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Abstract:



In the past decade, molecular surveys of viral diversity have revealed that viruses are the most diverse and abundant biological entities on Earth. In culture, however, most viral isolates that infect microbes are represented by a few variants isolated on type strains, limiting our ability to study how natural variation affects virus-host interactions in the laboratory. We screened a set of 137 hot spring samples for viruses that infect a geographically diverse panel of the hyperthemophilic crenarchaeon Sulfolobus islandicus. We isolated and characterized eight SIRVs (Sulfolobus islandicus rod-shaped viruses) from two different regions within Yellowstone National Park (USA). Comparative genomics revealed that all SIRV sequenced isolates share 30 core genes that represent 50–60% of the genome. The core genome phylogeny, as well as the distribution of variable genes (shared by some but not all SIRVs) and the signatures of host-virus interactions recorded on the CRISPR (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats) repeat-spacer arrays of S. islandicus hosts, identify different SIRV lineages, each associated with a different geographic location. Moreover, our studies reveal that SIRV core genes do not appear to be under diversifying selection and thus we predict that the abundant and diverse variable genes govern the coevolutionary arms race between SIRVs and their hosts.
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1. Introduction


The discovery of diverse and novel viruses that infect bacteria [1,2,3] and archaea [4,5,6] has revived interest in the viruses of microbes. No longer viewed only as the tools of molecular biology [7,8], viruses are now recognized to play key roles in the environment as drivers of evolution and population structure [9,10,11]. For the most part, like bacteria and archaea, different viruses are represented by one or two variants isolated on a single host. This poses a bottleneck in studying and understanding the vast and uncharacterized “viral dark matter” uncovered by metagenomics [12,13] or predicting their impact on the environment. Acidic hot springs offer an excellent system for studying host-virus interactions because they have discrete and clearly defined boundaries in which host populations are geographically isolated and culture-independent studies have identified a scaffold of viral diversity in these low-complexity environments [14]. Furthermore, in the past few decades, a great effort has been made to study and characterize the viruses that infect the crenarchaeal species that inhabit these types of hot springs (for review see [4,5,15]), uncovering novel genes [16], unusual and exceptional virion morphotypes [17], and unique virion egress mechanisms [18,19].



SIRVs (Sulfolobus islandicus rod-shaped viruses) were among the first viruses to challenge the notion that most crenarchaeal viruses exist only in a non-lytic, carrier state [20], making them an excellent target to study how lytic viruses shape natural microbial communities. SIRVs belong to the Rudiviridae family and to date, only two SIRV isolates from Iceland, SIRV1 and SIRV2, have been characterized [20,21,22,23,24] and established as a model system for studying host-virus interactions in the laboratory [22,25,26]. The virions of SIRV2, the type member of the family, are non-enveloped, stiff rods that measure approximately 23 nm × 900 nm [20]. These viruses have linear, double-stranded DNA (dsDNA) genomes, do not integrate into the host chromosome and, like some bacterial spores, package A-form DNA [27], which could play a role in stabilizing DNA in harsh environmental conditions typical of acidic hot springs. A detailed investigation of its life cycle has revealed that SIRV2 induces massive degradation of the host chromosome and causes the formation of seven fold symmetrical pyramid-like structures on the cell membrane that disrupt the host’s S-layer and open up at the end of the infection, lysing the cell and releasing new virions [18,28].



Moreover, the genomes of all Sulfolobus islandicus wild isolates harbor the sequence specific CRISPR-Cas (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats–CRISPR-associated proteins) adaptive immune system [29,30] that has been demonstrated to prevent natural viral infection in S. islandicus [31], adding a new dimension to understanding virus-host interactions in these environments. Signatures of host-virus interactions recorded in the CRISPR repeat-spacer arrays of S. islandicus genomes from Russia and North America suggest an ongoing coevolutionary arms race with local viral populations, including SIRVs [32]. Yet the diversity and distribution of SIRVs has only been assessed using PCR surveys of viral coat protein sequences [33] and through metagenomic sequencing [34].



To better understand host-virus coevolutionary dynamics, here we seek to augment our current knowledge about SIRV diversity in natural environments. We isolate and characterize eight novel SIRVs from different regions within Yellowstone National Park and investigate their host range and biogeographic distribution using comparative genomics and the coevolutionary signatures recorded in the CRISPR-Cas repeat spacer arrays of S. islandicus hosts.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Environmental Sampling


Liquid samples were collected from 24 acidic hot springs in seven different regions of Yellowstone National Park, United States, between June and September 2010 and from five different hot springs from the Mutnovsky volcano in Kamchatka, Russia, in August 2010 (Table S1). A total of 50 mL of each sample was filtered through a 0.22 μm PES (polyethersulfone) filter (EMD Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA) and stored at 4 °C for transportation. The remaining unfiltered samples were transported at room temperature and used to establish enrichment cultures.




2.2. Enrichment Cultures of Environmental Samples


Enrichment cultures (E1) were established by inoculating 19 mL of liquid dextrin-tryptone (DT) medium [35] at pH 3.5 with 1 mL of the unfiltered environmental sample. Liquid cultures were grown aerobically in glass tubes and shaken at 78 °C, and were checked daily for up to 14 days. A total of 15 mL of turbid enrichment sample was centrifuged for 20 min at 4000 rpm and the supernatant was collected and stored at 4 °C. A second enrichment (E2) was established by transferring 1 mL of E1 into 19 mL of fresh DT medium and, if turbid after up to 14 days of incubation, was centrifuged as described above.




2.3. Viral Isolation and Purification


A set of 11 S. islandicus strains were selected to represent both space and time within Yellowstone National Park and Kamchatka (Table S2), and were used as bait hosts to screen for the presence of viruses in direct filtered environmental samples and enrichment supernatants. Ten microliters of each sample were spotted on overlays of sucrose-yeast (SY) medium [36], mixed with a 10× concentrated suspension of mid-log cells of each of the 11 bait hosts, and incubated at 78 °C, as previously described [31]. Plates were monitored for the formation of clearing zones over the course of five days. Positive samples were selected for further purification on the host they infected best (Table S2). Samples were serially diluted and plated on overlays of the bait host as previously described [31] and incubated at 78 °C for up to five days. If plaque formation was detected, an individual plaque was picked from the plate using a sterile needle and used to re-inoculate 2 mL of a mid-log culture of the bait host in DT medium. The infected culture was incubated for 48 h and filtered through a 0.22 μm PES membrane filter (EMD Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA) to remove cells. The filtrate containing virus was serially diluted and plated on the bait host and the plaque purification procedure was repeated a total of three times. Filtrates of purified plaques were visually screened by transmission electron microscopy (TEM) for the presence of a single virion morphotype. Stocks of purified virus were prepared by inoculating 500 mL of mid-log cells of each bait host with 1 mL of the plaque purified virus filtrates and at 48 h post infection (hpi), were filtered through a 0.22 μm PES membrane filter (EMD Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA) to remove cells, concentrated using Corning® Spin-X® UF 20 mL Centrifugal Concentrator (MWCO, 30,000; Corning, Inc., Corning, NY, USA), and stored at 4 °C for future experiments.




2.4. Virus Quantification and Cross-Infection Assays


Cultures were started from frozen stocks in 2 mL of liquid DT medium for each of the S. islandicus host strains. When cultures turned cloudy, they were transferred into 20 mL of DT medium in tissue culture flasks (BD Falcon, Bedford, MA, USA) and incubated without shaking. For each culture, approximately 3 × 108 cells were collected from mid-log cultures by low speed centrifugation, resuspended in 500 μL of DT medium, mixed with 100 μL of each dilution (10°–10−10), and plated on overlays of SY medium containing 0.1% yeast extract and 0.2% sucrose, as previously described [36], to determine viral titers. Dilutions were performed and plated in triplicate for each sample. SIRV stocks were diluted to 1 × 107, 1 × 106 and 1 × 104 pfu (plaque forming units)/mL, and lawns of host cells were spotted with 10 μL of each of the virus dilutions and incubated at 78 °C. Lawns were monitored every 24 h for five days. All SIRVs were spotted on their susceptible isolation host as a positive control of infection. Three independent virus dilutions from the same original stock were spotted on three independent host cultures.




2.5. DNA Extraction


100× TE (Tris-EDTA) buffer was added to 15 mL of concentrated virus sample to a final concentration of 1.4× and mixed thoroughly. Samples were then treated with nucleases (RNase and DNase) prior to nucleic acid extraction, as previously described [37]. Proteinase K and SDS (sodium dodecyl sulfate) were added to a final concentration of 0.4 mg/mL and 0.1%, respectively, and incubated for 1 h at 56 °C, inverting the tubes every 10 min. Phenol extraction was performed twice using warm (60 °C) TE saturated phenol, as previously described [37], followed by an extraction with phenol/chloroform/isoamyl alcohol (24:1) at room temperature. Two and a half volumes of ice-cold ethanol and 1:50 volume of 7.5 M sodium acetate were added to the aqueous phase. The tubes were incubated overnight at −20 °C and then centrifuged for 30 min at 8000 rpm. DNA pellets were resuspended in 1× TE and desalted using QIAEX II (Qiagen, Germantown, MD, USA) beads, following the manufacturer’s instructions.




2.6. Genome Sequencing and Assembly


Genomic libraries were prepared for all viruses using the NexteraXT kit (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA), following the manufacturer’s instructions. Libraries were pooled and sequenced using paired-end MiSeq v.2.5 (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA) by the W. M. Keck Center for Comparative and Functional Genomics at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. Reads were quality filtered using the FASTX-Toolkit [38] and adapters were trimmed using Cutadapt [39]. Assemblies were performed with Geneious version 7.0 and A5-miseq [40], yielding near complete sequences excluding the terminal inverted repeats. Paired-end reads and the average insert length obtained from the high sensitivity bioanalyzer results (Agilent Technologies Inc., Santa Clara, CA, USA) of the libraries were used to enhance assemblies.




2.7. Comparative Genomics and Phylogenetic Analysis of SIRVs


Open reading frames (ORFs) in the newly assembled genomes of SIRV11 (GenBank accession number: KY744234), SIRV4 (GenBank accession number: KY744231), SIRV5 (GenBank accession number: KY744233), SIRV6 (GenBank accession number: KY744235), SIRV7 (GenBank accession number: KY744232), SIRV8 (GenBank accession number: KY744229), SIRV9 (GenBank accession number: KY744228), SIRV10(GenBank accession number: KY744230 and the publicly available genomes of SIRV1 (GenBank accession number: NC_004087.1), and SIRV2 (GenBank accession number: NC_004086.1) were predicted using Prodigal v2.6.1 [41]. Homologous gene clusters were identified with OrthoMCL [42] using default parameters and were manually screened using all-against-all BLAST to ensure that all matches within a cluster had a bit score/max bit score value of 0.3 or higher [43]. TBLASTN searches of the amino acid sequences in each cluster against a database with all SIRV genomes were performed to find possible ORFs that were missed or miscalled in the original genome annotations. Genes that had not been previously characterized were analyzed using the NCBIs CD-Search tool [44]. Core and variable gene clusters with five or more members were translation aligned using MUSCLE [45] and were manually curated. Maximum likelihood phylogenies of individual core and variable gene clusters, in addition to a concatenated nucleotide alignment of the 30 core genes, were calculated with MEGA v. 6.06 [46] using the best fit model with 1000 bootstrap replicates. Pn/Ps ratios were calculated using SNAP v2.1.1 [47,48] and the number of base substitutions per site between sequences were conducted with the Jukes-Cantor model using Mega v.6.06 [46]. The codon positions included were 1st+2nd+3rd+Noncoding and all positions containing gaps and missing data were eliminated.




2.8. Phylogenetic Analyses of S. Islandicus Strains


Twelve MLSA (multilocus sequence analysis) loci (MobA, NiTra, IsoL, PAcyl, FePer, OCycl, BGlu, Heli, NuTrs, PeProt, SeBin, and ADehy) previously selected from S. islandicus core genes to be evenly distributed around the genome and maximize the number of single nucleotide polymorphism (SNPs) in the Mutnovsky population [49] were extracted from published S. islandicus genomes [50,51] and the draft genome assembly of S. islandicus Y.08.82.36 [31]. Nucleotide sequences were aligned using MUSCLE [45] and were manually inspected. Phylogenies of a concatenated nucleotide alignment of the 12 MLSA loci were inferred under maximum likelihood, as described above.




2.9. Host Variation


Homologs of cluster sso3138-sso3141 and cluster sso2386-sso2387, encoding the cell surface and type IV secretion proteins implicated in rudivirus entry in S. solfataricus [26], were found in all S. islandicus published genomes (M.16.4 (NC_012726.1), M.16.40 (NZ_AHJQ00000000.1), LAL14/1(NC_021058.1), REY15A (NC_017276.1), HVE10/4 (NC_017275.1), Y.G.57.14 (NC_012622.1), Y.N.15.51 (NC_012623.1), L.D.8.5 (NC_013769.1), L.S.2.15 (NC_012589.1), M.16.2 (NZ_AHJK00000000.1), M.16.12 (NZ_AHJL00000000.1), M.16.22 (NZ_AHJN00000000.1), M.14.25 (NC_012588.1), M.16.27 (NC_012632.1), M.16.46 (NZ_AHJS00000000.1), M.16.13 (NZ_AHJM00000000.1), M.16.47 (NZ_AHJT00000000.1), M.16.23 (NZ_AHJO00000000.1), M.16.30 (NZ_AHJP00000000.1), M.16.43 (NZ_AHJR00000000.1)) using BLASTN. Each gene was translation-aligned using MUSCLE [45] and manually curated, and maximum likelihood phylogenies were then constructed, as described above.




2.10. Analysis of CRISPR Spacer Matches


A total of 4370 CRISPR spacers from all published S. islandicus genomes and contigs from unpublished draft genomes from three Yellowstone National Park S. islandicus strains (Y08.82.36, NL13.C01.02, NL01.B.C01.24) were extracted using CRISPRfinder [52] and oriented based on the repeat sequence flanking the spacer. In-house software (CLdb v0.2, a computational toolset for comprehensively analyzing CRISPR locus diversity at the population or community-level, available at https://github.com/nick-youngblut/CLdb) was used to assess the CRISPR spacer matches of host strains against SIRVs, taking into account different parameters that have been previously shown to be important for CRISPR immunity in Sulfolobus, such as the percentage of the entire spacer matched, the percentage of the 5′ half and seed region of the spacer matched, and the presence of a protospacer associated motif (PAM) [53].





3. Results


3.1. Sampling


A total of 137 enrichment samples from 24 springs in seven different regions of Yellowstone National Park collected between June and September 2010 and 20 samples from six springs in the Mutnovsky Volcano in Kamchatka, Russia, were screened on a panel of diverse S. islandicus hosts (Tables S1 and S2). A total of eight Sulfolobus islandicus rod-shaped viruses were successfully isolated and purified from samples from Norris Geyser Basin and Nymph Lake, where 90% of the samples in Yellowstone National Park were collected. Kamchatka samples yielded no rudiviruses.




3.2. SIRV Isolation and Structure


All SIRVs were plaque purified three times on the S. islandicus strain they initially formed a zone of clearing on and were further characterized. The plaque morphology of these viruses was clear and uniform. The virus particles for all purified SIRVs constitute flexible rods which are 879 (±59) nm long and 22 (±3) nm wide, and display short tail fibers, as previously described [21] (Figure 1 and Figure S1). We have designated these new viruses SIRV11 through SIRV10.


Figure 1. Electron Micrographs of Sulfolobus islandicus rod-shaped viruses SIRV5 (a) and SIRV8 (b) stained with 2% uranyl acetate. Scale bar 100 nm.
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3.3. Comparative Genomics of Sulfolobus Islandicus Rod-Shaped Core Genome


The average genome size was 34,769 bp (±1545), with between 49 and 61 ORFS predicted for each of the genomes and an average G + C content of 26.5% (±0.6) (Table S3). A total of 94 homologous gene clusters from the genomes of eight Yellowstone National Park SIRVs were identified, in addition to the previously described SIRV1 and SIRV2 from Iceland. Thirty of these clusters are core (shared among all strains) and represent between 50% and 60% of the ORFs in each genome (Figure 2).


Figure 2. Maximum Likelihood phylogeny of a concatenated nucleotide alignment of SIRV core genes. Asterisks (*) at branches indicate 100% bootstrap support as a percent of 1000 replicates. Scale bar represents substitutions per site. Colored boxes highlight strains by geographic location (yellow: Nymph lake, green: Norris Geyser Basin and blue: Iceland). Genome maps of the SIRVs are shown to the right. Genes shown in color represent core genes and cluster numbers are denoted on the type virus SIRV2. Annotations or predicted function (if available) for core genes are shown. Variable genes are shown in gray.
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3.3.1. Core Genome


Among these core genes are the major capsid protein [54], three structural proteins [55,56], and the protein responsible for the formation of pyramid-like structures that allow virion release upon infection [18,57] (Figure 2, Table S4). Other proteins important for replication initiation [23] and transcriptional regulation [24] are part of the core genome. Of the core proteins, eight clusters (c22, c23, c24, c26, c27, c28, c29, and c30) match sequences in S. islandicus genomes. These sequences include glycosyltransferases, methyltransferases, a tRNA-guanine transglycosilase, and DNA replication proteins (Table S4). The ratio of nonsynonymous to synonymous variation (Pn/Ps) within the 30 SIRV core clusters (Table S5) shows that all 30 clusters are under relaxed purifying selection (Pn/Ps < 1) [40,41].



The majority of core genes, including all structural proteins, the major capsid protein, glycosyltransferases, and methyltranferases, are clustered towards the central region of the genome and are syntenous in all 10 SIRVs (Figure 2). The remaining core genes are syntenous in all Yellowstone SIRVs, but are rearranged as compared to the Icelandic SIRVs (Figure 2). Homologues to some of these core proteins have been reported in other rudiviruses, in some lipothrixiviruses, and in the Sulfolobus tengchongensis spindle-shaped virus (Table S4) [20,24,54,55,56].



Figure 2 shows a maximum likelihood phylogeny of a concatenated nucleotide alignment of the 30 core SIRV genes where strains cluster by geographic location with significant bootstrap support (100%). Yellowstone strains not only cluster by the region within Yellowstone, but also by the spring from which they were isolated within each region. The majority (19/30) of maximum likelihood phylogenies for each individual core cluster support this grouping by geographic location (Yellowstone and Iceland) (Figure S2). Some core genes show incongruent topologies (Figure S3) with significant bootstrap support, suggesting there is recombination between viruses from different hot springs and different regions within Yellowstone. For core cluster 3 and cluster 5, some of the Yellowstone isolates were more closely related to Iceland isolates than to other Yellowstone isolates (Figure S3), suggesting either that novel alleles were gained by horizontal gene transfer in Yellowstone, diversifying selection is playing a role in promoting diversity in this region, or both. Gene transfer between Iceland and Yellowstone in terms of these SIRV viruses is also possible, but less likely. We did not observe any relationship between the genes that showed incongruent topologies and their respective, distributed locations throughout the genome.



Our data supports that the differences we observe between clades result from the evolutionary history of isolation of the viruses and not from the isolation host range or time of isolation. SIRV8, SIRV9, and SIRV10 were all isolated using the same host M.16.4 (Figure 3), yet SIRV11, SIRV5, SIRV6, and SIRV7 all infect M.16.4. SIRV6 and SIRV11 were both isolated on Y.08.82.36, a host isolated from the Norris Geyser Basin region of Yellowstone, yet they group by location and neither groups with the Norris Geyser Basin isolates. We can also observe that the viruses do not group by the date the sample was collected (Figure 3), as SIRV6 and SIRV11 come from samples collected on the same day, as do SIRV5 and SIRV10, yet they cluster by geographic location of isolation.


Figure 3. Sulfolobus islandicus susceptibility and CRISPR (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats) spacer matches against Yellowstone SIRVs. Blue bars indicate that a zone of clearing was formed at high (H) 1 × 107 pfu (plaque forming units)/ml, medium (M) 1 × 106 pfu/mL or low (L) 1 × 104 pfu/mL viral challenge. Darkest blue denotes that a zone of clearing was formed on that host on all three replicates, lightest blue denotes that a plaque was formed only on one of the replicates, and white denotes that no clearing was formed in any of the replicates. Presence of CRISPR matches with a protospacer adjacent motif PAM (red) and without a PAM (grey) are shown. A darker shade represents a higher number of matches. Empty cells indicate that no matches fit the criteria. Tree above S. islandicus host strains represents a Maximum Likelihood phylogeny of a concatenated nucleotide alignment of 12 MLSA (multilocus sequence analysis) loci for these strains. Asterisks on branches indicate bootstrap support >80% as a percent of 1000 replicates. Scale bar represents substitutions per site.
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3.3.2. Variable Genome


Variable genes for all SIRV isolates were generally clustered towards the periphery of the genome (Figure 2). The majority of variable genes have no significant matches to other proteins or known protein domains in the databases (Table S6). Two have putative annotations as a DNA binding protein [23,56] and a dUTPase [55].



Variable genes of SIRV also support a historical biogeographic distribution, where more closely related strains share more of their variable gene content (Figure 4). SIRV1 and SIRV2 share 11 genes that are absent from the Yellowstone SIRVs and SIRV2 has an additional set of 11 genes that are not shared with any other SIRV. A total of 36 of the variable genes present in Yellowstone SIRVs are absent from both of the Icelandic isolates. Within Yellowstone, SIRVs that are from the same hot spring share more of their variable genes (Figure 4). Three variable gene clusters are exclusive to Nymph Lake isolates, and two are unique for all Norris Geyser Basin isolates. Eight clusters are shared only among isolates that were isolated from the same hot spring. Not only the presence/absence of these variable genes is shared among isolates from the same geographic location, but also their location and organization in the genome (Figure S4). Grouping by geographic location is supported by phylogenetic analyses of variable clusters with five or more sequences (Figure S5) where there is significant bootstrap support.


Figure 4. Presence/absence of variable genes in the different SIRVs. Colored boxes highlight strains by geographic location (yellow: Nymph lake, green: Norris Geyser Basin and blue: Iceland). Tree represents a Maximum Likelihood phylogeny of a concatenated nucleotide alignment of SIRV core genes. Asterisks (*) at branches indicate 100% bootstrap support as a percent of 1000 replicates. Scale bar represents substitutions per site. Grey dots represent sequence is present, but there is no start codon. Blue dots represent gene found in more than one copy.
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3.4. Host-Virus Interactions Recorded in the S. Islandicus CRISPR Repeat Spacer Arrays


To further test SIRV biogeographic patterns, we looked at the signatures of host-virus interactions recorded in the CRISPR-Cas adaptive immune system, which is present in all Sulfolobus islandicus strains sequenced to date and has been demonstrated to confer immunity against natural viral infection in this species [31]. To study biogeographic patterns, we looked at the nucleotide identity of the spacer matches to the SIRVs and we used this as a measure of divergence of the virus fragment recorded in the CRISPR array and the sequenced virus, as has been previously described [32]. All spacers were compared to the SIRV genomes and matches with more than 50% sequence identity to the entire spacer are shown (Figure 5). Figure 5 shows that spacers match with a higher percent identity to local as compared to foreign viruses, supporting that S. islandicus hosts have interacted with viruses that are more closely related to local virus populations. Of all the Yellowstone spacers on our database, 29.4% (225/765) matched an SIRV with more than 50% sequence ID of the entire spacer. Although the smallest pool of spacers in our database was from Lassen National Park, 18.2% (93/510) of the spacers sampled from this region matched SIRVs with more than 50% ID. On the contrary, only 2.4% (55/2330) of the spacers from Kamchatka that correspond to more than 50% of the spacers in our database matched SIRV genomes from Yellowstone or Iceland with >50% sequence identity. To further investigate this, we examined a set of spacers that were PCR amplified and sequenced from Kamchatka S. islandicus isolates [49], excluding those already in our previous database, to find that only 3.2% of the spacers matched any SIRV with more than 50% ID of the entire spacer, consistent with the fact that SIRVs were not recovered from Kamchatka.


Figure 5. CRISPR spacer matches of spacers from S. islandicus strains from different geographical locations to SIRVs from Yellowstone and Iceland. Only matches with >50% identity are shown. Diameter of circles indicates the number of matches at that % identity. Smallest circle represents one match, largest circle represents 48 matches.
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Although on average 41.3% (±1.3) of core, 36.7% (±1.9) of variable, and 58.9% (±2.4) of non-coding SIRV base pairs are matched, the distribution of spacers with significant matches (>50% of the entire spacer) show that more spacers from our database match core genes (66.7 ± 2.0%) than they do variable genes (12.0 ± 6.5%) or non-coding regions (21.3% ± 6.4).




3.5. Host Range of SIRVs


Lawns of S. islandicus strains from different geographic locations were spotted with 10 μL of the eight isolated SIRVs at three different concentrations: high (1 × 107 pfu/mL), medium (1 × 106 pfu/mL), and low (1 × 104 pfu/mL), and were monitored for the appearance of clearing zones for five days.



Figure 3 shows the differences among host populations isolated from different locations. Strains from Kamchatka for the most part lack high identity CRISPR spacers to any of the SIRV strains with or without a PAM. Kamchatka strains were susceptible to all SIRV strains. Figure 3 illustrates that these infection patterns are not correlated with the phylogeny of the viral core genes or the genes present in these strains, and therefore, are likely host-derived traits. In the Yellowstone, Lassen, and Iceland strains, there is greater potential for immunity with abundant CRISPR spacers >50% ID and containing a PAM (Figure 3, Table S7). This is correlated to an overall lower infectivity of these viruses in these strains (Figure 3). Strain Y.08.82.36 does not appear to contain significant CRISPR matches to five of the SIRVs (SIRV5, SIRV6, SIRV8, SIRV9, and SIRV10), but is not infected by three of these strains (SIRV5, SIRV9, and SIRV10) except at the highest titer challenge, suggesting variation in infectivity that is independent of the CRISPR immunity occurring among these viruses. Six virus-host pairs that should have immunity formed plaques, even at the low titer challenge, showing potential for anti-CRISPR activity (Y.08.82.36:SIRV11, L.D.8.5:SIRV4, LAL1/14:SIRV9, and LAL14/1-L.S.2.15:SIRV6 and 10). The viruses that can potentially evade immunity do not share a phylogenetic affiliation or clustered set of variable genes and possibly do not share a specific mechanism to target CRISPR immunity.



To further investigate the susceptibility patterns of these hosts to SIRV infection, we compared two gene loci that encode for cell surface proteins and type IV secretion proteins in Sulfolobus solfataricus that have been implicated in the resistance to SIRV [26] in this species. Phylogenetic analyses of these genes in S. islandicus hosts show clustering by geographic location (Figure S6), but no correlation to the SIRV infectivity patterns. The ratio of nonsynonymous to synonymous variation (Pn/Ps) within these genes (Table S8) shows that these genes are under relaxed purifying selection (Pn/Ps < 1) and are very conserved, even within strains from different geographic locations [40,41].





4. Discussion


Over the past few decades, our understanding of the breadth of viral diversity has been challenged with the development of culture-independent sequencing technologies. As the amount of sequence data accumulates at exponential rates in databases, most of these sequences do not resemble anything in them. Our efforts to decipher this vast amount of viral diversity are hindered by the few type host-virus pairs that are studied in the laboratory. We have isolated and characterized eight novel SIRVs from Yellowstone National Park and established them in culture in a genetically tractable system, thus augmenting the toolbox to understand host-virus coevolutionary dynamics in the environment and study them in the laboratory. Although these viruses share a set of 30 core genes with previously characterized SIRV1 and SIRV2 isolates, they comprise an even larger set of 64 variable genes clusters that are not shared among all isolates. Investigating and understanding the role of viral variable genes in the interaction with their hosts will shed light on “viral dark matter”, which is probably greatly composed of these diverse and abundant variable genes.



Although no genomic synteny was previously observed between members of the Rudiviridae [58], comparisons between members of the same virus type had not been possible due to the small sample size. The comparison of all 10 SIRVs in this study showed synteny for more than 50% of the core genes around the structural proteins. Our results support previous observations that rudiviruses accumulate variable and unique genes, the majority of which have an unknown function, at their termini, and have their core genes clustered towards the center of the genome [55], as has been observed in the eukaryotic poxviruses [59]. We observed that core genes are under relaxed purifying selection (Pn/Ps < 1). Selection is thus acting against deleterious nonsynonymous substitutions, suggesting that these genes are important for the virus life cycle and do not appear to be under the diversifying selection which would be expected for viral proteins that interact with host cells. Variable genes present in at least five of the SIRVs are also under purifying selection and we therefore predict that their variable gene gain and loss governs the coevolutionary arms race between SIRVs and their hosts. These variable genes have been shown to be acquired through recombination with other viruses, but also from their hosts [22], and might be carrying diverse genetic functions that allow the viruses to overcome their hosts’ defenses.



Our results show that Sulfolobus islandicus rod-shaped viruses have a biogeographic distribution at a global and local scale within Yellowstone National Park. This biogeographic pattern is consistent with what has been observed in S. islandicus populations around the world [35,51] and Sulfolobus-spindle-shaped viruses [32]. Our findings do not support previous studies which found no biogeographic pattern of SIRVs within Yellowstone National Park [33] based on the sequence of the coat protein (cluster 9), illustrating how one gene is not sufficient to resolve the viral spatial structure. This biogeographic distribution was supported by the variable gene content, where more variable genes are shared between strains from the same location. This is different to what has been previously observed with Sulfolobus spindle-shaped viruses, where the core genome displays a biogeographic distribution, but the variable component of the genome is not associated with local populations [32]. To further evaluate this observation, SIRVs from more distant locations need to be sampled.



On a global scale, the biogeographic pattern observed by the core genes and the distribution of variable genes is supported by the signatures of host-virus interactions recorded in the CRISPR spacers of S. islandicus strains. On average, 22.23% of the spacers from Yellowstone S. islandicus strains match SIRV genomes from Yellowstone with more than 50% identity of the entire spacer. A similar pattern was observed with Iceland spacers and SIRVs However, only 0.56% of the spacers from Kamchatka had significant matches to SIRV sequences, although we had the largest set of spacers to sample from this population. Interestingly, these few matches do not cluster in the conserved core proteins, suggesting that SIRVs from Kamchatka, if present, are very divergent from those present in Yellowstone and Iceland, or that these genes are shared between SIRV and a different virus present in Kamchatka. An alternative hypothesis is that these viruses are not predominant predators in the Kamchatka populations sampled. This is supported by the fact that we were unable to isolate this type of virus from the samples collected from this region.



Kamchatka strains show resistance (not immunity) to three of the eight SIRVs tested, suggesting that although they do not encounter SIRV, they have evolved resistance to it or to a related virus that infects using the same mechanism. We examined the only two known loci that have been shown in S. solfataricus to render the cells resistant to SIRV2 infection upon inactivation [26]. These genes cluster broadly by geographic location, which does not explain the susceptibility patterns observed. In the 20 S. islandicus hosts examined, these genes were present and appear to be under relaxed purifying selection. We would expect genes that are determining susceptibility to viruses to be under diversifying selection, yet mutations in these genes can come at significant fitness costs for the host as they are oftentimes involved in important physiological processes such as sugar intake (e.g., LamB is an outer-membrane porin in Escherichia coli that is used to transport maltose into cells and it is also the receptor of phage λ) [60]. In REY15A, sso3139 and 3140 have premature stop codons and thus might not be functional. Interestingly, this strain was not infected by SIRVs. Y.N.15.51 was also not infected by the SIRVs assayed, but in this strain, sso3139 and sso3140 are not disrupted. These results highlight the need for further studies to determine the attachment and entry mechanism of microbial viruses to better understand the factors such as immunity and resistance playing a role in virus infection.



Host-virus interactions in natural environments are a multifactorial process and we need to tease apart how these different factors might contribute to the observed patterns. CRISPR immunity against SIRVs in Kamchatka was very low and is probably not a determinant of the susceptibility patterns observed. In Yellowstone, Lassen, and Iceland, where CRISPR hits were abundant, we observed that in many instances, the presence of one or more CRISPR spacer matches resulted in no infection or infection only at a high titer, which might be overwhelming the CRISPR system. However, there are few exceptions where we have one or more perfect spacer matches with a PAM and multiple imperfect matches to the virus, where we would predict that the strain would be immune, yet the strain was still susceptible. The viruses that can evade immunity do not share a phylogenetic affiliation or clustered set of variable genes and therefore, may be related to specific host immune system targeting or other host factors such as faulty or inactivated cas genes. Another possibility is that SIRVs carry anti-CRISPR proteins such as those described for bacteriophages that infect Pseudomonas aeruginosa [61,62]. These anti-CRISPR proteins could be interfering with specific proteins of the CRISPR systems in these strains, that although they belong to the same Types (Type I and Type III), are highly diverse [63] within these strains and carry different cas gene cassettes.








Supplementary Materials


The following are available online at www.mdpi.com/1999-4915/9/5/120/s1, Figure S1: Electron Micrographs of SIRVs, Figure S2: Maximum Likelihood phylogenies of individual SIRV core genes that support biogeographic distribution, Figure S3: Maximum Likelihood phylogenies of individual SIRV core genes with incongruent topologies, Figure S4: Organization of variable gene clusters on Yellowstone SIRVs, Figure S5: Maximum Likelihood phylogenies of individual SIRV variable genes with 5 or more representatives, Figure S6: Maximum Likelihood phylogenies of genes implicated in SIRV resistance in S. solfataricus, Table S1: Environmental sample collection, Table S2: Host strain panel for virus purification, Table S3: Length, coverage, GC content and spacer match coverage of SIRVs, Table S4: SIRV core gene clusters, Table S5: Estimates of synonymous vs. non-synonymous substitutions and evolutionary divergence between sequences of each of the 30 SIRV core clusters, Table S6: SIRV variable gene clusters, Table S7: CRISPR spacer matches of S. islandicus strains against SIRVs with and without a protospacer associated motif (PAM), Table S8: Estimates of synonymous vs. non-synonymous substitutions and evolutionary divergence between S. islandicus sequences of two loci implicated in SIRV resistance in S. solfataricus, Table S9: Estimates of synonymous vs. non-synonymous substitutions between sequences SIRV variable clusters with 5 or more representatives.





Acknowledgments


This work was supported by NSF DEB 0816885 and NSF Dimensions of Diversity DEB 1342876 and NASA NNX09AM92G. We acknowledge past and current Whitaker Lab members for sample collection efforts in Yellowstone National Park, especially P. Diebold. We acknowledge A. Herrera, J. Kremer, and B. Lee for experimental assistance. We thank S.J. Robinson at the Imaging Technology Group at the Beckman Institute for Advanced Science and Technology at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign for his assistance imaging the viruses under TEM. We thank C.L Wright and A. Hernandez at the W. M. Keck Center for Comparative and Functional Genomics at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign for their assistance with Next-generation sequencing. We thank W. England, T. Kim, and P. Degnan for their assistance with bioinformatics.




Author Contributions


M.A.B. and R.J.W. conceived and designed the experiments; M.A.B and J.A.B performed the experiments; M.A.B. and J.A.B. analyzed the data; N.D.Y. contributed bioinformatics analysis tools; M.A.B. wrote the paper.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest. The founding sponsors had no role in the design of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, and in the decision to publish the results.




References


	1. 
Reyes, A.; Semenkovich, N.P.; Whiteson, K.; Rohwer, F.; Gordon, J.I. Going viral: Next-generation sequencing applied to phage populations in the human gut. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2012, 10, 607–617. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	2. 
Rodriguez-Valera, F.; Mizuno, C.M.; Ghai, R. Tales from a thousand and one phages. Bacteriophage 2014, 4, e28265-1–e28265-6. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	3. 
Rohwer, F.; Thurber, R.V. Viruses manipulate the marine environment. Nature 2009, 459, 207–212. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	4. 
Prangishvili, D. The Wonderful World of Archaeal Viruses. Annu. Rev. Microbiol. 2013, 67, 565–585. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	5. 
Ortmann, A.C.; Wiedenheft, B.; Douglas, T.; Young, M. Hot crenarchaeal viruses reveal deep evolutionary connections. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2006, 4, 520–528. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	6. 
Prangishvili, D.; Forterre, P.; Garrett, R.A. Viruses of the Archaea: A unifying view. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2006, 4, 837–848. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	7. 
Crick, F.H.; Barnett, L.; Brenner, S.; Watts-Tobin, R.J. General nature of the genetic code for proteins. Nature 1961, 192, 1227–1232. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	8. 
Hershey, A.D.; Chase, M. Independent Functions of Viral Protein and Nucleic Acid in Growth of Bacteriophage. J. Gen. Physiol. 1952, 36, 39–56. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	9. 
Brum, J.R.; Sullivan, M.B. Rising to the challenge: Accelerated pace of discovery transforms marine virology. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2015, 13, 147–159. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	10. 
Rodriguez-Valera, F.; Martin-Cuadrado, A.-B.; Rodriguez-Brito, B.; Pasic, L.; Thingstad, T.F.; Rohwer, F.; Mira, A. Explaining microbial population genomics through phage predation. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2009, 7, 828–836. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	11. 
Rohwer, F.; Prangishvili, D.; Lindell, D. Roles of viruses in the environment. Environ. Microbiol. 2009, 11, 2771–2774. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	12. 
Roux, S.; Hallam, S.J.; Woyke, T.; Sullivan, M.B. Viral dark matter and virus-host interactions resolved from publicly available microbial genomes. eLife 2015, 4, e08490. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	13. 
Paez-Espino, D.; Eloe-Fadrosh, E.A.; Pavlopoulos, G.A.; Thomas, A.D.; Huntemann, M.; Mikhailova, N.; Rubin, E.; Ivanova, N.N.; Kyrpides, N.C. Uncovering Earth’s virome. Nature 2016, 536, 425–430. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	14. 
Bolduc, B.; Wirth, J.F.; Mazurie, A.; Young, M.J. Viral assemblage composition in Yellowstone acidic hot springs assessed by network analysis. ISME J. 2015, 9, 2162–2177. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	15. 
Pina, M.; Bize, A.; Forterre, P.; Prangishvili, D. The archeoviruses. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 2011, 35, 1035–1054. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	16. 
Quax, T.E.F.; Krupovič, M.; Lucas, S.; Forterre, P.; Prangishvili, D. The Sulfolobus rod-shaped virus 2 encodes a prominent structural component of the unique virion release system in Archaea. Virology 2010, 404, 1–4. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	17. 
Rachel, R.; Bettstetter, M.; Hedlund, B.P.; Häring, M.; Kessler, A.; Stetter, K.O.; Prangishvili, D. Remarkable morphological diversity of viruses and virus-like particles in hot terrestrial environments. Arch. Virol. 2002, 147, 2419–2429. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	18. 
Quax, T.E.F.; Lucas, S.; Reimann, J.; Pehau-Arnaudet, G.; Prevost, M.-C.; Forterre, P.; Albers, S.-V.; Prangishvili, D. Simple and elegant design of a virion egress structure in Archaea. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2011, 108, 3354–3359. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	19. 
Brumfield, S.K.; Ortmann, A.C.; Ruigrok, V.; Suci, P.; Douglas, T.; Young, M.J. Particle assembly and ultrastructural features associated with replication of the lytic archaeal virus Sulfolobus turreted icosahedral virus. J. Virol. 2009, 83, 5964–5970. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	20. 
Prangishvili, D.; Koonin, E.V.; Krupovic, M. Genomics and biology of Rudiviruses, a model for the study of virus-host interactions in Archaea. Biochem. Soc. Trans. 2013, 41, 443–450. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	21. 
Prangishvili, D.; Arnold, H.P.; Gotz, D.; Ziese, U.; Holz, I.; Kristjansson, J.K.; Zillig, W. A novel virus family, the Rudiviridae: Structure, virus-host interactions and genome variability of the Sulfolobus viruses SIRV1 and SIRV2. Genetics 1999, 152, 1387–1396. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	22. 
Peng, X.; Blum, H.; She, Q.; Mallok, S.; Brügger, K.; Garrett, R.A.; Zillig, W.; Prangishvili, D. Sequences and Replication of Genomes of the Archaeal Rudiviruses SIRV1 and SIRV2: Relationships to the Archaeal Lipothrixvirus SIFV and Some Eukaryal Viruses. Virology 2001, 291, 226–234. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	23. 
Oke, M.; Kerou, M.; Liu, H.; Peng, X.; Garrett, R.A.; Prangishvili, D.; Naismith, J.H.; White, M.F. A Dimeric Rep Protein Initiates Replication of a Linear Archaeal Virus Genome: Implications for the Rep Mechanism and Viral Replication. J. Virol. 2011, 85, 925–931. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	24. 
Guillière, F.; Peixeiro, N.; Kessler, A.; Raynal, B.; Desnoues, N.; Keller, J.; Delepierre, M.; Prangishvili, D.; Sezonov, G.; Guijarro, J.I. Structure, function, and targets of the transcriptional regulator SvtR from the hyperthermophilic archaeal virus SIRV1. J. Biol. Chem. 2009, 284, 22222–22237. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	25. 
Guo, Y.; Kragelund, B.B.; White, M.F.; Peng, X. Functional Characterization of a Conserved Archaeal Viral Operon Revealing Single-Stranded DNA Binding, Annealing and Nuclease Activities. J. Mol. Biol. 2015, 427, 2179–2191. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	26. 
Deng, L.; He, F.; Bhoobalan-Chitty, Y.; Martinez-Alvarez, L.; Guo, Y.; Peng, X. Unveiling Cell Surface and Type IV Secretion Proteins Responsible for Archaeal Rudivirus Entry. J. Virol. 2014, 88, 10264–10268. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	27. 
DiMaio, F.; Yu, X.; Rensen, E.; Krupovic, M.; Prangishvili, D.; Egelman, E.H. A virus that infects a hyperthermophile encapsidates A-form DNA. Science 2015, 348, 914–917. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	28. 
Daum, B.; Quax, T.E.F.; Sachse, M.; Mills, D.J.; Reimann, J.; Yildiz, Ö.; Häder, S.; Saveanu, C.; Forterre, P.; Albers, S.-V.; Kühlbrandt, W.; Prangishvili, D. Self-assembly of the general membrane-remodeling protein PVAP into sevenfold virus-associated pyramids. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2014, 111, 3829–3834. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	29. 
Barrangou, R.; Fremaux, C.; Deveau, H.; Richards, M.; Boyaval, P.; Moineau, S.; Romero, D.A.; Horvath, P. CRISPR Provides Acquired Resistance Against Viruses in Prokaryotes. Science 2007, 315, 1709–1712. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	30. 
Makarova, K.S.; Haft, D.H.; Barrangou, R.; Brouns, S.J.; Charpentier, E.; Horvath, P.; Moineau, S.; Mojica, F.J.M.; Wolf, Y.I.; Yakunin, A.F.; et al. Evolution and classification of the CRISPR–Cas systems. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2011, 9, 467–477. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	31. 
Bautista, M.A.; Zhang, C.; Whitaker, R.J. Virus-Induced Dormancy in the Archaeon Sulfolobus islandicus. mBio 2015, 6, e02565-14. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	32. 
Held, N.L.; Whitaker, R.J. Viral biogeography revealed by signatures in Sulfolobus islandicus genomes. Environ. Microbiol. 2009, 11, 457–466. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	33. 
Snyder, J.C.; Wiedenheft, B.; Lavin, M.; Roberto, F.F.; Spuhler, J.; Ortmann, A.C.; Douglas, T.; Young, M. Virus movement maintains local virus population diversity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2007, 104, 19102–19107. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	34. 
Menzel, P.; Gudbergsdóttir, S.R.; Rike, A.G.; Lin, L.; Zhang, Q.; Contursi, P.; Moracci, M.; Kristjansson, J.K.; Bolduc, B.; Gavrilov, S.; et al. Comparative Metagenomics of Eight Geographically Remote Terrestrial Hot Springs. Microb. Ecol. 2015, 70, 411–424. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	35. 
Whitaker, R.J.; Grogan, D.W.; Taylor, J.W. Geographic barriers isolate endemic populations of hyperthermophilic archaea. Science 2003, 301, 976–978. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	36. 
Schleper, C.; Kubo, K.; Zillig, W. The particle SSV1 from the extremely thermophilic archaeon Sulfolobus is a virus: Demonstration of infectivity and of transfection with viral DNA. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 1992, 89, 7645–7649. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	37. 
Fulton, J.; Douglas, T.; Young, M. Isolation of Viruses from High Temperature Environments. In Bacteriophages; Clokie, M.R.J., Kropinski, A.M., Eds.; Humana Press: Totowa, NJ, USA, 2009; Volume 501, pp. 43–54. ISBN 978-1-58829-682-5. [Google Scholar]

	38. 
FastX-Toolkit. Available online: http://hannonlab.cshl.edu/fastx_toolkit/ (accessed on 17 March 2017).

	39. 
Martin, M. Cutadapt removes adapter sequences from high-throughput sequencing reads. EMBnet.journal 2011, 17, 10–12. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	40. 
Coil, D.; Jospin, G.; Darling, A.E. A5-miseq: An updated pipeline to assemble microbial genomes from Illumina MiSeq data. ArXiv14015130 Q-Bio 2014. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	41. 
Hyatt, D.; Chen, G.-L.; LoCascio, P.F.; Land, M.L.; Larimer, F.W.; Hauser, L.J. Prodigal: Prokaryotic gene recognition and translation initiation site identification. BMC Bioinform. 2010, 11, 119. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	42. 
Li, L.; Stoeckert, C.J.; Roos, D.S. OrthoMCL: Identification of Ortholog Groups for Eukaryotic Genomes. Genome Res. 2003, 13, 2178–2189. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	43. 
Lerat, E.; Daubin, V.; Moran, N.A. From Gene Trees to Organismal Phylogeny in Prokaryotes: The Case of the γ-Proteobacteria. PLoS Biol. 2003, 1, e19. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	44. 
Marchler-Bauer, A.; Bryant, S.H. CD-Search: Protein domain annotations on the fly. Nucleic Acids Res. 2004, 32, W327–W331. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	45. 
Edgar, R.C. MUSCLE: Multiple sequence alignment with high accuracy and high throughput. Nucleic Acids Res. 2004, 32, 1792–1797. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	46. 
Tamura, K.; Stecher, G.; Peterson, D.; Filipski, A.; Kumar, S. MEGA6: Molecular Evolutionary Genetics Analysis Version 6.0. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2013, 30, 2725–2729. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	47. 
Korber, B. Computational Analysis of HIV Molecular Sequences. In HIV Signature and Sequence Variation Analysis; Rodrigo, A.G., Learn, G.H., Eds.; Kluwer Academic Publishers: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2000; pp. 55–72. ISBN 978-0-7923-7994-2. [Google Scholar]

	48. 
HIV Sequence Database. Available online: www.hiv.lanl.gov (accessed on 17 March 2017).

	49. 
Held, N.L.; Herrera, A.; Cadillo-Quiroz, H.; Whitaker, R.J. CRISPR Associated Diversity within a Population of Sulfolobus islandicus. PLoS ONE 2010, 5, e12988. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	50. 
Cadillo-Quiroz, H.; Didelot, X.; Held, N.L.; Herrera, A.; Darling, A.; Reno, M.L.; Krause, D.J.; Whitaker, R.J. Patterns of Gene Flow Define Species of Thermophilic Archaea. PLoS Biol. 2012, 10, e1001265. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	51. 
Reno, M.L.; Held, N.L.; Fields, C.J.; Burke, P.V.; Whitaker, R.J. Biogeography of the Sulfolobus islandicus pan-genome. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2009, 106, 8605–8610. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	52. 
Grissa, I.; Vergnaud, G.; Pourcel, C. CRISPRFinder: A web tool to identify clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats. Nucleic Acids Res. 2007, 35, W52–W57. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	53. 
Manica, A.; Zebec, Z.; Steinkellner, J.; Schleper, C. Unexpectedly broad target recognition of the CRISPR-mediated virus defence system in the archaeon Sulfolobus solfataricus. Nucleic Acids Res. 2013, 41, 10509–10517. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	54. 
Szymczyna, B.R.; Taurog, R.E.; Young, M.J.; Snyder, J.C.; Johnson, J.E.; Williamson, J.R. Synergy of NMR, Computation, and X-ray Crystallography for Structural Biology. Struct. (Lond. Engl. 1993) 2009, 17, 499–507. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	55. 
Vestergaard, G.; Shah, S.A.; Bize, A.; Reitberger, W.; Reuter, M.; Phan, H.; Briegel, A.; Rachel, R.; Garrett, R.A.; Prangishvili, D. Stygiolobus Rod-Shaped Virus and the Interplay of Crenarchaeal Rudiviruses with the CRISPR Antiviral System. J. Bacteriol. 2008, 190, 6837–6845. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	56. 
Krupovic, M.; White, M.F.; Forterre, P.; Prangishvili, D. Postcards from the Edge. In Advances in Virus Research; Elsevier: San Diego, CA, USA, 2012; Volume 82, pp. 33–62. ISBN 978-0-12-394621-8. [Google Scholar]

	57. 
Snyder, J.C.; Brumfield, S.K.; Peng, N.; She, Q.; Young, M.J. Sulfolobus Turreted Icosahedral Virus c92 Protein Responsible for the Formation of Pyramid-Like Cellular Lysis Structures. J. Virol. 2011, 85, 6287–6292. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	58. 
Krupovic, M.; Prangishvili, D.; Hendrix, R.W.; Bamford, D.H. Genomics of Bacterial and Archaeal Viruses: Dynamics within the Prokaryotic Virosphere. Microbiol. Mol. Biol. Rev. 2011, 75, 610–635. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	59. 
Lefkowitz, E.J.; Wang, C.; Upton, C. Poxviruses: Past, present and future. Virus Res. 2006, 117, 105–118. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	60. 
Samson, J.E.; Magadán, A.H.; Sabri, M.; Moineau, S. Revenge of the phages: Defeating bacterial defences. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2013, 11, 675–687. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	61. 
Bondy-Denomy, J.; Pawluk, A.; Maxwell, K.L.; Davidson, A.R. Bacteriophage genes that inactivate the CRISPR/Cas bacterial immune system. Nature 2013, 493, 429–432. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	62. 
Bondy-Denomy, J.; Garcia, B.; Strum, S.; Du, M.; Rollins, M.F.; Hidalgo-Reyes, Y.; Wiedenheft, B.; Maxwell, K.L.; Davidson, A.R. Multiple mechanisms for CRISPR-Cas inhibition by anti-CRISPR proteins. Nature 2015, 526, 136–139. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	63. 
Held, N.L.; Herrera, A.; Whitaker, R.J. Reassortment of CRISPR repeat-spacer loci in Sulfolobus islandicus. Environ. Microbiol. 2013, 15, 3065–3076. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

















© 2017 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license ( http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







nav.xhtml


  viruses-09-00120


  
    		
      viruses-09-00120
    


  




  





media/file8.jpg
© spuces

O e

Kamcha
| Josy





media/file6.jpg
— siv2

L vt

il . .






media/file1.png
Yy 3&:
Py

; (N A

,:?r"’“ “«‘.*:"-,S
£ %

P it
T ®

el

¥
o s
LS A e

»

TR
A
¢t A uw






media/file7.png
A AAAA AR AARAR
Vv v ¥ VvV

.r.

1

SIRV2

SIRV1 ¢

SIRVG6 (0/0(0(0000000000000000000

SIRVS [0/0[0(0000000000000000000 0 00

SIRV7 (0/000000000)0

SIRV110/000

SIRV4 0000

- SIRV10(0|0

0.03





media/file9.png
Lassen
Spacers

Yellowstone
Spacers

Iceland
Spacers
Kamchatka
Spacers

® @ 00 0B ® 00000000000 MO 00c o o@N ¢ o o O ge0c e Goe O »
- e ] @ ©0ee e o ° e ® o 0 PO 0 [ I ] o...oq
oo o o c.
o o oo e o ® o o o @ . ® ® o ¢ o 000
@ on oo @ WPne 0o 0 000 we @GP o @ cocep o XY N  IX¥ XK
L N (] e oeo & ( 1) e 0@ oo 9o [ ] (B N N J
e e o e o o o o B o @ = * o o o ll.‘,
@ 00 el @0 o @Peeo oo o0 ¢ 00 ow P o.. O T o.o".'o.OL
- o e o ¢ ® oo il ® O @ e 0 oo oolo..g
] . ® o @
. . . . - . . o oo o e o | @ . e ®
@ 0 @& ocnw o PuPe @ 200 o W weoPe 0 e eeo e @Peoco o
@ o ® 0 ¢ @ e o e eol@® & (] e oo [ X e o OO 04
2 . . ® - 0(
£ ks 5| m . maw ¥ 5 |z m % 3w
@ w0 @ ocwem oo GuuEd e e e 00 WO (9 00O o @ e @ o'o‘ok
o |
Q@ @O =03 o o e oo o o o oo L e s @ o ¢
[ . ® - ‘i
. » B . o ® oo o0 o . e | @ eee o @
@ =m0 @& owd oo QWP o 000 0 Wneo (@ ofe o e e o00ee0 o
® - o © 0 ° ® O op® 00 o o w (o =il @
. . . o d
B . . & ® . & 9 oo * 0 ™ ® ecc @ .7
Q@ =0 O cspnn SWIQ Wl 000 ¢ we 0 | wee 9O 0P ® 0 '.o‘o#
- [ [ [ I ] ® © or oo o - o ....A
. . ® e @
@ . ® £ ° e O » o e o ® o oo o Qg
@ @0 co ¢ cnvun o Wee oo ols 0 0 00 WwPeO we 00O ¢ copn [ XY )
@ @ o eed 00 o e ® 0|0 (Y ) oo o o"l.og
L] . ® 9 o . _
™ @o¢ o» oo Qe s o oo °® © ¢ o o|me o @ . l..on.u
- o0 o ® oo ed o o 0o 9% o o o o @ o [ ] e 000 O o O e oo
. ee o afe o oo o oo e oo oo o0e oo | O O
[ ] ° L] @ o LI
- e om o P ® oo B 0o oo e o o BOe o 00 00 O 9000 o o - og
® ©®0o Oowm wooe ® o @ecee e@ee o o o (XY WYX X NITTEN YT 03.+
® e o e o o | see ® eope - e e o ] °
)
= S 2 2 3 2

yaew addeds jJo 1 %

SIRV2 SIRV11  SIRV4 SIRVS SIRV6 SIRV7 SIRVS SIRV9 SIRV10

SIRV1

YELLOWSTONE

ICELAND





media/file5.png
0.001 I

M.16.27
M.16.04
LAL14/1

Spring Date Isolation Host

----------- SIRV6 NLI3 9.17.10 Y08.82.36

REY15/A e

HVE10/4

L.S.2.15

L.D.8.15

SIRV11 9.17.10 Y08.82.36
{ _m
SIRV4 9.22.10 M.16.27

8.17.10 M.16.4

CRISPR
matches

100% ID
>50 % ID

HML

PAM+
PAM-
Susceptibility





media/file3.png
1 4,000 8,000 12,000 16,000 20,000 24,000 28,000 32,000 35,450

[ Swv2 — P4 I TR D N 8- IEERE— ) - - - 4—
* -

1 4,000 8,000 12,000 16,000 20,000 24,000 28,000 32,308
|—smv1 — 4 SERS-— D B~ ERE—e - @ -A—

1 4,000 8,000 12,000 16,000 20,000 24,000 28,000 32,000 35,439
--------- SIRV6 — - BER Y- - F (DA = D EREHA—— ) - - & 4 -
R » q b ao

1 4 000 12,000 16,000 20.900 24,000 28.900 32,000 36,306

a o

1 4,000 8,000 12,000 16,000 20,000 24,000 28,000 32,000 34,190

--------- SIRV7 ' ORI S 80— -0 - —
) ao

1 4,000 12,000 16,000 20,000 24,000 28,000 32,000 33,346

S BER> 4~ 4--0-l>—(i‘- DTS — - @+ -
) aJ -

1 4,000 12,000 16,000 20,000 24,000 28,000 32,000 35,035

e 4

BB P i--o-b-c- ERED-@e O — - - &4 -
) » Q )

1 4,000 8,000 12,000 16,000 20,000 24,000 28,000 32,735

SIRV10 —_— ) «-.w;»m 4--.-{>>—C- - EeEes B (@ ---

1 4, 000 8,000 12,000 16,900 20,000 24,900 Z&POO 32,900 36,493

e AR D - -- A= D DAY -0 - — -

- Pyramid protein - HTH domain D tRNA-guanine transglycosilase S-adenos ylmethionine-depend
methyltransferase

[ |Structural Proteins [l Major capsid protein | _ I RuvB Holliday junction helicase i |
RHH domain (Lon ATPase) Glycosyl transferases group 1

- [ Replication Initiation - I:I Archaeal holliday junction resolvase |:

Protein






media/file4.jpg
wl s

= faa ==

=

Spring Date solaion Host

SIRVS NLIS 90610 NLIOCH1E0S
w630

strvs NG 60210
strvo NG 51710





media/file0.jpg





media/file2.jpg
.

[ [ ol A






