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Review on the molecular mechanisms of heat shock proteins in

regulating virus infection in plants
XIA Tao,LUO Mu,LIN Yanxi , LIAO Qiansheng
(College of Life Sciences and Medicine, Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: Plant viruses are diverse and rapidly spreading, causing enormous harm to crop production
in the world. The invasion, replication, inter-cellular movement, and systemic expansion of viruses in
plants require the involvement of heat shock proteins (HSPs). In the meantime, HSPs mediate gene
silencing, disease defense, and endoplasmic reticulum stress to respond to virus infection in plants. To
further enhance the understanding of the regulatory molecular mechanisms of HSPs involved in virus
infection upon the plants, this review delves into the involvement of plant HSPs in viral life cycle activities
and the molecular mechanisms by which HSPs modulate plant antiviral responses. It summarizes the
multifaceted roles played by HSPs during viral infection in plants, aiming to provide theoretical guidance
for the development of novel antiviral control strategies.
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defense; endoplasmic reticulum stress
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BRI e R T BT 1Y 5 KA YR
E XY At A A A R T B R fEE .
20 tHat iy E G H X, AR AR 0 RN 22 AR
) RS2 15 3 /N 22 080 20 96 ~ 30 %% 5 3 FLAF
A R R €5 A R i 1Y 1 IR R B ot AR
WEE AR EY) A 7 52 3™ 5 a3, ™ 5 I R PR IRSE
SEOR e B LY, IE CHEE RNA (+ single
stranded RNA, + ssRNA) J & & i + & 19 HL 9 9
B HE, B 45 ¥ KN 4L it 9 # (Cucumber mosaic
virus, CMV) | 5 #% 2 Y i # (Potato virus Y,
PVY) F1 4 & FE i 95 3 ( Tobacco mosaic virus,
TMV) %, 23X RAEY) i i B G

P 9 (Heat shock proteins, HSPs) & —2&
3k A7 AE T JRA% AR W R LA A W rh S5 4 b e B R
SF YR BT TE e U R T R R Rk DL SR i A B
XA AR R )1, HSPs fE oy FHEIES S
16 52 SR DR AT B 1Y 2R 1 BT, A fi & AR M0 2R 1 R A
A PR AR M 2 00 B 3R B 0 N 1 P A S AR E
W&,

HSPs Flp 2 4 ith (1) 2 U iU A% 0 6 425 ) 4%
e 45 0 B AR Y i B B AR T O RE Y
HSPs 598 4 15 19 A [F) 21 340 BAE T, 35 B 2
FIH AR =GR A7 5 PR 24 52 1 L 240 1) % 2l A R
B — o BAPUREE N T HIRERY HSPs fig
B T 55 B 1 FE I ST 0 R AR RO R A R S
HSPs gig—“ I8, 1E | G845 955 B EAH Y 1=
YeidFE, ASCXS HSPs P45 B (= Gt i # b iy
S FHURRIF 2538, B 4h HSPs 7690 8 4= YL fa o) it
TR BT A AR 0, B FE S T R T BB i B 4 TR
SR HE .

1 RHEANEYFIRE

HSPs T 1962 4F ¢ I 75 R MR g & BH L 1979
SRS PR B S s R N ARLAY) HSPs; HSPs
TEARVEYIR P R RS 25 T I A9k b i
HEAKEF R, HSPs Kt Risg B T4
Py L8 25 S LR ) AR A= 30 5 8 A PR I
HSPs e P O A8 PR 8 FH A Tk 35 A= 1R
Pri kRS . MY HSPs (5T 5 B4 v 7R R
38R B AL 5 A o D RE L 2 BE T R PR
AR 2> fih 7 A= i B HSPs , DT 6k 42 41 5 34
ST A B i R . AR 2 iR AT R

HSPs 43 24 HSP100, HSP90, HSP70, HSP60 #i
sHSP 2R [R26 5, 2) HSP100 38 3 7775 40 fo % . 40
LT ARAR RS A B 2~3 A4S ATP 256 4
B, RERSTE BR AR IT B B4 =L A FE LKL T1E
F 0T R R A A B N AR S e R o AR
FAY s b)Y HSPOO 1 5 vl 4 B LA A1 ) i 45 400 ol o - ik
FELE, RN E AT S M IF S 5 E A 2 Gt
T2 o HSP70 & ATPAR#MEMRE A 3 15
FEORSF OSSR B, SR A6 R AL AR W R L AR Rk rh 2
BPEFRR I F AR R E R R AR A PrE.
W& gt 1.5y 50 1 3h 25 - 7 A 5 ) HSP60 & Tl
YyRh rP R RS I B TR 2 — R ARSGA S B A O
RO (TS AL BN IR 7 AN ALK TE AR
— AN SR A T ARG R T A R SR
AU A0 32 T 5 ) sHSP 5 8 F 5 A
XA F i N 12~43 kDa AN, 243 T REA8 191k
FH s LABJ 1 AN T 22 0 2 1 - 1 B AH B (R i
VR [ R B PN . HSPs 19 & B A 02 3 RE
(1) e8] B X ERL A A4 A A T 3 1o A X6 PR B AR A LA
B, VERSFAER, HSPs 768 A T & %
AP R O E T A TR ARt
PR R R BIRTR YT B AL TR A AR RS

2 AHERBATLREEGEHED

2.1 HSPs =% &\ 4 A

g I et R 1R TR Ar E A AR kB
R SRS B b B8 7 17 200 0 6 T O 25 7 A O B 2F A4
JHL PR 33X — ik BN 5 3 o 2 A A S B T 4
W N Je S5 ) AR S AL RE2E5E T A . RNA A
5 RNA % & B ( RNA dependent RNA
polymerase, RARp) H1 9 & RNA Zwfith, 2% 7 & il
SRR Ay S HE . HSP70 5 35 i 1% 1k M\ MG 7%
(Tomato bushy stunt virus, TBSV) 4w 15 1) RdRp
FEAEHIIFEE RARp 5 2 40 i 5 b, 3 — 20 Py
Bh2 255 Tl R AR . HSPs e db 7 2 i 40 i
HRHE AN, 2 B AR E T 8 B BE A5 i B 52 30
SN FNDY" R 30572 Wi s T 452 % B R S M R 27 2 4 A
UERZSE= AR
2.2 HSPs & 5RBERHEEH

INREIR YA EAMLE , TR A A E IR LR
il B A DR 2 o 2 i 7R 5 8 7 2 2 R B R
T T U RE DR 2 5 T 35 4R Y Be T FREoh
PR, RAdRp 527 £ 09 HSPs AHE AR, #F
AR SRR BE H SR AL . 75 Erb il —a
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HSPs BEAZ A ] RARP B35 P, DA 0 05 75 19 4=
Yt NbHSP0 5 47 & M 955 8 ( Bamboo mosaic
virus, BaMV) 1) 3" UTR # HAE e S 5
BaMV RNA & il () 7 31 iy Bt s NbHSP90 i A 15
BaMV 1 RdRp #HEAFEH], #1552 0 BaMV 1Y 52 ),
il BaMV JEHZ1 RNA RN, 6K-VPg-Pro j&
B N A% (Turnip mosaic virus, TuMV) % 15
A H. e E W TR PR AR AL
6K-VPg-Pro % RdRp 1 AtHSP70 8 55 2| 4 il i
PR DR A A 1 /N3, 3] RARp 6 32 107 52 1) 9 75
&, HSP70 4 # R 45 JE 3% 8 ( Cucumber
necrosis virus, CNV) HSP70 A1 B 1E H, 1E & #2
CNV B B 41 my & 2. 3F i 8 ok & il 9% #
(Tomato yellow leaf curl virus, TYLCV)BJ CP #ll
HSP9O 35 37 75 41 I 5« 75 7 il R UL B HSP70 2
I/ BE AR R s 7E R A UUER HSP9O TR A2k |
B ALK LA CP ALY HSPs P,
B A PR 2H 52 ) 08 1 AL ) & AN AR ] 0l 25 22 ) A
fRYLRE )77 B
2.3 HSPs xR EH I

o B R IR) A% 3 2 R GE PR AR e i B 2D R L (H
FEYIRI IR 22 FLARAR /N R R Tk AR SR, AT
b il X — B A5, 96 7 4 5 1) (Movement protein,
MP) i iz 5 i 8] i 22 AH B AR T 8 79 i Rl 3% 22 £l A
{7599 B RE A% 18 3, B 70 M 1R) JBE PN A /N IR 245
T4, DT REZS BL - k38 " VR s i F i ik A2, MP
1E HSPs 2+ 5 T 5 Ui 18] 3% 22 647 95 5% 09 Jifd 18] 7%
. FRAEME R (Abutilon mosaic viruss AbMV){%
Ye?F E W], g4k HSP70 5 ABMYV ZRfid iy MP
AHEAE PR B9 512 31, iH4R4K HSP70 5 MP JE 1K
5 6 W) e 4l LA [ 5 g Ak T A2 R, M
HSP70 T AN 125 112 3h . (5 055 25 1) &2 1l
WA 32 2 B . KR 45 80% % (Rice stripe
virus, RSV{R 4L 25 F MY )5 . K HSP60 53 5
MP M EAE I U &K HSP60 # MP 143 2212
FETH P AR 3 AR 0 AT A A 0 A B B B
ML HSP26.5 5 TMV ¥ MP Fi4i ¥ & (1 H +
ATAF2 M EAEFIE 0 52 G W 7% 30 40 i A%
AP MP G T B A 2 1 {2 BE TMV RS2 1 7%
ZH . N B AE 5 3 (Wheat yellow mosaic
virus, WYMV) R YL )5, 9 Hh TaHSP23. 6 ARk
T S T v AR S B 4R B » TaHSP23. 6 15 CP A
AR A F TR B SR 2 Y SR A A T Y
Boh,

3 HSPs A= #E Wb im 2 5 1

3.1 HSPs FiEE R EEITE

RNA JT B8R 2 AE Y 32 00 22 B L H 22—
AHY) BENE IR 5 7 L K 4H RNA - 4E Dicer fif§ Fll
AGO FEHMIVER T R 4 RNA, DL il 5
) H AL . HSPs BEA% 5 5L PRI B AH OC 25 1 AH
A AP v 2 DR T0 BR80T 0 e B AR L
CMV BT R AGO1L 3 H 7% HSP70 4k
HEaE % IR 5 RNA JUER AR, AR 75
R4 NRA &8, HSPY0 0 TYLCV BT
BMEI R V2 BIEE SRR AR RNA DUBREY
ANZ W, o 26 15 HSPOO fE B B [ I & il
TYLCV i E 4% HSP %1% RRP6 & 15
TuMV 1 PVX JUBAM G I8 52 A A LA ) L
T HE 1 REAR A EAEY H TuMV A1 PVX LR
YRR A A T BRI R RS I A )
FERDUBR BN » HSPs 38 235 410 1] 995 22 2 5 11 150 SR 417
)2 P 6 e R R T R s A A DG B 1 A T
PE AR 28 5 1 AT 6905 22 1R GeARL 4
3.2 HSPs B YIRS B EYLE
3.2.1 HSPs ###5 R HE AW

R R FUTEAR W) B s 25 B 18 S5 7 v e 4 o AR
FH B AIT 45506 15 n A 25 11 LG R (s 54
W, i ZAE PP R B R N . DA E Y N
(Potato virus Y,PVY){Z4 )5, HSP70 #l R & HAH
AR S S St PVY P4 Hik 3% 2E, HSP70
MR s DR % PVY LR, HSPYo
HIES REFHEAEH SIS S A RE G 451
WUME G AREL PR R &, i
T R A G YE LUE AR YOS #E B8 s HSP9O T
PFIR IR R B AR, M F L4 Bk
TXF 44 % X 9% # (Potato virus X, PVX) #y$i
PEPST S IR IF R & A sHSP A B AE S 1R 51 40 5
s EE (Tobacco etch virus, TEV) i CP, 338 1
Wil TEV KBS THYIXT TEV Mt ;
HSP18. 2 B R 8 A 936 M LA 55 0 /e 7+ B9 Do
FBHR N . A T TuMV 205 85 Y %
F 5 R E T RE S TR 15 40 5% 2R 11 LA AR B
AR N7 5 2E 10 R A 0 X6 o 2 A 0 . HSPs 38 3k
5 REAMEER. & R EARZEH BB R
F O BE i AR 1 R e B AR
3.2.2 HSPs ¥ PTI/ETI i&f%

I J A4 R O 43 AR 5K ik & f 88 (Pathogen-
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associated molecular pattern triggered immunity,
PTD F1 %L N F fih & # #& (Effector triggered
immunity » ETD @ A& EAR YU B A S0 4
BT A T T L s o O 7 S TR D
(A s R B A0 BT b ok S PTT B A i 448 Jf-fink
R B g BB ETI, Rac G A Y P
ETI/PTUE S Rl BryiH v K+ Z—,HSP70 5
JKFE Rac 5 HIEUE G Y LA FKFREHGT TMV 1Y
2, fEid KI5 OsRac KFEH . TMV HFL R &1
WREMLEY . HSPO R Grpo4 AU 52 7K
(Pattern recognition receptors, PRRs) i 3 %/ F
AR Grpo4 1 FE X PRR R0 A 4 D g
KEZE, PIREIT Grpo4 Al PRR A EAE Y 2 &
PRI PRR 19 5 (57, I FHRE M 00055 2 (Beet curly
top virus, BCTV) 12 J¢7*), LRR 3% & #f % i
(LRR-receptor-like kinases, RLKs) £ HSP40 #l
BiP & A YMEM T 2547 0 20 B0 25 00 5 67, 9 5 38 1
PR T AE MR EE (Soybean mosaic viruss SMV) [
CP 410 il 95 # 1= Y LR JF°Y . HSP100 R % (1
TYNBS1 /M5 T %t TYLCV #4itk, TYNBSI
5y Cl HAZAIPK Cl HAfGssa R
FEAHRSL IS Y ETI @286 TYLCV 7
Yet) . HSPs P55 55 2 5 1) 26 U A9 8 2R 40
SRR REA fR 22 G H 5, {2 HSPs ££ PTI/ETI
o 5 o 1% AR v i BARANE T 23 7 IR AL A7)
AFFRADII
3.2.3 HSPs ### HR/PCD

R FERA T BB A8 N (Hypersensitive response.
HRO A AE , J2 05 B 75 e W1 4= G4 19 20 48U 52 3158
il » DA S AR S 40 Y R 7 1 40 e AE T (Programmed
cell death, PCD), 7 J& 86 57 9 7 f= YL AE bk 52 I &
itk HR(Systemic HR, SHR) , HSPs ###% HR #ll
PCD S 85 12 Yo 47 e A 9 1) s AR D0, it o
2% 8 (Tomato chlorosis virus, ToCV ) {2 41 #EH,
il HSPOO I 4% 22 2 J 15 AL 5 H1 8 (Mitogen-
activated protein kinase, MAPK) 255 Jz i i 7 H it 25
H IR Tl it A LUSE s A W 15 5 5 S 0 T 1 SR A )
PCD, 4] ToCV {24, T ¥ 1k HSPO i3 i
ToCV BLREHIN . TYLCV i H2 2 A2 fil
& HR 4R %K, HSF2 5 H2 2 FA AR A A
T TYLCV 24 % A . HSPs il it 2 5 HR Al
PCD s FEAERE O EELI] T A 45 R AR ] . HSPs
REE LT MAPK 908K 555 5 i@ 42 4 i PCD, #E1
PRI 1R Y, S G5 PCD R 52 M 75 52 i LA

BT RE  BAa 2 7 i s IO R R A 1 55 HSPs
AHEAE G 230 » HSPs 35 T3 HR R RER 4.
3.3 HSPs = K R M N SRS

FEAE 56 512 Yo ad B2 o, 908 2 4 A A 26 (K =
FRRRAETE N T I, 24 P4 5 4T & 2 1 TR 9 B
TR ENRURTE , 22 A= P IR 38 300 a0 2 ) il — 2B 4=
ORI 1B AT (A e & I ST = - & A
(Unfolded protein response, UPR) #Liil, LATH & ™A
JoT X v S R RO AR S S 915 S G
P9 o TR B SR 58 . HSP K%Y NbP3IP
It 5 E ARG I NDATGS (A E AT, B
fift RSV [ P3, AT FREDF R R YL . TMV (24
IR IF 5 5 S P 0 9 7 3%, HSP %% % A & 11 7
CDC48 Rl F1 TMV 1) MP M B AE B B2 A1,
W5 MP DA PN J5 955 B8 2 240 e J5ic v 0 0 400 1 s 4%
el WA R B AR Y W 0 . HSP K 1
bZIP60 2 [ LA HE Wi 25 AR B s TR AR L S5 0
hZIP60 23 A 2% % 2 B 40 M Jok v o 7E— R AR I
T 15 1R 2R AR A 5 D 7 8 | & AR P e
TR R A AR Y R R N R R S
UPR LA B0 85 1 56 8, HSPs BE T B B2 B A
o5 B A 5 2 1 AR ] 42 %, 8 m] 90 45 P 5 D) N 381
M LASE SR M SRS B BE 2 5, R A0 8
AR R E ZebE S HSPs 2wk (.

4 HREHH

Y HSPs |12 2 5 TR A4 A 016 30
FEIRTEE R S L BH I AL AN N B AE HSPs 19
WA N HEA LR TR Y A 4. HSPs it 5
o5 B A i B (1 AH AR FH I 450 1 10 & L RS 8
TR oz B RN B AR Y RARp .MP il CP;
HSPs FJ 2 4 1% 2 1B L2 A 1A 202800 2 g 5
F14) AR 1 T35 P RN A0 L o7, 2 TR s R FE AR . M
EEXPR BRI Y ib A T — R 50 B AL . AL 45 3k
TUER P 75 B AR S 7 A P Joit DO 1 38 . 66 PRI O SRR
Y FEHURHLE Z —, HSPs 45 AGO TG
LS A ) 5L PR 3 Bk, HSPs i i 5% 0 PTI/ETI
A2 ARG R I BE G G AR 1 Y #R XS PTT/
ETT i1 Ia 4 AR BRI 50 F-VE AL A5 A
FRRAWTIY . 535 (2 e 5 A 9 7™ A 9 J5T I
W BT 5 R AP » HSPs 18 12 81 P4 5 0 17 38
- AR B R Y . HSPs it 5 Bkt #rp
F14) KB B, 1R AR P SR VR 4 5 A= i SR 0 T sl R
YT EE B AR RN (ILEL D
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HSPs M/E I 28 88 T8 T 55w B A A1 S w5
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