIgM 7 B8 M7 ¢ BEH sk bAdhe daw g

BRI SR > WELHAFEN FALT B AT T FREE M 7

\“‘b

EHFH A A FHEFEHE (20 nM) 7CpG ODN & » /2 f { v 2L F R L
IgM ez & > B F EAERR > HZ 262" M > V- 25 A LE A
8142227 GV FHNAFE» = FRESFREFERERR S B H~ -

T

%3mfﬁw%ﬂ,@{&m%azmmwﬁzmnm@w,i%ﬂﬁﬂﬁ@Mg

|
o

B E Ry BRI B FR TR B A G %R T ANy DNA L v #
fic ODN 1214 iz#&|i¢ * > L3 648F g BT A A  THRBALALALE2Z & -
f2448 4 % (Chen et al,, 2015) P S %A4pi > PP RA T © # 2§ £ ODN
A o SR AP B - i oo

BT ELFART AL TR ALLRB LIRS B BREE ER
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PRl R ERTEAMA N PN AR PR RS FFRFES) 7 A R g1 N ApF
c%k 0 AR Y At class AODN 1% 5 iz& » i&— 8% ¢ CpG ODN 7= pDCs e
39751 TLRY # % IFN-0 chg 4 » ¥ 2 the Tl T fwbe 2 p A8 E e e i
% i class A CpG ODN A -7 % ¢ 3% % B cells 3 78 (Gursel et al., 2002; Krieg, 2002;
Krug et al., 2001a) » &7 i €09 % k& CpG ODN ie% il pf > 4 ¢ 5 H 4 4
B F T B o 5o dg { B IR A BT %ﬁ\f"tmlﬁa-‘rﬁ w % Tﬁﬁf&_ ODN =
e $> L X M(innate) % i K12 (adaptive) £ F B2 B A il & 12
AFPTLEEDERER > & 7 A LAY AT (gTLRIA ~ gIL-1B ~ gMx ~
gTNF-a) % if i+ d % 49 B 4L F1(gCD4 ~ gCD8 ~ gT-bet ~ gGATA-3) - ‘g4 #5£ %
Pd B AP B A F1i8 3 T > ODN 28| € 56 TLRO 4 BeLd /o 51 T54p M L 5
AFhi I B hs AR RT AR SF T AR | il £ 24 ODN 1214 ¢
DNA # & % & B3 730 4.0 it 49 kxd> TLRO 2 4, @ vEip 5 ¥ 48 7 25 Mx & IL1-p
A 724 (Chenetal., 2015) > @ d >+ § 12 DNA % w #5fe ODN 23] » #7004 7
it = DNA K uw AEF % TLRO 2 4 @ifid s » T 510 T35 M LE A FhE IR o
AFA G LR S ;}%4 [EEF 0/ B ;ﬁd ODN i34 % TLRY 2 4 @ ifip S ¥ /& (v %
VAR LB A TFIA T F RV oA Sy Tm&tﬂ ODN ¥ =& (&9 i}
MERBS DB B P LA FE» % @ 4 1 &2 5CpG ODNs 7 4k (=3 5 p
f(endosome) } en TLRO 7435 » RS E 4275 1 B % ~ E viim?z foktR ooz >
fed ¥ T im® 4 & 4 £ TLRO £ &8> F] L 4 &0 £ 424475 © (Hunter, 2002)» &4 iGIV
B W 4= f84 AR 58 CpG ODN A 8% 730 4 (5 » CpG ODN ¢ 3% 274
Forg TLRO et 4, ifip /s > iem A4 A X MAFEF B B i 75 ik
oo T2 3R F IGIV E w2 RPS E > ##F CpG ODN i i 28 & 7 iGIV £
LR AR Pobis kB SR LR Rk o

BB LEAAMATFZ A EEER AAS S e 2 0 2 E L B bis
$4 (GIV)Z 5 e feh & # e f4rdim 4 4 5 45 I # £ CpG ODN thin )
W e B35 6 3 oCDA AT I A G5 T aRehA T R R E RGO
(R 2E s & ij_%;-‘}?@} % w #5 fie ODN 1966 200 nM snje %) & £ B ¢ > HApad f 2 %)
4 B F L P o gCD8 & 7% iGIV # ¥ 2.4 iGIV 2 % 57 # I # £ CpG ODN ‘&
W] fEBE T ’?3—’5'*.3?_3%‘& FIWID € E gCD8 A Flenk o @ g ’LT\E'_%‘« I L
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5 8495 4 & 5 # e ODN 1966 20 nM e ol & £ B #h - apenf s v % 3 47
FALB AT AHFTARFEN § S  fT wiefe B % i A
(Petrie-Hanson and Ainsworth, 2000; Press et al., 1994) » * &1 % 4 25 2f § 2 55 e iy
g i3t ef Fe 58 end BE (bone marrow) (Zapata et al., 2006) > Fpt B 47 B E SR fL B
w2 P n Tin% K 00 F B % 5 L AT T2 MR 3k 2 gCDA
frgCD8 T 'm¥2 e h £ % - 2 % %é”ﬁ By P Ao R LA HE T we v i
FEEEr A DIRGFE L RBPIFT RS A B FELRF
B P3RS B H;]z SER RN 2t g T dmre (effector T cell) H

S
™
o

2% fhiegCD4 2 gCD8* 7 E i Foagdadifmd Ao AR e 24 5~ 24
i T e CDA et 4 T mie 2 CD8 4 B T dm e 30 3 % 1 £ o0 g b’ e
E’ é’u fb'L‘l X Pu'ﬁpib% é’u 3 }i% CD4 T ‘m”E:' K_&_@ﬁ A ,Mm‘m”f:',;)r—% j\‘*

4:

fFafes s i > Fid Bora e e ek T % 5 Tul fo T2 & L # > L R 58
TCR frim?e jpr2 < A5 wme £ F &2 4 Tyl 8 P& 75 Tbet> & 4 2 4
Th2 3 B 1884 F]F GATA-3> gT-bet it 43 1858 CD4'T ‘¥ A i & Tyl fnie ¥ A
ik 0 MABFMME T we Bt o d S FRAFELAS Y - X 18t

BT A m 4 £ w ~ 4 e ODN 1966 20 nM 2 ODN 1966 200 nM =722 %]
¥ Mock ‘e Apdios B+ A e g o3 LA 8 % 1w X e ODN 1966 200 nM

& ODN 1966 2 uM e w22 Mock ‘e Ap$3ot B ¥ 2 3l % o @ gGATA-3 A 7]
BT AR - R 0 A B P m A A e & T T s g
F B w iR FAE SR e 2 Mock BARHRIST BMF T RS GO LA S F
= % WIS PBS 3 E Y s A Al p 4 & w & 45 e ODN 1966 20 nM £k v &2
Mock EAp o BF T I % > LA E % L v X > 5z ODN 1966 20 nM %
ODN 1966 2 uM e 5] #2 Mock ‘e T 357 &% © " G % o 554 17 3 o1t 4 % 4P

B A Flend I % 3 R 0 ODN 124 ¢ %4 TLRO 4 B ifig /2% i gCD4 ~ gCD8
R Fehd I o 52— % CpG ODN L w AT F M I e (g T mie 2 p A2

w2 eE i o class A CpG ODN # i 2 3 3 B ‘w2 e 78 (Gursel et al., 2002; Krieg,
2002; Krug et al., 2001a) » iz #F7 3 jp % 3 R 5 i 50 g drdipm 4 £ w4 e ODN
1966 & * 154430348 CDA W es it T fwoz 2 CD8 3 Mt T im%e § & ¥ s o

¥
%o AR AR E S X Z $ 1w X s 35h ODN 1966 & * 1 i 8 F 4% gT-bet
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AF & o 7 gGATA-3 A FI AT LA % - 2 2 5L w X Ehe ODN 1966
%A B R R IRAF S IR % o gT-bet ~ gGATA-3 h 7] A%t vk 18 % -
A2 5L AHERPE LS 0 AR AP % L 4 & hdR 2 4p 12(Chen et
al.,2015) > ¥ class AODN 1966 # & 3% Thl & > e &2 7 g S 3 P &>
AEF A R* 2Rk o (Chenetal,2015)s4F 2 §.02 DNA § i£5Lkh > F] DNA
Fhs €4 % TLRO 3 4 @i s ¥ 38— #HE 1 Thl + > #1234 Thl 7 &
S i B ¥ opcMGNNV2DNA £ w B i * prac Ja i 5 £ d LB (8 % - i
RWehTiod § > ¥ Gf RS 7 AN eRS BEAET TLRO ~ Mx fr IL-1B
A Flend o Bgor pcMGNNV2 DNA % v % {8 i 49 3% TLRO 2t & @484 >
FIgb 5 A2 G PEEC * pcMGNNV2 DNA £ 4 0 i 59 S rmmh £ % B g i
# % F & (Chenetal., 2015) -

AR A FE e Al E Au it £ CpG ODNI1966 124 i A4 2
F B h e o 4p#>(Chen et al., 2015)5% 7 % % > 12 CpG ODN1966 i® 5 i i
iR Fum A Rk ot s ¥ 0 ie ¥ s &2 CpG ODN 1214 5 242 4] class A ODN
7 B > F1 CpG ODN 1214 15 7 5845 > 1 poly G tail » 5 7| 3 R E £ ®7 éhG
tail » 2% CpG ODN 1966 3 & A]Ficlass AODN - *t 2 B 7% 283598 5 = F o poly
G tail » # R Ap M F 7 42 77§ 45 1 class AODN H 3 34 Poly G motifs 773 At i@
H %3 & i 75 M (Carrington and Secombes, 2006) ° (Kobayashi et al., 2013) %" 3
» :}P i class AODN 4e% 4% > 3z PolyG ¢ 4 2 /F 42> 3 = poly Gtail »* 5% &
Bl BehpolyGtail €& » P R RT "% 55 6 Gs»+ 37 % ¥ 4pt ODN h
poly G tail B 71 i¢ 53 3 4v Jo ¥z 3% » »x 5 (Dalpke et al., 2002; Gursel et al., 2002) >
d A7 AP B % % 4 8 I CpG ODN 1966 %4 IL1-p chsc % P! &8 & CpG ODN 1214
kenB o gd FeE e e P AZE A4S F T % R CpG ODN1966 F & iE
dcd o ¥ LE L@ e ;04 CpG ODN 1214 41 % se e (£ % 3% » fmz N > ¢
F 49§ ¥ gk > F]pt 8P CpG ODN1966 # CpG ODN 1214 4 { B ¥ 3 % 4. % 4p
PP Redmch ¥ i 8F] 5 1820 5 s 3 ek
Flare Bl o » ok > R “‘%’}‘#BF&? LAEF G ETEEFNLR o

sz hpoly Gtail 3 B> Flm B

BEEER PR S Pﬁi,‘fhil%'}f}}ii-a- v & peig £ e0 CpG ODN iz & FxF it

R R ER R R T R SRR AT E L R
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0 A

AL R FAF B A A R v e £ 99 CpG ODN iz 12
RAEFALIBELRAAFZ LR ?ﬁiiﬁaﬁﬁiﬁﬁmwﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ@

—a»

Zit® F)-E&——? R I I’ﬁ,‘f'il%ﬁ]ﬁii Ew :IL ﬁox 7 fT»'CpG ODN i+ 4 fﬂi’?‘u]{}‘i-%- 3T
Sou - HEF H R B ImE R v el £ 90 CpG ODN A i B

T4V (T
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Alternative RNA Splicing of Grouper TLR9
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CUSEVER S AR Boid o BN ARG 2ieE GIV RAR L 5
RS A 1B % GIV 2 k4 # £ 4 & (a) 1x10°TCIDso/fish % (b) 1x10*TCIDso/fish
A AL kg 0 Mz E£A4FE(T o Mock BRI F AR - W14 PBS & ¢ it
1 & PBS~ #7714t iGIV i35+ iGIV (1x10° TCIDsg) ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM e.:
iGIV (1x10° TCIDs0)+ODN 1966 20 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM e: iGIV (1x10°
TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 200 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM & : iGIV (1x10° TCIDsp)+ODN
1966 2 uM = (¥p<0.05)
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Mock 1044

=Ltz }Fiifg_\' A LA M3E 4 E MCP A Fl4& B35

BRAEH AR N E e EZ ErcF 85 E A & aER T (head
kidney) ~ *-#%g(spleen) £2 %9 5t (thymus) 2. & » ¥ ] % T T R AR F R
(Real-time PCR)A 47 MCP # F12 % SHFi%-GIV 2 54 #1£ 4 & 1x10°TCIDsy/fish
% 1x10*TCIDsy/fish #8 o Mock A BITHE Y LA ffﬁi—% A 5 WA IGIV e
A 1GIV (1X106 TCIDsp) ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM ‘e.: iGIV (IXIO6 TCIDs)+ODN
1966 20 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM ‘. iGIV (1X106 TCIDs)+ODN 1966 200 nM -~
iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM = :iGIV (IXIO6 TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 2 uM - (*p <0.05 >
##p<0.005 » ***p<0.0005) -
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e SN :}ﬁaif,ﬁ' Zfsz L+ A% 555 4 & MCPgenomic DNA £ 14 525

AR ZEE L ANX N E BREZ ELF 80 FE 4§ o T (head
kidney) ~ *-#%g(spleen) £2 %9 5t (thymus) i & » ¥ ] % T T R AR F R
(Real-time PCR)% #7 MCP genomic DNA £ F]2_ & LR o GIV 2 :fﬁ% R A
1x10°TCIDso/fish # 1x10*TCIDso/fish % & ° Mock ‘1 i (7% % L& ~ i # 54
3 5 iGIV e st iGIV (leO6 TCIDsp) ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM % iGIV (IXIO6
TCIDs)+ODN 1966 20 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM . iGIV (leO6 TCIDso)+ODN
1966 200 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM % :iGIV (IXIO6 TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 2 uM - (*p
<0.05 » **p<0.005 » *¥#¥p<0.0005)
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€25 1 . 0 0
B 20 8 :
< ¢ .
ﬂ. 15 y ° (]
O 10 + ;
05
]
0.0 ] ' - . . : .
Mock  PBS iGIV. 20nM  200nM 2 M
iGIV+ODN 1966

Bz L3 3 E0 2ampdafpd Ry #53 FAE CpG ODN SA11 L2 4

SHA P X LB

FU# BB 500 A A A 4 L w45 ? I AR 8)(CpG ODN) 4 %
B P A o AR ARG T2 F 143 Bk s A4 1% 2 ELISA
AHEHBPIAEA B2 LB 5T A@EF 402 A LRI Bl P %A
565 & 35 Mock ik 32 7 4% ~ i1 54 PBS & : ;184 1 & PBS~ @14 iGIV
231 6+ iGIV (1x10° TCIDso) ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM .: iGIV (1x10°
TCIDs0)+ODN 1966 20 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM ‘_: iGIV (1x10° TCIDso)+ODN
1966 200 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM = iGIV (1x10° TCIDs)+ODN 1966 2 uM = 2.
SFBA TS E RBP4 FIBEL: TiHE
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Head Kidney
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Idays post injection

LA AAEBEF 234 gTLRIA A 72 £ RT3

Fw kdZied 0172 14 2 g2 B 274 £ 12 4 8¢ 5 (head kidney) ~ #4-%&(spleen)
% 3 Hij“\(thymus),féf_f%‘? E BB R X TR R AR F B F(Real-time
PCR)%~ 47 gTLR9A L %1% 35 o 0 day Mock 4w Mock : & £ % & ~ PBS & %1
541 & PBS~iGIV only:i2 8¢ iGIV (1x10° TCIDs) ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM 2. iGIV
(1x10° TCIDso)+ODN 1966 20 nM - iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM ‘: iGIV (1x10°
TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 200 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM % : iGIV (IXIO6 TCIDs)+ODN
1966 2 UM = (*p<0.05 » **p<0.005 » *¥*p<0.0005) -
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1V CXPrEssi
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S OE-D%

S.0E-05

Rekai

2.0E-D5

D000 :
oy 1dsw 7 day 14 gay

Days post injection
W= L=~ RRBEY Fd gIL-1p & F2 £ A3
Fw dLiE R 017 %2 14 X B 23 £ 32 b g 5 (head kidney) ~ #4-%&(spleen)
% 53 Hﬁl(thymus),f@_f%' v E ez ko B Trp R R L4 5 s R(Real-time
PCR)% #7 gIL-1B £ 14 335 o 0 day Mock fr Mock : & # % ' ~ PBS 2 #7318
1 & PBS ~iGIV only:/x &+ 1GIV (1x106 TCIDsg) ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM : iGIV
(IXIO6 TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 20 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM ‘: iGIV (1X106
TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 200 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM % : iGIV (IXIO6 TCIDsp)+ODN
1966 2 uM - (*p<0.05 » **p<0.005 » ***p<0.0005) -
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1966 2nh 1 1966 200nM 1 1966 2nh 1
day day day
Days post injection

Bl -~ LR SEF g gTNF-a A& Fl2o £ 53

Fudlis® 022 % 1 THELF Foade ,;1 %-(head kidney) ~ ®-%(spleen)
2 33 (thymus) e 5> & e R = B> 2t LR E R RRGF f%iiﬁ:r(Real time
PCR)% 15 gTNF-a & 14 3172 o 0 day Mock {v 1 day Mock : & # % % -~ PBS &
W18+ 1 & PBS ~iGIV only:/ & iGIV (leO6 TCIDsp) ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM .
1GIV (1X106 TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 20 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM ‘. iGIV (lxlO6
TCIDs)+ODN 1966 200 nM -~ iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM . : iGIV (1x106 TCIDso)+ODN

1966 2 UM © (*p<0.05 » **p<0.005 » ***p<0.0005) °

Relative expression
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Bl= 4 ~ LB 73 d gMx & Fl2 & RHE

Fw dLiE R 017 % 14 X B 23 £ 32 b g 5 (head kidney) ~ #4-%&(spleen)
% 53 H!j‘((thymus),fé_ﬂ_..F & BB BT T E %‘x & feif 48 & & (Real-time
PCR) A 45 gMx & ¥4 JLHF) o 0 day Mock fe Mock 4 % % « PBS & 11 é4 |
& PBS ~ iGIV only:/L & iGIV (lxl()6 TCIDsp) ~ iIGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM =: iGIV
(IXIO6 TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 20 nM -~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM Z: iGIV (IXIO6
TCIDs)+ODN 1966 200 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM % @ iGIV (lxl()6 TCIDso)+ODN
1966 2 uM = (¥p<0.05 » ¥¥p<0.005 » *¥¥p<0.0005) -
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Days post injection
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Mock 14 day FBS 14 day iG1V 14 day iGIV+ODN iGIV+ODN iGIV+ODN
1966 20nhd 1966 200nM 1966 2ubd 14
14 day 14 day day

Days post injection

W=t~ LR SBF P gCD4 A 72 £ R
Fukd2is s 14 X B aF F a4 ff 5 (head kidney) ~ "%t (spleen) % 33 £
(thymus)ie sk » & g = b > X U@L ERE ﬁ**j&% F J& 3 p#(Real-time PCR)
& 37 gCD4 é ¥4 P25 o Mock : A &% & ~PBS & ﬁ"J_}fT 1 & PBS ~iGIV only:
L4 iGIV (1x10° TCIDy) ~ {GIV-ODN 1966 20 nM . {GIV (1x10° TCIDs)+ODN
1966 20 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM ‘2 iGIV (IXIO6 TCIDs()+ODN 1966 200 nM ~
iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM & : iGIV (1x106 TCIDso)+ODN 1966 2 uM = (*p<0.05 »
*40<0.005 » ***p<0.0005) o
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FuAI2is s 14 2 H B 7 oa b ff 5 (head kidney) ~ %% (spleen) % 79 ’%TL
(thymus)e 5% » & g = & » T U TpF L2 R E ﬁr*@!t#’ F & #r(Real-time PCR)
& +7 gCD8 5 F1 & HLf-35 e Mock : A . %2 ~PBS & @71 &+ 1 & PBS ~iGIV only:
i1 5+ iGIV (1x10° TCIDso) ~ iGIV- ODN 1966 20 nM 2 iGIV ( 1x10° TCIDsy}+ODN
1966 20 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM ‘. iGIV (lxl()6 TCIDs)+ODN 1966 200 nM ~
iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM ‘= :iGIV (lxl()6 TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 2 puM - (*p<0.05 -
*%p<0.005 » **¥p<0.0005) «
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W=tz ~ B 88F 23 d gT-bet & 72 & B3

Fwkd2isd 0~1-7 2 14 2 & 23 F 1 4 #f 5 (head kidney) ~ %4-%&(spleen)
% 33 H?(thymus)..é&:i‘« FlofFEz B @ e R E frad 4 F R H(Real-time
PCR)% 17 gT-bet 2k F] % 3435 o 0 day Mock fv Mock : 4 & % % ~ PBS ‘e :#/3 &f
1 # PBS -~ iGIV only:ii 5+ iGIV (1x10° TCIDso) ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM : iGIV
(1x10° TCIDsp)+ODN 1966 20 nM -~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM ‘=: iGIV (1x10°
TCIDso)+ODN 1966 200 nM -~ iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM ‘& : iGIV (1x10° TCIDs)+ODN
1966 2 UM = (*p<0.05 » *¥p<0.005 » **¥p<0.0005) -

105



Head kidney

1.2E0% OCJuey muck OMock BFEE OMENVonly OMERS0RMLE00{Z0 M ) E FEIV+0D N 1900 2000M) B IE NS0 DMNL SO Zuld)

10E-D8

&.o-O% 4

%

B.OEDe

+.DE-0% -

Relative expression

2 .0E-0% -

DI T -
[l 1cmy

Days post injection

Spleen

3.5E-03 O%deymock OMock BPES QKEIVonly OIGNYHODNLISSHI0NN) EIGINW+HODNISES 2000MN) B IGO0 DN1958IuM )
J.OE-03

2.5E-03

Ve CXPression

2.0E-03

1.3E-05

i

Rela

1 OE-OS

S5.0E-04

DOEHDD

Chclmy 1 day 7 ey

Idays post injection

Thymus

Oy mack OMark ERFES OGN only ORESODNTGSSE0NN] BRSO NNT3RGE200N M) BIERS 0NN 1966 (2 0l )
2002 e st ok

1.8z-02
1.GC-02

1.4 02

FOF-NR

Relative expressi
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Days post injection

W=tz B8 F F3h gGATA-3 £ Fl2 4 B35

Fw IR 017 % 14 X & 2% 732 4 5 5 (head kidney) ~ *4-%&(spleen)
%3 ’ﬁt(thymus)..‘éﬁf%‘ E R B TR R 8 pri 4 F Pt (Real-time
PCR)% 17 gGATA-3 # F]4 2 - 0 day Mock v Mock : & %% % ~ PBS & 1
s+ 1 & PBS~iGIV only:it 3+ iGIV (1x10° TCIDs) ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 20 nM .2 iGIV
(1x10° TCIDs)+ODN 1966 20 nM -~ iGIV-ODN 1966 200 nM i : iGIV (1x10°
TCIDso)+ODN 1966 200 nM ~ iGIV-ODN 1966 2 uM 2 : iGIV (1x10° TCIDso)+ODN
1966 2 uM = (*p<0.05 » **p<0.005 » ***p<0.0005) -
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- A7 ® 2. ODNs & 74 M T4

(a)
ODN Origin Type Motif Length Muodification
PC1214 (CpG) CpG:1 20
PC1215(GpC) WSSV A GpC: 1 20 Partial PS
PC1216 (GpG) GpG: 1 20
PC1219{GpG) A GpG: 1 20
PC1220(CpG) GIV CpiG: 1 24 Partial PS
PC1222 ((1CpGa) A GpG: 1 24
2216 (CpG) Krug et al., 2001 CpG: 3 20 Partial PS
2216-GG(GpG)  Strandskog etal., 2007 A GpG: 3 20
1681{CpG) CpG: 4 22 PS
1681-GG(-1CpG) Jorgemsenetanl, 2003 B GpG: 4 22
(b)

ODNs Motif Length Modification

FC1966 CpG:1 29 Taplcul A type

PC061 CpG:1 24 & palyC deleted

FC2062 CpG: 3 ¥ polyG deleted

PCIUS3 CpG: i Palindrome disrapt

PC1064 CpGnl il CpC motlf

PC2053 Cpc 13 F amil ¥ polyG deleted

PC1942 CpG:l 29 Decrease PSmmber

FC1214 CpG:l 20 Traucated from

PCHi48 CpG:3 19 Biype ODN

% 3£ © WSSV: White Spot Syndrome Virus -
NNV: Nervous Necrosis Virus °
GIV: Grouper Iridovirus °
PS : % 7= phosphorothioate linkages °
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P& 7] B 7 Sisa
TLROA F: 5-GAGAGAGGATCCATGGCTATGCTGAAAAGTAT-3’ o
g R: 5-GAGAGAGGATCCAAGATGAAACTTTCACTCATGT-3’ i
TLROB F: 5-GAGAGAGGATCCATGGCTATGCTGAAAAGTAT-3’ —

g R: 5~ AGAGAGGATCCAACACCCACAAAATACATGTGA-3’ u
MVDSS F: 5-GAGAGAGGATCCATGGCGTGTAAGGACCCAGA-3’ belon
gMy R: 5-GAGAGACTCGAGTTACGGCAGCGAGAGCGCCT-3" subcione
TLR2I F: 5-GAGAGAGGATCCAAATGGCGAGTCTAACTTATCA-3’ <ubclone
g R: 5-GAGAGAGAATTCTGGAAGCAAGTAATAGTTTTC-3’ u
TLR3 F: 5-GAGAGAGGTACCAAATGCAAAGGCCAAATCTGGT-3’ belon
g R: 5-GAGAGAGAATTCCTCCTTTAAATGATTAGTCA-3’ subclone
F: 5-GAAGACAGTGTTTGTGCTGTCCAGCGGT-3’
gTLR9 R: 5-AGACTTTTTGCACAGCCGTTTC-3’ RT-PCR
F: 5-AGGCTGAAGCTGTGTGTGTTCG-3’
gMyD88 R: 5-TACCCAGAACCAGCTCTGTGTC-3’ RT-PCR
Bactin F: 5°-CCTGACAGAGCGTGGCTACTC-3’ QPCR
g R: 5’-CCTTGATGTCACGCACGATT-3’
F: 5-CATTGCCAGGGTGGCTGTA-3’
gMX R: 5’-TGAACCTCTGGATCAGTCCCTTT-3’ QPCR
F: 5°-GTGTTCGGTTGTGAGGCAACT-3’
glL1p R: 5’-GCGCGTCCTGGTGATCA-3’ QPCR
F: 5-GTTTGTGCTGTCCAGCGGT-3’
gTLROA R: 5’-GCATAGCTGCATCCACCTTCTC-3’ QPCR
F: 5°-TGCTACCCCCAAGGCTACCT-3’
gT-bet R: 5’-TGATAGGCTCGCGGCTGTA-3’ QPCR
F: 5-TTCCAAAACAAGACCAAAATCAAG-3’
gGATA-3 R: 5’-GGCCCCGCAGTTCACA-3’ QPCR
F: 5°-CGTTTGCTGAGATAACGCTGAA-3’
gCh4 R: 5’-CGATGACTGTGACACTGCATATGA-3’ QPCR
F: 5-TGTGCTGGTGATTCTGCTGATT-3’
gCDh8 R: 5’-ATCCGCTGCCCTTCCTTTAC-3 QPCR
MCP F: 5°-CTGCGGATTGGCTCTGCCCACCGT-3 QPCR

=~

: 5’-AGCCCGCCGGCTATGTCGGTAGCA-3’
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3k 2% 5
Cumulative mortality (RPS)
Treatment
10’TCID50/fish | 10*TCID50/fish

Mock 100% 100%
PBS 100% (0) 100% (0)
iGIV 47% (53) 53% (47)
iGIV+ODN 1966 20 nM 37% (63) 47% (53)
iGIV+ODN 1966 200 nM 30% (70) 37% (63)
iGIV+ODN1966 2 pyM 20% (80) 30% (70)

iz G MGG SRR TG0 AR E N e AR A
oo R A e Mock M2 @1+ PBS el w| o E %4 1x10°TCIDso/fish & 1x
10*TCIDso/fish 524 » HAp4tia e A 495 00 iGIV mul4p s i F A A 8 5
53(1x10°TCIDso/fish) 2 47(1x10*TCIDs/fish)> @ #5 e 2% (ODN 1966) e %] H 4
i £ At A3 63~80 (1x10°TCIDse/fish) 2 53~70 (1x10*TCIDso/fish)

W FERT A RPS)=(1-4F e~ F A K/ Edler= FAF)x100 -
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