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[(WE] a8 WEREEUEE KB IE(UPEC) W140 BRI BT R LB iha BEEEE . BT iha 3B B X UPEC 4
YIS B m , &i& R Red ARG 3 FlBUR (pKDA6 , pKD3 . pCP20) Bl B W140 B HEAY iha LA, pKD46 F£ik A
WER AR 3 N EAE A A W40 Wik HAAREEAEE T . L pKD3 #4719 WA A B4 S 0 (FRDIAE R
UL R e B L iha , B 2 05 B0 4% Bl T 20 9 BORL pCP20 ¥ FRTT 22 (8] 10 5 25 3R P01 56 B B , DT 3145 iha Jik I
TR AR, RS ME RO LRI A ER SRR R EARG AR EYRIE 2R, 4% PCRBIFA DNA ¥R,
UPEC W140 TG O AR 19 iha 3 DIBE R IR 5% 13 B iha JEPEBE R UPEC W140Aiha, 3 H i B4 B Ak 5 05 A6 TR AR A LG 2R
YIBY AE JI BRAR (P<C0. 01), & #  iha FER NHHRT =) 2 5 UPEC A Y B T8 1, 38 5k 400 1 122 36 PR 1Y) 28 354 22 o0 42 il
FR i I e A2 A A
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Knockout of the iha gene in uropathogenic Escherichia coli and its influence on biofilm formation
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[Abstract] Objective To construct the adhesin gene iha mutant of uropathogenic Escherichia coli (UPEC) strain W140,
and analyze the effects of iha deletion on UPEC biofilm formation. Methods Knockout of the iha gene was done with plasmid
pKD46, pKD3, and pCP20 of Red recombinant system. pKD46 was transformed into W140 strain to express the three
recombination proteins of X\ phage. The chloramphenicol resistance gene flanked by flipase recognition target (FRT) of pKD3
was amplified by PCR and transformed into W140 strain to replace the iha gene. Finally pCP20 was transformed into W140
strain and expressed flipase recombinase, which deleted the chloramphenicol resistance gene between FRT sites. The differences
of biofilm formation ability between the wild strain and the mutant were measured by crystal violet staining. Results PCR
verification and DNA sequencing indicated that the iha gene was successfully knocked out and UPEC W140Aiha was
constructed. The biofilm growth level of the mutant was significantly lower than that of wild strain (P <C 0. 01).
Conclusion The iha gene and its encoding product are involved in the process of UPEC biofilm formation. Suppressing iha gene
may provide a new target for controlling urinary tract infection.
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RIBFEH AT T 08, B —Fh B R iha £
ik, H SRR 7. 40, FUIZIEH 5 4 Y I
K R VI, Tha 2B KR TrgA B £
(IrgA-homologue adhesin) & [, GenBank ¥ i} 5
8215851, ORF N 2 091 bp. 1% K& X 2 i 40 i 4P K
M Tha. BB 7 UPEC ZhBh A K % F Bz 4 i, J& T
UPEC WJ—Fh & I H 72, ABF5E R A Red 4 R
it % UPEC W140 #R (T iha FERREBR , F— 25
WESLZ NS UPEC JE UAEY IR X R,

1 MEFGE

1.1 ®W#5m4E UPEC W40 #kr 8 A S IR
AH G PR IR B DR ARAS  FE R AT A T I e b 2
TESE BE U6 T2 At 40 B8 A= IR . R BB AR )
(KB FE T p678-54 R LB BAE, HIA L = MK
17. Red EH ARG ALK 3 FhFokL, pKD46 (&% 5
RO AT A WA 3 S E 45 H (Exo, Bet Al
Gam) 15 = 0 EL A [7) U5 5 401 77, [R) s 985 47
BURE W+ .= T 37°Ciz b2 & K s pKD3 #5475
B R PUE S, W A B B 25 5 6L s (flipase
recognition target, FRT); pCP20 (Rl i} B A5 & &
HREMAT RN KL MM EH N, v FRT

2 [ 1 0 25 Bk 3 R B i R EL A IR R A
A 7E 42°C B 3% 35 B il 5 40 A L IR) B 5Ok
B . VAL ORI b 4 4 e A ARl 2R R
i,

1.2 3ARALRM  AE R A LB B %
B AW R R B M63 L RS B IR, Yl 1 i
ETAY TREARRS ARAF; Tag DNA RG
it R B R £ L AN B PR A 4R BOR R & A
TaKaRa 2~ ) ; L-PFIHi{A M B Sigma 28 7] ; PCR 5|
Y& R DNA T By K HEE 28 BB & R A7 PR A F)
58 .

1.3 PCR 31 4i%it PRI Ml PR2 2 M TR I8 & 41
518,55 A 50 bp [ iha JE RO ) TR P60, 37
Ui A 20 bp BT LA pKD3 TR A A AR B 14 S 55 &
Pobk 3 N (R FE PO FRT) M 5191, 973 7= 4
1133 bp.P1 1 P2 Ry 5E X ml Bk %8 2 51 4, 43 5l T
iha 3£ ORF 19 5" A1 3", FH T &8 RPu v 2L R &
e 5B A 28 (BT 1133 bp) L B e E S
AR R WA E (P 8™ 215 bp).
P3 Fl P4 J2& iha S 5E 5190, H T8 0 78 A% 2 &
PEAF L, P 8724 1 071 bp, 7 T iha R F
G S Ay, SIS R 1,

&1 PCR3I#FFI
Tabl Sequences of PCR primers

Primer Purpose Sequence (5'-3")

PR1 Homologous recombination primers ATG CGA ATA ACC ACT CTG GCT TCC GTA GTC ATT CCC TGT CTC
(iha homologous arms underlined) GGA TTT TCA GCG ATT GTG TAG GCT GGA G

PR2 TCA GAA CTG ATA GTT CAG CGA CAT CCA GTA ATT TCG CTC AGG

TAT CAC ATT AAT TAA CGG CTG ACA TGG G

P1 Identification primers for gene knockout ATG CGA ATA ACC ACT CTG GC

P2 TCA GAA CTG ATA GTT CAG CG

P3 Identification primers for iha gene TTT CAG CCA GCA GCA TAG

P4 GGA CAA CTC CGT CTT TCA T

1.4 RRE@AH—HZFH B PCR Y W
FRT (58 ZPiE R (i Bkl pKD3 #2 4t A AR )
PP 1 et i B A SRR Red 3120 i 09 B AR
SR 5 e R R B AL T 55 AR ORL pCP20
FEIR M BNEL B R FRT 2 08) 09 S0 % R vk 5
PRI (T 1)

1.5 Red T4 A %% F BEK pKD46 1L
W140 H k. 30C R &K, IR H 1 : 100 50 2
100 mL FHATEHEMN LBRHHR,30CH#HE
HHE Doy = 0. 25, A L-BTHAHE Z W B 30

mmol/L %S 1 h, kLA Exo.Bet fl Gam & H
FEor A, KRB IKE 10 min,4°CF 1 800X g &
L 10 min, 37 _FE  HEUTE A R 10 % H 0 Uk
Ve 3K A B G 2 S A

1.6 MAFEFREAASH iha AW DK
pKD3 N, 519 PR1 F1 PR2 ¥ 14 5 % R hitk
FEHCEWM FRT) . R4 94°CHIAEYE 5 min;
AEPE 94°C40 s, K 56°C 30 s, ZEH 72°C 2 min, #F
17 30 ME s e J5 72°C #EAH 10 min, PCR =94l
)5 L e A ek F AL ) W140 B BRI 2 25 40 g
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FHGEE R P AO0 18 B v B L O 7 42°C 15 3R 1%
3 WL LARBRE A B R pKDA46 ., 50 B+ 43 5l
EMTAGERNEANE G R PR EEE R
PEV MR BB AR KM FE 20N & R M F AR AR g
Ko, BI AT ESE Bk pKD46 & 2, 452 BB 1 o e 5t
K20 DNA E R AR , 53 590 FH 5 DR R B 2 28 519 P11,
P2 Fl iha HHYE 59 P3 . P4 #4T PCR %k,

FRT FRT
H1 H2
| Gene A | Gene iha ‘ Gene B |
FRT FRT

Resistance gene

Tz

FRT

B1 EEEBRSRTIEE

Fig 1 Schematic diagram of gene disruption strategy

FRT refers to flipase recognition target; PR1 and PR2 are
primers for amplification of resistance gene; H1 and H2 refer

to the homology extension

L7 WBRAFEZTREAR EUR pCP20 # AR
BRI R . 30°C 3% 8 h. AR JF 2 M 3 42°C i
T 75 T Tl I il o 20 il 3R 36 ) I B 3 W 2%
WA Tl A R LB 558 5 1 R4 55 9%, e U
Wk TRERPUE PR R AR AER
BUE e PR 0 TR0 T L A S .t DU T PR
DNA, %52 51 9 k41 PCR Xt 5055 2 B vk 2k 1Y
o B EAT %558 L IFXF PCR =45 )5 4347 .

1.8 AR EAAYBEL RGN RFL
AR Y k) M63 B R 3R 0D R 3R AR
Pk DR R 53k T R R AR I P B L RV R RE
2X 10" CFU/mL, B 1. 25 pL WA E] 96 fLAR
125 pL M63 535 K, 37°C # B 15 5% 24 h, #%
1 100U W 7% B 28 fL 1Y 125 pL M63 H5 57 5k
37T CHFE R FE 24 h ok 48 h, BHRE K 4 &
fL. BEFR5E UG L W2 TR L JH A BEER KT T U5 5 2
B AR LIS R e 3 175 L. B4 8 1 min 5K
oY AR SR K Ph Ve Z R YW IR CE 1 h, 1
SEA TS BHALINA ZH TR 200 L. 548

P25 G 1) 45 58 50 VA L AR AR DU Dsso {H L 25
RIBCFHE . DL SR FREAR S MW LA = [T
HE, LU AN R) A AR 19 06 % 25 5

1.9 “itFa® B R SPSS 10. 0 F k17
ANOVA J7 25 Wi il ¢ K25, K5 5 K F (o) A 0. 05,

% R

2.1 RRETHA W40 B4 (R F F ) 0K
2  UUS% PR1 M PR2 ¥ #8 ik pKD3 L % &
P & W s FRT, i /% PCR P15 A C R ik
HAWT) W40 BBk, 0 A iha 5P 8] P58 A
FRT AR RIIMERERN T B S MGk L1 iha
RAEFREL W iha SEHE B TR, HMWAHEE
Sl Y BB R T R R B RPN A B
iha FE F Br UK ZE SR UL 2, BF A A W140 B PR
ATY 3 2 091 bp MY iha FEH (54 9) Pkt Y 4
A BHE FERE T REMS P11 133 bp M E Pl
SR B 1.3.5.7) AR WL iha £ (5571 2,
4.6.8) KHITE W140 B PR Y AR I iha HE P O B
A U H B R YU

bp M I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 bp

—2 091
— 1133

2 REZEHABEK PCREE

Fig 2 PCR verification of homologous recombination strains

M: DNA marker; 1,3,5,7: Chloramphenicol resistance gene
in recombinant strains; 2,4,6,8: ‘ha gene in recombinant

strains; 9: zha gene in wild W140

2.2 RAEFRMEAR ER K pCP20 5 AE
21 W140 BERE ,42°C 005 T B il 55 ALl % 55 L LA
BBt A DR B — N FRT, [a] I 5 ks 328 7 0 . )
Y€ 519 P A P2 430 %0 W140 Bf A4 Bk L W140
R RPOIE R AR M W140 iha F R B bR B e (0
&K DNA #£47 PCR ¥ 3%, Lok 25 S WL & 3, 5 A4 A
W140 W AR Y3 7= ¥ A iha B K ORF A & K/
2 091 bp, AERPIEELAKY W= 1 133 bp.
iha K& R A BRBR DT 3E 7 ¥) S 215 bp, 5 U AR AT,
XF iha &R EERARY G 7 ik 4T DNA T L R W%
PR G (oA I S0 R P M 3 B3 . B et B
H 5 5& B % R ki 44 2 UPEC W140Aiha,
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3 UPEC WI140 Bk iha B R B H PCR £7E
Fig 3 PCR verification of iha mutant of UPEC W140
M. DNA marker; 1: PCR production of wild W140 strain;
2: PCR production of the recombinant with chloramphenicol
resistance; 3: PCR production of UPEC W140Aiha. UPEC;

Uropathogenic Escherichia coli

2.3 iha AREBRHEREDBEY R R E I
PP A= W140 B8 Bk, W140Aiha F1 A= 9 B5 B 1 B Bk
p678-54 43 Bl HEF T 96 FLAR H , 15 40 B 2 AL 52
e AEDIRE, NG5SR g i &5 R L B A W40
IRRAE D o5 T ALRE AT N 2y 1/2 X,
HEAEMUT , WREUE (5] (B AA) s iha WS TE R Y
A W B S B IR BCTE A AT L LU AR B . B AS A (A
4B) ;p678-54 T Bk H I 15 45 BEJE BUR R B E )
(K 4C), 24 h B 3R 3 PR MW YL 8 Dsso K
MEEF R 1.3640. 05,0, 3040, 03,0. 090, 02;48
h 40381, 4040. 03,0, 34 £0. 05,0. 10£0. 03,
M ZFAHGEI ¥ X (P<0.0D)  (HEHRE 24 h
AP G Do KM 25 R 5 48 h B 2 55 6
Giitsram X, DL RS RERW], iha KK RIS 40 AR
WY BCRE 7 B AR L (H AT RE Fh T JH At 285 BEE 285 4 1)
PR 1 R 3K 3 52 4 AN BE TP J A P B A R B, (] )
Vi IR 56 B AR TE 00 24 h A I 20 L, 4k 2 3
I YRS B T AN B 5

3 i@

Red T 41 7 58 /2 35 40k & 8 B ok 1) K W A v 2k
DR R B B AR — 2R 50 3 DR TR R Y 3 IR i oh R
BETEREEH, ZRGE ML A WEE 3 ~EA
Exo.Bet Ml Gam &4 /E ], Gam #ll ] UPEC 1y
RecBCD #% W2 #MU) I Pk L i AP R LM DNA K %2 37
Rk B i s Exo Al Bet 51 T4 M F B 5 [ I X & 2E
2 e AR AR e i R R A vk e LT

fiito,

B 4 Wi140 BF £ ¥k iha EERBRKS
EYRAEREEFILPERNEYE

Fig 4 Biofilms in culture wells of wild, mutant,

and biofilm negative strains
A: Wild W140 strain; B: UPEC W140Aiha; C:. E. coli
p678-54. UPEC. Uropathogenic Escherichia coli

UPEC £ 17 Zi B 2= 75 4B W IE it & b B A7 &
BRI 1 7Y T R RN O AE AR W R kAR R
BAEGFEH RS F9 B RSN TR 56 5 bk
TE B Y — W AR curli B BRES S5 1A R
T 142 A A2 o 4 B8 6 R 0T BB L2 )2 45
R, RS R F B S5 A8 7E UPEC 289 B 1
(/R A5 BE 52, HAR B UPEC BEAY I #% CFTO073
(4 LR 20 7 45 51 L 8 T AR5 S & A A Bz
(chaperone-usher pathway) B4 B E# 9\ F 5t A 10
Fi, AR e kB, i H UPEC 45 2 Fh ki
RGBT ER L 3k 2 B 45 7 7E 20 TR A W BROE B Y A
FEAF R,

AWEFE ) H B FE P iha g5 —Fh HL A B B1E
AT M T, B AP35 Naves 507X 15 #RIE
AR W REE B K i T TR 22 b G B 3R RR DX AT A A A
B LVHEE RN iha EH S5 AW AKX, M
T H RN 15 MR AT 12 40, AT A
FEA K 30 M DL S OBk iha B R 7E A2 W) TR
B RS FEFE L T H. UPEC T8 Rk A9 22 B4R 1T fE S 20
B P A B R 22 5 . A TR A AT 0 3 OIS R A
MEAESE tha FEHAE UPEC & WA 9 B L )8 3%
KIS FRATTAE N I IR 43 B UPEC A6 T 3
iha F #8547 250 76 Y0, R Sl 02 A6 A= W B5EBH 1k 1Y
UPEC Btk 19 43 A 808 T A= 1 JEE B 1 T bk L HL 2%
SEHAGIFE L (TP RRFRD X HERW iha
PR 5 25 W IS 11 A G 1

ABFFEFH Red BH RGEX W140 #RiH#HAT iha
BE DR A L R % BB P2 S Wi Ok TR A AR ) TR A
MIVET . M SEER 25 B, UPEC W140Aiha # 55 %
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PR A W RO 1 RE T (R B AR, U iha DR B I 4
=Y R A R EE S 5%, Y8BT
Z: 5 HE W B TE B0 40 TR B 25 48 R X Tha —Fh, 3L
MG B 2= 7E Tha Bk 26 )5 RE & 8 — & 2 EEACEEAE N,
Jit LA UPEC W140Aiha AT58K 28 91 4 44 55 09 £ )
BCRE T, 3 S5z it A TR A ) RO UL 8 52 Ak
JUE I AEESE iha 3£ 25 UPEC 44 5B 1R
R I o1 B U i s s T W £ (SR RO = N N o
A7 20 X 12 Ak PR B R 38 7 ) i AT R AR g T
i, A AT REXS UPEC A48 W) IR Y A A= | & e i 31 BRI

i REL BT 1 L A7 B R BRI R G 1 B YR TS A R
SE
4 T

Jt A5 A 3 P AR SO B AT A R 4 o 58
[Z % X W]
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