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THFPER -3 /I8 THE (WMEPAMIDHA). R0 At
THR 3 PG 7R L AR N o-3 LC-PUFAs T &, 2
& T 0-6/w-3E, X2 FER ARSI ZEEL. 18R
SR R S s R R 2 1, T
ANEZREILC-PUFA (Mo-3Mo-6)FEls K IEAF K
GIEIEIEH . SR, AFZRBILC-PUFA (Wwo-340
0-6)2E 5 RENS IS FFARS, DL AFFARAN SIME T4
SBAREBAIEZES, Bl Mo

IR NI 7 1 K FFARAK $L8 o-3F -6 /I 7
R IR0 5 The 22 5, AT 7 R e RIE K
B FFARA4RN & 2 A HEK 293 T4 &, K 3L R £
TSGR 2 P T R AU G R R
BN SBG 257 v2:, R 9T T EPAFILAY S FFAR4%Z
NAG. L Ca” TRENFICAMP/K A5 4k . 7E I JE
fil b, Z5G LPS 3 1)K 3E 1 B R i 98 SE AT Y, gk
— 3 LR T EPA S LA i FFARAZE fift 98 iE [ N ]
N ZE S . B 2 E R AT, B TR B FFAR4
TEBAIEPA SLA AR 5 5 WG RHIE 1 2 5, IR
N FEL i £ 250 AR 8 100 9 TR B L AE G % i s b
AR FE AL B2 A S At 3

1 RS

1.1 £EYEEESH

AT 5T T NCBIEUE P2 1) K 38 8 FFAR4%:
IR 51 (XM_027278515. 13K HL 1 1% % R A% 82
G B i () B LT 51 N5 WT FFARATEAS [H) 4
) 1 7 B AR <7 1 5 R4 06 &, i — 2D 8 NCBI#L
PWER R I N T 2 MR P FFAR4EE B
[FIVE %), 45 K36 f(Larimichthys crocea, XP_027
134316.1). A(Homo sapiens, KAI4076842.1). /INig,
(Mus musculus, NP_861413.1). ¥ Gallus gallus, XP_
003641529.3). FEIIE(Xenopus laevis, XP_041424
676.1). i U #1 (Nibea albiflora, KAG8000131.1).
*M W #1 (Siniperca chuatsi, XP_044069676.1)3% ¥
o BEJS, 8 FIMEGA 11344 (version 11.0.13, 3
), 7T Clustal WHEZET 2 /7 51 ELxt, 5% FH 4R
$2 1% (Neighbor-Joining, NI)#) & R 4t &K & M, LA
7N K B FFARATEA R R B A B R S
HADMM Z BRI R . ZRAKE TG
ALY DI, WG St g a2, 5 A T
R FFAR4TER HEBN ) AR 7 P 5 23 AL,
NG SE T RESAE R (R S
12 MRaRE R SER

ARS8 AT FHHEK 293 T4 il 5K [ AR 5256 = 411 i

£, K HH = 4 4 Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle Medium
(DMEM, Gibco, 3 E)/f N EEmlRE 77 55, W n10%/E
2F 1ML (Fetal Bovine Serum, Gibco, 3 [E)fl11%P14E
REHSEREEW, L ZEEREARAA), i
il i DMEM ¢ 4= 15 7% 2, H T34 18 HEK 293 T4H
ff) 5% % . pCDH-LcFFAR4-eGFP-HEK293T4H il 55
pCDH-eGFP-HEK 293 T4t fifd tH 5246 =5 1 i #4) 7, @
THAE IR B A 58 A 15 72 B R AMIN2 pg/mLIE IS 25 2
SR B A B ERH AR A R), vl ik e %R
IR EAR A R o

21 i 24 LA B 7 207E 10 em4H g 355 27 ML b 47
B8, 737 C. 5% CO MR 55 7 56 o 18 5 1E
WM T K. MRS RIFH, BRAAER X, i
PRAn AR K AR A T X AR K, T e 255
1.3 AERFERIERAIECH!

S 56 BT F G W5 B8 0 46 — 1 Bk T 45 B8 (Eicosa-
pentaenoic acid, EPA, 4 F & 302.45)F1 ¥ JH R
(Linoleic acid, LA, 4 ¥ £ 280.45), 34 H Sigma-
Aldrich/y ] (Sigma, 3¢ ). H8 7R BF DA — H 3%
. (Dimethyl sulfoxide, DMSO, b 51 & 3¢ 5 Bl
AR F)AEFIECH, B AR D77 FRELL0 mg EPA
% 71330.6 uL DMSO, 510 mg LA T-356.6 uL
DMSOH, & 78 7 im iR 21 Ja, vl 4529100 mmol/
L FIRG IR BRI A3 BEVR£20.22 pm P8 B i e
oya%, AR E T 20 CEOGIRASEH . L
AT, K b3 RER % 8 % E A9 i A DMEM £ 7ifi £ 57
Ferh R 2 HARIKEE o X IR A4 5 0.1% (viv)
DMSO{IDMEMZE:fili 55 72 3| 15 175 %] 1
14 THEEMSZIEBAL

A 52 36 4# ] pCDH-LcFFAR4-eGFP-HEK293T
Y1 B A 9 W82 K 3 t0 FFARASZ A4 A 44 0 3IE 441 it 5
A 40 Ha #4kE, [5] B PLpCDH-eGFP-HEK 293 T4 it
PEXT R o X 20 M 42 Foh T 5 75 3 B0 124185 7R IR
i, B T37C . 5% COLMHE iR B 77 86 Hh K5 7% 24h, A
i CRATBE 78 70 W BE . 7E 4T NG B S, FH G IL3as 1 v
B DMEMES 77 3£ 4bBE2h., B, I 100 pmol/L
FIEPAEKLA, At FE30min. i FH 7l ¥4 [ PBSH: 3¢
VeR3IR L L BR AR 45 & I MBI R o

N T KT FFARAZEAT W40 i 72 A7, 15 5648 F 4 il
T8 0 R REN DIl (L = RAEDHRARA
F])X A A AT AR IC . TE B 2.5%0 DIl AR, {1
Y1 B 7E37°C kS 4 A N B Smin, R 7G4, A
PBS{E VEA fu2—3 R DAL R R Yl . 82, FH4%

5 PR ] 52 41 AR 1min, B8 5 R {6 H PBSTE ¥k -
FEA MO 52 5, W10 pL& DAPLFI BT T e v Kkt
R (EBE S REMERAGIRATHZEFH I E,
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SR G SR B IR b, TR IR . 1R
B R e UG, B0 I R AR B (Leica, 18 H)
HHATWEE, 78405, 488F1561 nmd R e 41 T, il
Tok SR A I U % 52 R A0 i e o B L Ak
1.5 §55AN

AT 5L R H B2 2 R IA K 3 L FFAR41) HEK
293T4 fil (p)CDH-LcFFAR4-eGFP-HEK293T) & %%
AT 41 (pCDH-eGFP-HEK 293 T) Ay 512 36 A
B fdH A5 B % 6 18 78 IR £ pGP-CMV-NES-
jRGECO1a (Addgene, 3% [E )& I i 17 B2 ) % i Py
PR FIRFEAAL . B ek A R T 6 FLAR h I S
Fr 70%—80% il & FE J5 HEAT WOIREH e 4 . Tl
A 12 ng pGP-CMV-NES-jRGECO1aJii 7 536 pL
EZ Trans¥ Bk [l o2 ic (L) A MHE ARG IR A
AL, AR IR U PR R AT R Y. G RE
T37°C . 5% CO,fH I 3 77 46 h 15 772 24h, LA TR
TAREF 7 r RIK

TR GL 58 IS , A28 S 10 I 4 22 96 1L,
SREE AR P, FEFL100 uL, 4k SR8 R . 1
R IUHT, 20 M0 P 5 45 B i Hanks T4 £ 22 ¥ (HBSS)
YURAL B 20, DL2 BrEE IR B vl B TS 15 5 1k
5. B85 FTHBSSIE B4 i 1—20%, S A& 4L AN
50 uL HBSS T4l »

FE A5 A I 2 b, 4 2 ) 5 O% B AR X
(BioTek Synergy, 35 ) & I & I K590 nm, A5t
K610 nm, SCEREEA ML N IR ARl . FESE
B FF A6 AT, S sk 30s A 1 26 58 AR (F); B S5 4
FIMAAFLEEO0 0.14 1. 105 100£1200 pmol/L)
1 i I B2 v L (EPABR LA, 3% S0 3% i 1 2 o) 3%
J5 90s N B3 FD 1) 9% J6 15 5 A (Fy), I LLAFIF, (AF=
FFo) =401 85 251 AR A2 4L o
1.6 cAMPHEN

7 Sz 3% % F pCDH-LcFFAR4-eGFP-HEK293T
41l ffs S pCDH-eGFP-HEK 293 T4 i A AR Y, 1E A
SIS AH 5 0] HEZH A AR AR, T VP A g 7 I SRR
JL N cAMPZK V- IR 458 RN o 8 B 42 ol T 2441 A,
4 B4 5 51 80%—90%0 , % I EZ Trans# ik
A, # cAMP [ N 7oA ¢ O 2 Bl i BURL[(pGL4.29
luc2P/CRE/Hygro)]5 N £ Jii ¥ pRL-CMV (Renilla
luciferase) L% e R MMl o AR FLIL YRS B
800 ng, # YLK F3 pL. 2 A5 B FipGL4.105
PRL-CMV FLHE G 28 /5 B 10 i

FE % G 5 20 W 4k 22 55 77 24h, 5 1 mLi; 75 &
3L pL 10 nmol/L Forskolin 1 pL 100 mmol/L
EPAE{ 100 mmol/L LAY [F] &b #E 480 1, BH 4% B 2H
(pGL)F1 25 [ %t 18 2H (CON)IN A %5 & Forskolin &

DMSO. 7EHg i BRHIE2h G, W3 55 953, FIPBSTE
e li, B JEEFLIIN100 pL 1 <24, iR 241
10min. F 2R EERS 2200 pL PCRE 1, 1000 xg
250 Smin, HU_3E B X008 't 2 BRI

cAMPH4 I 5% FHl TransDetect” Double-Luciferase
Reporter Assay Kit (AL &N &LV ARARA F),
BEVE D B W B AT 3. 7E A 96U,
FLINAT0 pL FIEW, KIS0 uL LRS il 7 't
F B (Firefly luciferase)i 14, F$ /I 50 pL LRS 1Tk
WS 7 e K B (Renilla luciferase)ifit . £t
9 F B/ B 9 R EAE R WLCRE S Bh 1 13
T KT, T2 VPl cAMPAS 5 38 4% 1) 005 988 1
3T AL, B ORER () m] SE 1% 5 Go vt A Rk .
1.7 KEGBERMmIERSAIE

K 5 W A . 3 0 A S50 = A 53 i ) 5
FasE AU, g IR TT75E T, B T28°C
TR B FRA N, BEFR N 10% 6 45 35 A 1%t A=
F IIDMEM/F125¢ & 5 95 0k . 40 A2 K 2290% —
100%fk & FE i FEAT AR 35, AR AR BB 2 948h.,

FRFLEPARILAXS it R IAFFAR4[) K3 1 5
W 4 i 8 A s I P2 ), ) FH 45 HY FFAR4-EGFP-3 %
Flag [ i 75 B gL K 38 0 B g4 i, DL EGFPIY)
R B N T IR . B D IR M T7585 9%
IR I 4 i R TR 90%—100% ), 28 i i Vi 4k,
J5 PA1.5x10° /N /L35 B 2 b T 12 5L 40 L B 5 4
1, 28°C 1% 7:8—10h E 40%—S50% M BEZE 5, 43 71
N FFAR4-EGFP-3xFlag (12 pL/mL)5{EGFPX] [i#
(8 pL/mL)BRIHEEEMIREFRHES00 pL, JE&Yedh, b5 b
TNEE R AR 58 4 85 R 0, k885 9% BB Pe B i Ko
12h, EIRGLLE AT, 3 & I B I B 7 5, B 46
JUB RS IR EL, R el iR FR 12h,

K T M3 SR Al 77 2 LR e Rk K fa
FFARA B W 4 B idE AT DLk AL EE 20, 2R 5 2 BN
4750 umol/L EPAEY 50 pmol/L LA} F7 3L, I &
8h. Z JEINAEZHE(Lipopolysaccharide, LPS, sigma,
K (), 3 H AR EE 50 pg/mL, 4k 45 12h. 7
St 25 R s, H A PBSTE e 4 B3k, 4 Sl i
TRIzol MR WA FE A Tt 58 BPCR LS .

1.8 RNAREUK SERTREFEEPCR

RNAHEHL 5256 % FI TRIzoli:, #2 B FE 72 44
22 4 M IR E" ™. FINano Drop“20004 56
7% FE 11 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, 3 [&)il] 72 OD{H,
OD,0/ODag i 7E 1.8—2.0 H /L & #3218 T2.0. K H
HiScript™ II Q Select RT SuperMix for qPCRIAF &
(P BV M LR R I A A BR R EAT [ e s &
HicDNA, T-20°C & 47T J5 2:qPCR 3T -
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SIS ¢ 6 5E 18 I VA ChamQ Universal SYBR
qPCR Master Mix (Fg 5% ¥ 4E % AW B A IR &
FWE oG, H s NAR 20520 pL, Ho i eDNA
BiHR2 uL, E3E5140.5 ul, FiF5140.5 uL, %6
N 10 uL, DEPC/K 7 uL, Y& & J& 14 2 76 SZi 5¢ 6
5E S PCRAX(BIO-RAD, 3 [H)iF 17 52 B %% o € 2 5
HEEEE SN . LR PP 0995 °C AL 1% 2min, 2R 5
95°C A5 4 10s, S8°C R K 10sH172°C R ZE{H120s, 394
TEH . FEPEI SN EE W, AT 15 i ith 273 A, LA
i€ PCRI N IR et SIMME BN 1, 4y
B 7 iR 2 W ST 2 B
1.9 Sit otk

AW FC T A EHE 35 K F SPSS 25.04% i B F
(IBM, EE)HATAI . ZHBIES P, B
Je Rt B 2R AT 1E 25 PE K 56 (Shapiro-Wilkfs: 46) A1 5
ZEF AR (Levenek 56) . X T/ & 1IE& 04 Ho
EFMER AR R, K B ER T % 7 i (ANOVA)ik
17200 22 57 LU, 945 B Tukey’s 2 H LU 56, St
T2 B MK B N P<0.05. 7 21 7] B35 R A
MSTREA RS . T 45 2R DLP S E R 1 1R (mean+
standard error, SE)% 7~ » £ #% A] 4L i@ iT Graph-
Pad Prism 9% 4 (GraphPad Software, Inc., La Jolla,
CA, )58

2 %

21 £MMEEENN

Z P IS 45 REW], KIHMFFAR4SZ R 5
) 1) [  52 Ak 2 ) EL A v B R R R R T H1 A
Ik, JEH R K FFARA S 25 [IFFAR4
52 AR (40 ¥ Uk 1 Nibea albiflora~ 8 W i Siniperca

® 1 IREEEPCR3IHIFSI
Tab. 1 Primer sequences used for quantitative Real-time PCR

- ’ r ﬁﬁ”—%‘

51 #Primer (5'—3") Accession number
GCTGTCTTCCCTTCTAT XM 010732326
CGTCG
TCCATGTCATCCCAGTT
GGTC
W IR 32 784 GAGTCAGCCAGCAGTT XM 027278515.1
frard GAGT

ACAAGGACCAGAAGAG
TGCG
F4EA %6 il-6 CGACACACCCACTATTT XM_010734753
ACAAC
TCCCATTTTCTGAACTG
CCTCT
HYifiNAER1Ip CATAGGGATGGGGACA XM 010736551.3
il-1 ACGA
AGGGGACGGACACAAG
GGTA
iR RBER Fa  ACACCTCTCAGCCACA NM 001303385.1
tnf-o GGAT
CCGTGTCCCACTCCATA
GTTC

K Gene
B-WLBhE

p-actin

chuatsi) 2 [A][F PP BRI B 1 (75% LA ). REEK
HWHTER, K FFAR4 S HAD i 1 2XFFAR4
B3, WRX AT AT 5K
FFAR4%) 37, % W 1 2XFF AR4LE 34k T8 ST 4
X (K 1), K¥ MFFAR4S BT 5 1 %5 1 JFFAR4SE
GRZ B, TSI DRI RS2
PR B30z, X 5RO R —5L.
2.2 EIRERER T KRB FFAR4ALAY RN
I 6 B A BRI R 41 E AL SE K R I,
LcFFAR4-eGFPRil& 8 (75 41 i A v BE AR R T4 il
JEE X 35, $& /~FFAR4JE T & B (E 2). fERER
15 LcFFAR4[¥HEK293T#a % 41 ffid 1, 0.1% DMSO
(E N BA X RO AR B 2% 11 T, 4 BRI 5% 5 35 2077 56
OB NS . 1450 pmol/LIY EPALL
30min/i, 35 W %% 3 4 fu 5 2 T Y 2 6 0 6 IR 55,
[ T PR X HH K & iR G SR 4R, R HFFAR4SZ
WRAERENI. ML T, LAGCERA W H B —
TEFRFE IR E AR, 5 A0 35 3 R P SR A i B 3
B AR FEPAZL (A 2).
23 KEBFFAR4N SAERHEL S| AR
R FULCFFARATE A 3 I 7 B2 5 3 1R 405 25+
P R AR B, RS B T 4R R G R £ pGP-
CMV-NES-jRGECO1afli# i #% 4% 1| LcFFAR4-eGFP-
HEK293TAz ¥ 41 i Ji5 it A7 4R S, FF: LA pCDH-
eGFP-HEK293T#a i 41 i A B PE X B . 25 SR IR,
7f pCDH-eGFP-HEK293T4H il /', JC 1 EPAIL &
LAKL R 35 A WL 42 21 20 i 4 BH 6 1) 45 75 115 5 284k
(K 3ARI3C), 7 BIHEK 293 TZH il v ¢ P Y5 14 475 29
F155 . X} pCDH-LcFFAR4-eGFP-HEK293T4 fifl
15, EPAKCEE 5 R 21 Mo ph 45 72 5 B 6 35 v,
HAF/IF 1 pmol/LiK FE 1A BIEAE (K 3B). 1MILALL
R 2H 75 BEAN TR B P N SR I B o G A )
FAE 5 R(E 3D), Xuest LR, EPAT S 140
JH A 5 3 e 2 R DA 3 v T LAKL FEZH . 1 pmol/L
() EPAKL HE 241 fa i B o] 5] #2405 25 115 5 A8 10 B 2
B0, Ve AE AF/F I =y T AH [R5 & I LAAR B4, i3F
— 3PIE B FFARARE % B UK e R EP AT R, 5

6.1 FFAR4 Larimichthys crocea

1.1 FFAR4 Nibea albgﬁoi‘a_
1 FFAR4 Seriola lalandi dorsalis

| FEAR4 Lates calcarifer .

1 FFAR4-like Siniperca chuatsi

1 FFAR4 Anabas testudineus

| FFAR4 Mastacembelus armatus

1 FFAR4 Monopterus albus

1 FFAR4 Xenopus laevis

3 FFAR4 Gallus gz’allus

FAR4 Mus musculus

100 NP 00 1 FFAR4 Bos taurus

\7‘_: KAI4076842.1 FEAR4 Homo sapiens

° 46 NP 001304288.1 FFAR4 Felis catus

1 K5 HAMYFFFARMIN RS R B2

Fig. 1 Phylogenetic analysis of FFAR4 in large yellow croaker
and other species
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IR 5 B ) AT PN Y S o
24 KEBFFAR4N SHEBFER 3T BB A cAMPZ £
oA

%N 2 B4k 75 27w, £ pCDH-eGFP-HEK-
293 T4l 1, EPARILAKNFE X CRE-LucR 15 R 4t )
TR E RN, Mi{EpCDH-LcFFAR4-eGFP-HEK-
293 T4, EPARILAKLFE 15 7] 3 2% $2 7+ CRE-Luc
& R ETE, 525 6 2 AR b L RS
PR ZE R AN(P<0.05; K] 4). X PR IE 7R AE
JEIIFFARAHGEGs - FIICAMP/E FiB M. FEfeH
(112, EPAIE T HIcAMPIH IR 3% =LA (K 4).
25 KEBFFAR4NT SAERRERXT B 28 1 ;2 R B9
A

IR FTEPAFILAXT K 38 1 FFARAHUE I 2 7,
AT FUAE K i 500 200 i i 3 e i A A
FFAR4GS IR Mo pE 7Y | 25 I IR, FFAR4TL KA
H H ffar4 FImRNAZK T GFPXT I 4H 2 25 Tt iy (P<
0.05; & 5), & B AW 7% Ji D 1) 2 ik % 15 FFAR4
()R o M A A 7R o 3 — 25 10 Mg Bl TR Ak B S
56 R I, TE L RIAFFARAM K i B2, EPA

GFP

eGFP/DMSO

0 10 pum

LcFFAR4/DMSO

0 10 um

LcFFAR4/EPA

0 10 um

LcFFAR4/LA

0 10 um

0 10 um

FILAY REZARLPS 5 T 1il-6, il-18Mmf-alf) 3Rk T
W, Horb DAEPARUR 0o W3 (] 6) .
3 g

FFARAE K% 22 AN I 0 R B 2 4, 2
BEUESE 2 S5 LA IR L 98 0 ) A 4 RF
feEfa G oAt it ", ek, 24m
ZE W b B i DR 2 A AT rP B T T FRARAR (A8
B, #Eon AR I mT g B A R £ 2= )
BEPP Y, BRI, 6T fu SKFFARA IR 58 M4k TR 25
B B, R ) 2 AN [ i 0 B ke L ) s P . FFAR4
(1) TC A 3 B P T A 5 15 58 i v B = B A
SO UEE o ASHIE T I B e Kk K B i FFAR4[Y)
HEK293T4H Y, 35 WK LU T o-3 5 IR (EPA) 5
-6/ 7 B2 (LA)XF FFARASZ AR (1) 180 2 57, I\ 32 14k
WAk 55 (S5 K cAMPIE I =N 2T RS vEAh
THESH SR, I A SRR RIEHETT
PRAL o X —HF ALK 7 T 1 ZEFFARA Y RE I 5
R, 1oyt — 20 i) B £ 200 R 2R 1S FR ML
AL T HEIS

DAPI Merge

0 10 um 0 10 pum

0 10um 0 10um 0 10 um

0 10 um 0 10 um

0 10 um 0 10 um

K2 EPARILAXILFFARAM L5
Fig. 2 Effects of EPA and LA on LcFFAR4 internalization
eGFP/{ % pCDH-eGFP-HEK293T4H ffl; LcFFAR44X % LcFFAR4-eGFP-HEK 293 T4 i ; 236 4H W DHABLEPA AL 3 ; DMSO A% [ %
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with DHA or EPA, while DMSO is used as the vehicle control; Cell membranes and nuclei are stained with Dil and DAPI, respectively;
Visualization is performed using confocal laser scanning microscopy; Scale bar=10 pm
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DIFFERENTIAL CELLULAR RESPONSES TO -3 AND w-6 FATTY ACIDS
MEDIATED BY FFAR4 RECEPTOR IN LARGE YELLOW
CROAKER (LARIMICHTHYS CROCEA)

WU Cai-Xia, LI Qing-Fei, SUI Chang-Xu and Al Qing-Hui
(Key Laboratory of Mariculture, Ministry of Education, College of Fisheries, Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266003, China)

Abstract: Free fatty acid receptor 4 (FFAR4), a G protein-coupled receptor (GPCR), plays a key role in sensing long-
chain polyunsaturated fatty acids (LC-PUFAs) in mammals. However, its ligand selectivity and downstream signaling
mechanisms in fish remain poorly understood. In this study, we investigated the ligand recognition and signaling cha-
racteristics of FFAR4 from the large yellow croaker (Larimichthys crocea), with particular emphasis on ®-3 and ®-6
fatty acids. A stable HEK293T cell line expressing LcFFAR4 was established to systematically assess ligand-induced
receptor internalization, intracellular calcium flux, and cyclic adenosine monophosphate (cAMP) signaling pathway.
Subcellular localization analysis revealed predominant plasma membrane distribution of LcFFAR4. Ligand stimulation
assays demonstrated that both eicosapentaenoic acid (EPA, ®-3) and linoleic acid (LA, »-6) induced receptor internali-
zation, with EPA showing significantly stronger effect. Calcium imaging revealed low concentrations EPA markedly
increased intracellular calcium levels, indicating activation of the calcium signaling pathway, whereas LA elicited no
significant change. Dual-luciferase reporter assays further confirmed both EPA and LA activated the LcFFAR4-media-
ted cAMP signaling pathway, with EPA displaying a more potent effect. Functional analyses revealed that EPA more
effectively mitigated lipopolysaccharide (LPS)-induced inflammatory responses via LcFFAR4. These results collec-
tively demonstrate that LcFFAR4 exhibits distinct ligand selectivity and signaling bias. EPA, an ®-3 fatty acid, func-
tions as a more potent agonist than LA, inducing stronger receptor internalization and more robust activation of both
calcium and cAMP signaling pathways. This study provides the first evidence of teleost FFAR4 differential responses
to ®-3 and -6 fatty acids from a GPCR signaling perspective, offering new insights into the fatty acid sensing mecha-
nisms and their potential roles in nutrient sensing and metabolic regulation in fish.

Key words: FFAR4; Long-chain polyunsaturated fatty acids; Receptor internalization; Calcium signaling; cAMP;
Ligand selectivity; Larimichthys crocea
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