€50 %5/% 3 81/ AIEMSERF IR/ A ARZERR/ Vol.50 No.3
2026 £ 5 B JOURNAL OF HEBEI NORMAL UNIVERSITY (Natural Science) May.2026

NEHS:1000-5854(2026)03-0270-10

KA i Prx B LR YL BLEI R 0 Dh BB

HEF, ®wLYE, E OB, #HEL

CLAATAE IS K2 A= frBb 222 B 0 dE A F L 0500245 2/ A IHE % H KR IX & TG e kK 0 0757005
3AMTACIIE R 2 A il b ATl AR 050024)

W E KM MW (Haemaphysalis longicornis) f&— R I PE R S0 25 A2 5 BBl W) - 6B 08 1% 35 2 Bl B 44, Xt &
Al RN IS g B ™ T 7E G A A AR AR B B, WL R R T I A 3 R A B R =2 — . g IO R Ut 2 SR

JE R AR L T R AL B TR LR AL B A S R B AE LIRS T A A i i G e 48 Ak 38 JR R (peroxi-
redoxin, Prx) 3Kik W3 LAY # — L@ g RNA T EARAS R ENAESFZMEARTE. REHRITT
Prx 7E4E R VLR S5 00 7 K A M B8 A A7 BE ) b i D BE. SE 30 25 2R WK L Prx 19 0 8K £ W 3 B UL A WA Y B T
LIFTLE Z M E R B K VA1, F2 B Prx 76Uk M 30 mi [ T ke #45 SC R L X 2 R B4R R Prx T RBAE R
WS 7 2 v 1 — AN B 43 L BT TETE Y A (A

KR BN W PUHRN B RNA T8, &gl

hESFEE.QI55 AR ER A doi:10.13763/j.cnki.jhebnu.nse.202604006

Role of Prx Protein in Starvation Tolerance of Haemaphysalis longicornis
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Abstract: Haema physalis longicornis is a blood-sucking ectoparasitic arthropod capable of transmit-
ting various pathogens, posing a serious threat to livestock production and human health. during its pro-
longed non-parasitic phase,starvation represents one of the major survival challenges it faces.To cope with
such nutrient stress,ticks have evolved highly specialized starvation-resistant mechanisms.Previous studies
have shown that the expression of peroxiredoxin(Prx) is significantly upregulated in the malpighian tu-
bules of H. longicornis under starvation. This study further employed techniques such as RNA interfer-
ence,proteomics,and transmission electron microscopy to systematically investigate the role of Prx in sus-
taining the survival ability of H. longicornis during prolonged starvation.The experimental results demon-
strated that silencing Prx significantly accelerated the mortality of ticks under starvation and induced chan-
ges in the expression levels of multiple proteins,indicating that Prx plays a critical role in the starvation
stress response. These findings suggest that Prx may serve as a novel molecular target for tick control, with
potential application value.
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KA M ( Haema physalis longicornis) & — F 732 4340 F 4 . K EE U S R K 7 FF Hb XY i i5t 4y
Tl A Ay o A T A W R A IR R A A% 1 22 i R S RO L AT A T DL S0 O L BRE SRR R AR Il /D Al
WD A AR AR AN 3 T A R B0l AL B E R

A ML Y A T S G O AT W R R A AN B B A0y M R S A I i, DA 5 R BB
B AR AR A AR T WO DL SR B A T 0 2 e — A R R IR A IR PR G LR B A 5 e A A R 1 2
— RV W] S B0 ) W e AR B K B ARSI AR L WA 3 L B SR 1 T UL AR AR ) e
% 38 b O 1 0 A AL T ke o X5 % 3 O SR R AL T A A 1) SR B LE T A A B A A
H2Z AN AR O T RS LR 4 AL O ST 8 A R

LT OB LSS R I TEYUVCR S TR R A i iy B R A SUR AR T e 3 Al B T T A 1 B e
oM al R i E ALY R B (peroxiredoxin, Prx) FEYLHK M A T # ik W FRYY AR #E— S XA EE
PCR AR GG T 2% Jk B 1 22 A A 5 LA 2530 A FRAE. AR 5E Prx 76 MUK N 2 vh 9 D . FLFH RNA T4k
TR S PR R R 3K S0 45 2R s Prx UUBR 135 $2 80 1 DUAR M A B8 1 %, 3R WDk DR A T L it A v
HA CHEAE T I Ah , Prx BR R S5 16 51 2 Fh 8 11 B3R5 /K 128 4k, Hoh A 45 2 5 3 I R 38 5 15 5 R 45
AE e A 20 i PR 4 45 5 B A DG

A FEAARI A8 75 T Prx A6 A 1950 53 9Lk 38w i) 43 - D BE At 48 s 328 1 AT AR Sy v TR 1
B 5 8 I 9 25 R A B Sl I Ao 2 A T SR s A IR B AR L B — i 9 REBIE 5 N 1A
1 MRFE
L1 ey REL5MAR

S 6 A A i R T b AR 5K S E T /N A I B K G AR PR A DL B R TR 22 R
(Oryctolagus cuniculus) -1 [ A B2 e 5g plg i i i 25025 040 i B 7% 5 A N A 15 8 48 rh ik 47 855
IR HEFRE E B A R E 25 °C£1 CLAHXHREE 75% , 6 J8 A 161 = 8D). BT 47 20 ) 55 30 45 AV 5 " 4% 4%
RG9Sl W 48 B 2% D 23 v 9 52 96 J7 S AT (Gt 5 . TACUC-157026).

1.2 REUAR AT B K o 5 B K dm AR 45 A AL AR

K % 4 LT B 3BT (transmission electron microscopy, TEM) X} Wil 57 Fsi 57 5 5 A~ F B9 ME b 1 (G 45
HEAT T 240 PR G5 A WL B8 A i AL B I T R B AR E R 2 MR 1 mm® A A 2.5 00 I R
WEIRZE W (0.1 mol/L,pH 7.4 4 “C[EE 4 h, &5 R 78 70 I 0E 5 TR LA 1 Y0 Jk R 2F 7 [ 72 2 h. Bl J5 FF
ZoK6 B Sl AT ER B K L BRERfE EPON 812 B & F I R & I A LI R B EE LY 70 nm, ) A
25 Tt TR Al T Ry A R B L €8 )5 B T AR I, T TEM R WSS, A B v b S 3 9 7 430 85088 R IR FR 43 4
1.3 RT-qPCR # | A B & &

A FE R AT RT-qPCR HE A I 8 99 7E AN [ LR I (1) o500 AR b i 5 5 [ ) Prae B IR 3638 /K P 19
75K 43 ) it F PSR R RRZED LA S Wi K J5 1,305 AN (S50 20 ) 174 0 It e AR v i 5 5 TR A 1, R
T & F R R &% (ROCHE, #8 ED 9 PBS 2% o (pH 7.2) v, T4 I PRX 7E A [R] 14k B 17 i) AH
XF R KA A BEACR AT Trizol™ 185 (Invitrogen, 3¢ B $2 BUE RNA, 28 Bt 4G I & 4% 5, il Al Transst-
art. One-Step gDNA Removal and ¢cDNA Synthesis SuperMix(TransGen Biotech, H' [E) #4173 A 41 DNA
£, A B cDNA.qPCR Jz i ffi F TransStart” Top Green qPCR SuperMix i & ( Transgen Biotech, H?
FD. BT Proe ZERRSY X (Pro SR FEF1ILE DB R 4519 1T 5-GCTGGTTGGAAGAAAGGG-3', X
] 5'-CATGGTGGTGCGAAGGTA -3'; Lh Bactin VE RS HEH. RT-qPCR I 2 F U1F .95 C WAL 30 s, bl
J& 95 °C 5 s 160 “C 30 s(40 MEH) , fieJa SEA TR I e SR FH 27 T Pk A X ik | R AR
W3 NEORTE S I 15 B TR AR T B N TG 390 2 Si xof B DL O S 60 i 4t
1.4 Prx AR & RNA F#H(RNAD % 5

ABETE R IE B2 J5 3 A H B U ME AR S S2 8 0 R SE R B Prx-dsRNA 52841 (n = 60) Fl GFP-dsR-
NA X 4 (n =60). 3 F Pra FEF S IX (Pra 3EHF I WA S DRI SS9, Em s
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5-GGATCCTAATACGACTCACTATAGGCATCCTGTTCTCTCACCC-3' #1 /2 1] 51 ¥ 5'-GGATCCTA
ATACGACTCACTATAGGTCGGAATCTCCTCCTCTG-3'CFRIZ% N T7 ;231 F) . PCR J5 ik I ¢ 045
95 °C 30 s, [ifiJ5 38 MEFRI 95 °C 30 s.57 °C 30 s Fl 72 °C 30 s.%F M 4H R JH 43 5.9 6 55 11 (green fluores-
cent protein, GFP) , 3T GFP 5 H 1 K £ 5F X (GenBank &% 5 KX247384. D) ¥ il 4 F S 5149 . 15 W 5]
¥ 5'-GGATCCTAATACGACTCACTATAGGACGTAAACGGCCACAAGT-3' MR 161 514 5-GGATC
CTAATACGACTCACTATAGGCTTCTCGTTGGGGTCTTT-3' CFRIZ N T7 J33h FF51).PCR 5 ¥
PR ALEE 95 CAEE 30 s, Bl 95 °C 30 5,58 °C 30 s M1 72 °C 30 s(3t 38 A . T7 RiboMAX™ Ex-
press RNAi System & il dsRNA, % DNase I 4PN LiCl YL 44k J5 I & #e B A 4 2 . 5% F Hamilton &
TE S48 (33 4SO 7EMEWA T IEACK B 5T 0.5 pL (4 pg/pl) dsRNAN FE 78 1 5F 38 07 34 4K JL Ak L 76 85
FEAA ILEE 25 °C 1 °C L AHXHRRE 75 % DM 161+ SDY K E 24 h, 735 T e A9 W0 g V8 5 i 2. 6 I
WAk 52 A B 35 A8 AT VLR T A2 525, g B UL £ 0 S WL BB T % [ i BURE BE 4T RT-qPCR 430 #1, LA
Pra BT H0E 09 RE 00 RNA T HURCRM AT SO 32 3 19 AR ] RT-qPCR J5 #8652 81

5 ATGCCTCCCTTGAACCTCGGCGACCCCTTCCCCAACTTCACGTGCGAGACAACCGTCGGCACGATCGACTTTCAC
L L L L L L L 1

75

MESPESE, NG DI rERE RN T G e TS T VG T, 1 DESESEH -

CAGTGGCTGGGAGACTCATGGGGCATCCTGTTCTCTCACCCGGCTGACTACACTCCGGTGTGCACTACCGAGCTT
1 L L L L L L L

150

O N CIR DS WG I L S R P A D Y e e P eV O T E U -

GCCCGAGCCGCCCAGCTGGCGCATGTCTTCGCGCAGAAGGGCGTCAAAATCATCGCCCTGTCATGCGACAGCGTC

225

ASEREIATTATFEQ ENLEPATEH IV, FEERATHQ KN GIEENITK I 1 ATEL S THCIID STV -

GACAGTCACCACGGTTGGATCAAGGACATCGAAGCCTTTGGCGAGCTCCCTGACGGGCCCTTCCCGTATCCAATC
X L L L L L L

300

DS H G WY LG s ESEAEESNGIEEE L EEEDENGCINEINE ISP 1 -

ATTGCCGATGAGAAGCGCGAGATCGCCGTTAAGCTGGGCATGTTGGACCCTGTGGAGAAGGACAAGGAGGGCCTT
s L L L L 1 L

375

1 A D E N rE I A I G N VD N e VI F N AN D SR EEGIL -

CCCCTCACCTGCCGTGCGGTGTTTATCATTGGCCCTGACAAGAAGATGAAGCTCTCAATGCTGTACCCTGCCACA
L L L L L L L L

450

R Ve 1 1 (S A2l L (T e (e e B Ve P N -

ACTGGACGGAACTTCGATGAGGTCCTCCGTGCTACTGACTCCCTCCTGGTGACCGAGACCAGGAAGGTGGCAACT
L N L L N L L

525

e cEE RN RO IR E RV I IR STA T TN D S S I U E U VIS T E O T R SV T -

CCCGCTGGTTGGAAGAAAGGGACTCCCTGCATGGTCCTGCCATCCGTTACAGAGGAGGAGATTCCGAAGTTGTTC

| (Chisl, il ¢ K G T PUICLUIMIN L P S v T E = E 1 P K L F —

CCCACAGGTATCAAGCAGTACGATGTGCCTTCCGGGAAGAAGTACCTTCGCACCACCATGGAT 3’
A L L A L L

663

P i G 1 KEEQIINY) D Vv P S G K K Y] L R 1 ¥ T M D -

B 1 Prxc EEE cDNA F IR H 0 5B S EEF 7
Fig.1 ¢DNA Sequence and Its Encoded Amino Acid Sequence of the Prx Gene

1.5 EGmRREL#GHE

VU Bz 3 S A 31 5 Prx-dsRNA FIxf B4 GFP-dsRNA 24 h J5 Y ME#& 10 B, % T & PBS 2 i
(0.01 mol/L) F & H B 1 i 57 (50 X, roche, 78 [E) #Y & .08, i A Sh A AL 4 CIRIRAI K. SR &
12 000 g B§.0> 10 min, FIEH B ZH 1 1.5 ml .08 %, A SR HR DNA $2IH, %€ 1 min 5
12 000 g #§.0> 10 min, Y4 T JZ KA. BE G INASFRFIT Tris-HCL(PH 8.0) ¥k % B0 J5 B 13 , 2 %
HUR 2 KCZJE I 5 AR RFR T 19 0.1 mol/L i B2 & B BV W, TR 21 9F T — 20 °C 2 & DT v 28 11 5. B0 o
FRUTVEN 1 mL Fv8 WP 8 BB O 5 7 B A BT S S W R TS T — 80 “CIRFF fE Huny &
H AR K% DTT0.01 mol/L,37 “C,1 H)@®JFHI TAAC0.02 mol/L,26 “C,30 min.#E%) & 3L 1k 4b 58, Bl
f 58 A IHE 12 50 4 F B Hm A R 2R (A B (Promega, 3¢ [#) . 37 °C i i i 7% . i Jo 19 K BE 28 C18 [ A
AIHE (Anpel s 1 ED Bk, B0 48 TH S IR T —20 C.
1.6 TEFORAFHERELS M

f#i Ff} Vanquish Neo UHPLC i AH 3% 5 Orbitrap Exploris 480 Bt Ik JH £ 45 . 78 DIA #xF 347 B3
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BOHE R A A TH A3 AT ME MR K S 3 S T UL G B 1 T 3R 0k AR ARG L. B R S R 2 I R 0.1 00 R
(FA) By 3 2ok S35, I AKH B He 9l B9 iR T (Biognosys. B 1) . 3% 43 85 R R 3140 A0.1% FA JKIE )
1 B0.1% FA 1 80 %6 £t ¥ W) VB0 € 1% e Mot 38 K K 2 1k & G v Wi B B8 38 B 4 T . W0 4y A Y6 i sh AH B, 4
% 1 min;1.8~2 min TFE 4.5% WM B;2~47 min F+ & 20 % 34 B; 47 ~57 min J+ & 35% Wi sh M
B;57~57.5 min F+ & 55 % Ji 8 4H B;57.5 min J5 #4T M1 BE .58 ~60 min F+ %2 99 X% W s 4H B IF £ 4F ;60 min
LB R EAE 0~57.5 min NN 0.3 pL/min,58~60 min #2/# % 0.8 pL/min. Orbitrap Exploris 480 K
DIA # XS HE W R, — KB Full MS 1 DIA “ RS8R . 1) B H .2 200 V;i2) B4
FERE 320 C53) RAEMH:0~60 min; 4) — H A H: 400 ~1 200 m/z;5) — i o ¥ R
120 00036) —&% AGC Hir: HE ;7)) —ZH—14k AGC:300% 38) — i f KiE AR ] :50 ms;9) HCD fif
BAREHRL :3020:10) DIA & M E : Hah: 1) A PEA 30 000;12) —9 AGC Hbr: HE X:13) Z4%
H—4k AGC:2 000% ;14) —Zde KFE AN E : A& LoRETIE B E N MS Hil, BiEH 9 DIA &
2L ARG 400~800 m/z, % A 4 m/z,100 A& H 5 B8 MS 54, B3 — 9% DIA B2, Hl
Fil :800~900 m/z, % A F& 10 m/z, 10 D6 1 ;455 MS £, B335 — 9% DIA B2, 513 [l . 900~1 200
m/z, % J A FE 25 m/z,12 4% 0. R FH Spectronaut 24 (v.18.0, Biognosys., fi 1) ¥ DIA BiE#HITKE RS
SERAMBT I E R A TR KBS FDR<<1% . Q value<C0.05, F 4 2 BB IA , BUHE 4 3L T K 1 1l W 45 53 4
(NCBI % 3% %5 : GHLT00000000) 4= 1 ) £ 11 5T )7 510 4 . A B v b S 380 9 F 43 85038 S IR FR 43 4.
1.7 %t oM

Xof i A 25 S 2038 0 38 1 BT R AT A2 W AR S 40 B8 T AE 4R 3 B #1F ensknowall Chttps://cnsknowall.
com/ # /Home/Contain/BottomContain Al 43 Hll 2] Venn B kK ILE . IF3#1T GO IEE B £ 0 5 KEGG
T T AR R TR R 1] GRAPHPAD PRISM 8.0 2Rl 2H ] 22 53 Fe 84 JH ¢« K 36, b 38 1k K
WE R P<0.05 4716 BT 2 Y BS80S X100 %.
2 & R
2.1 R BV WULAK BT Ak b K A e R B K dm AR B 2 M) AT

I 5 4% SR 3 O Bt 25 O A LA it ) S K, S IR A b Prx EEA R B E B ETH. R AN AL
I U S R B 2% 3 R £ B G P 4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) B9 1 B, ROS 1E b & AL N i 1) 3 2 A\
BB ARYE S LN ROS 1Y 2 ZOR IR, 7 ROS RR2e38 iy 4% 00 T 5 32 21 B0 : ROS A 5475 4R 4 s v
(R AN TR 10 R » 5 | ke R 2ot A Ak, 5 BSOS P A, T B 5 38 33 Tk A e AL (Con PTP) JF 55 6 177 5 | & B8 1 FK 43 Y
T » 35 U 435 P T 24 T R R SR TR R OB A R BRI AR 5 AR (1 2a.b) B BT R AR Ak . I B 14 o
I (S A M 25 4 8 38 ORI TS 25 IR (IS 454 55 R I 5 A H 1 40 i v ok A U I 24 9 HE 371 35 L L ax 2
20 21 )2 T 1% R AR 5 A TR i, DT 285 2% J2 T IR S T e o B LIRS & A T A

a. W58 Rz A L o S0 v o P oA o 0 T G 00 N R R A
bW B S 5 A T LR A 200 A K A ot R D A A B B A 5 ML ORI,
B2 RSB @OMNERAOBEKANEDKEMABNBREN
Fig.2 Ultrastructure of Malpighian Tubule Cells in Female H. Longicornis Ticks Under Non-starved(a) and Starved Conditions(b)
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2.2 RT-qPCR ##7

K RT-QPCR A 1 0 007 W85 pz (SIS0 20D o LR B IS 1,35 AT O BRZED W i At L b iz Al 0
[CEHL R Pro RIKKF 092240, 45 R A0 AL 3 Fron. 5 X IRALAH LE, SC B 41 Proe 3235 58 16 W IR

(& 3a)  TYLHRAT 1A B T R i S90S 3% 100 4 L v T 900 5 7K ~F- o 7 v Ji 0 55 FRAE v (BT 3by o) o BB I5E B Jis it
) S A2 E R, IF T B G 5 A Ik B (E. 1R S5 SRR, Pra 75 AN [] 41 20 b 29060 1R 30 7 2 R
IO o (EL 3R A A HAT L SR S 4

a b c
150 400 - 1500
ﬂ%“ S 300f S
i 100F I I 1000
3 = A
® w200 #®
= = =
= 50 jzad =
g _E 100k _E 500
E 8 2
RSN R R~
,\K r\:\K QK% \K r»}K ‘)K \K %K 4<%
It J2 ] It J&2 At ] It J&2 ]

a MEVRAR; b s c SIRE.
B3 HHRNESENERSTEAL Pre REEWRER

Fig.3 Comparison of Prx Expression Levels in Various Tissues Between Starved and Non-starved Female Ticks

2.3 RNA F ikt & 4547

i it St E | PCR(RT-qPCRO £ AR XTI B2 J5 3 4 H A9 MR Y Prx A9 RNA T &R 17 2 2 1 EAG
(B DR R, 5FS T GFP-dsRNA X5 A A7 . 5 Prx-dsRNA J§ Pra 0+ 4880% & ik
87.970 2.6 2. KW RNA THAEA BN Pra HEP I RIX.

100.0
90.0
80.0
70.0
60.0 -
50.0 -
400
30.0
20.0
10.0

0 3 : ‘

- 4FGFP-dsRNA 5 Prx-dsRNA

LI
—

RNATHAH %

4 Prx-dsRNA F#t Prx B30% (A GFP-dsRNA A X R )
Fig.4 Knockdown Efficiency of Prx by Prx-dsRNA Injection (with GFP-dsRNA as control)

2.4 BEFEIM

Pra FE PR U0BR X A il A7 15 SR A an P 5 TR A R HEE YU AT 4 R4 1 5T GFP-dsRNA
FOME 24 h NAETE 2 100% .72 h 3G R A (95+1.3) % . 245 340 h AR R (45+1.3) WA TG R AH L 2
T Pro UUEBRALTE T HIRIMI (24 h ) B A HEBE T2 AR (236 % 100 %), (H A 72 h JF R £ 16 Rl (90 £
2.6) %, P<C0.05, X Pl A7 1 3 1) 25 5 B B (B) 4R RS 3B i 97K, 28 SC IR 28 (58 340 h), Prac UL ER 21 1) i M 42 350
BET A7 15 R A AR T X IR (P <C0.05) A 7404 (¢ K36 o 2 20 AR A7 i 2R A7 7 Bl 3% 25 5% (P <0.05).
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i} E]/h
5 S Prx-dsRNA 3 GFP-dsRNA (X8R ) B8 3 N A K BBENERESTHERE
Fig.5 Survival Rate of Female Ticks at 3 Months Post-molting Under Starvation
After Injection with Prx-dsRNA or GFP-dsRNA (control)

2.5 RNA FH#HJE 400 %& G 65 A5

S VE S Prx-dsRNACEE ) 53 5 GFP-dsRNA CGif FR 20 15 B2 5 3 A A ME MR 47 8 (A 4 1L 5 4y
B, a5 AR 6 . SCue 4l % E F) 4 038 NE B, X ALK EF] 3 785 NE R, 2 AR A S % e B
3 635 AT, H Prx-dsRNA G4 A 403 A FE 5 PE R I & 1A 0T, GFP-dsRNA JESF 4 H A 150 4%
SRR B 240 B 34 R T ax sk ) ROk ) 8] B R JF. il B (B 7 B TR S Prx-dsRNA
GFP-dsRNA [0 1 4 Ay 1l 09 0% 28 14 0 38 28 /KO8 H e A8 pl, B e b vy P<<0.05 HR ik & =2 £
TIH<0.5 £ 25 R BRSO AL L Prx-dsRNA G4 3647 197 A8 (R E 1, 282 MR M R
AT M.

40007 3636
3 500+

3 000+
2 500+
2 000+
1 500+
1 000+

5001 403

0

A BUA

150

3785 15T GFP-dsRNA
4038 T Prx-dsRNA
4000 2000 O
WEEIFHEA; 6. ProdsRNAFH B ; O .GFP-dsRNA FHHA.
Bl6 XfiEdRsn)ES GFP-dsRNA (X R 4H ) 3 Prx-dsRNA 5@ 3 i EER
LHRZIEARZENEEFR
Fig.6 Overlap of Proteins Identified by Mass Spectrometry in Whole Ticks After Injection of
GFP-dsRNA (control) or Prx-dsRNA

2.6 GO F &7

BT HE A A A g R 6 TS PRX-dsRNA 51 57 GFP-dsRNA X 20 Z [a] B 25 ¢ KGR H
HAT T GO &AL, LUE 7R Prx ZEYUR B 38 me B b 0 B 7E D0 RE. AT 58 e I T & A6 88 I ECH S Z2 191 100
A3 BT P AL, S5 R AR 8 T RS GO & BT A AL 3R F SRR T BRI 4o 3 A E G A
)3 #2 (biological process) .43+ T I HE (molecular function) 140 i 2H 43 (cellular component). 754 ¥y ot F2 35
S, B E LA B AR RNA I T (rRNA processing) . B115 (translation) Ll & RNA R4 8 [ /v
510 5% SR 42 (regulation of transcription by RNA polymerase [1). £ FIEER NP, B FH & EWELHIE
% ATP 454 (ATP binding) \RNA 254 (RNA binding) K &% B {4 45 #4) 44 43 (structural constituent of ribo-
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some) JEAMAL /2K 5 p . B 3 & 5 09 4 B 55 B4 4 i 43 (integral component of membrane) | 41 It #%
(nucleus) M 41 jfd i (cytoplasm).

~lg(pf)

log,(Fold Change)

o LA e TRER; e TREEAEA.
B 7 Prx-dsRNA 205 GFP-dsRNA X RAWEEARRIEKFEFHALE
Fig.7 Volcano Plot Comparing Protein Expression Levels in Female Ticks Injected with Prx-dsRNA Versus GFP-dsRNA ( control)

~lg( pfA)
-11.27

evasion or tolerance of host defense response |
protein transport -
exocytosis |
intracellular protein transport -
rotein dephosphorylation -
carbohydrate metabolic process -|
mRNA splicing, via spliceosome -
rRNA pmcessin% —
regulation of transcription by RNA polymerase II

—5.64

0
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P
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structural of ribosome 1
RNA binding -

ATP binding

0 5 1015 20 2530 3538
HARCE
BP. AWl #; CC.ANNEA 5y ; MF.4r T HIfE.
B8 Prx-dsRNA £tE 5 GFP-dsRNA M RAMBESREAEAN GO EENH
Fig.8 GO Enrichment Analysis of Differentially Expressed Proteins Between Prx-dsRNA Treated and
GFP-dsRNA Control Female Ticks

2.7 KEGG &% 4 #7

X Prx-dsRNA 4k B2 15 GFP-dsRNA Xf I8 2 2 8] ) 22 5 % 15 & H 217 KEGG il B & 4 70
(9) 25 R 3L B 25w L 3 14 5508 3% AL 35 IR TR £ W) & A (fatty acid biosynthesis) i [l 2 B % (fatty acid
degradation) K& H i #% B 1% 8 (glycerophospholipid metabolism) 2. v, H il # fig £ 0 8 0% = £ i o i
FVRUTE Proo SERPUBRE o A i wih 2 R ACHAH SC 2 T BE R 4% 1 B py A= "= .
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M Phosph and
Glycerophospholipid metabolism

[ Fatty acid degradation
Mitophagy

W Fatty acid metabolism
Peroxisome
Bacterial invasion of epithelial cells
Oxidative phosphorylation
Metabolic pathways
Nucleocytoplasmic transport
mTOR signaling pathway
Ubiquitin mediated proteolysis
Spliceosome

S
g
IN
-

B 9 Prx-dsRNA 43485 GFP-dsRNA 31 B8 H 18 = B K% & A A KEGG & 8 2 47
Fig.9 KEGG Pathway Analysis of Differentially Expressed Proteins Between Prx-dsRNA
Treated and GFP-dsRNA Control Female Ticks

3 %W i

WFE 2 BT A I A B 75 T 19 480 A0 BT i i — A b DR S 1 4 e AL AR, G 32 SRR AE D e R AL T R
Gz BRSO S — B GRAE S A RN 0 HE B W rh 83 R AR AE L AT I R E R A B T R B K
F MR AEPUBCRAS T LB [CAF h () Prx 65K 2B R B 3 — 038 i % it PCR B 0iF , Prx 78 5 [C
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