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[(HZE] BV E 7 8RR (FFHBFP) X i B 40 75 Ak 4 2 0 3 45 2R 5 (MRSA ) # g A1AE W B A 300 i 4 L & 30
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A= WD IRIY AL R fnbA JicaA Ik 1952 M, S J5 18 43 6 5 BOR B0 FFHBFP m v 76 40 04 A 20U 43 5 MRSA 75 ) FAE W 5 1Y)
EFT S HLE . &R VAN MIC A 2 mg L', 7 1 mg-L"' LU F B R0 MRSA Z: K, 1fif FFHBFP JG il &2 Hh MIC, 76 4 2 i
U EE 101.200~202.400 g« L™ X A= A M40 8 5 A HE T 25 20 R0 VAN 4, sub-MIC (£ 25 i B 3k BF 25.300~50.600 g+ L) B
A 2 0 g T ALK 2 MRS A X H,0, Bk (P<0.01) ; flfL AT % 25 51 i 7k FFHBFP (4 24 i VR 25.300~202.400 g- L) X A=
Wy B i 40 R 24 A B S 3RV T (P<0.05, P<0.01) ; SEM [ 7 FFHBFP i 21 1) 15 45 44 B AL , AR K/ R — ;A 25 B i ik
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1 78 FFHBFP 3 240 TG P o % 7 AL SR B A 45 & e 77 . 4518 : FFHBFP X MRSA WA B4 28 K I RE 7, T2 38 i
) 553 77 07 2% 35 A W BBV 45 B0 B ) ok R I R AL

[RBiIE] LMk, m R STk e OmaRE,; SO, EwE

[FESZEESE] R2-0;R22;R285.5;R289;R33 [xkdRIREE] A [XEHS] 1005-9903(2022)08-0054-09

[doi] 10.13422/j.cnki.syfjx.20220609

[ & HREitk]  https:/kns.cnki.net/kems/detail/11.3495.R.20220120.1109.004.html

[P % H AR B #3]  2022-01-20 16:35

Effect of Fufang Huangbai Fluid Paint on Virulence and Biofilm of Methicillin-resistant

Staphylococcus aureus

LI Jin-ze', CUI Kai-yu’, LI Dong-ying’, MA Shu-hua®>, HE Gai-ying’, SUN Ya-nan’, WANG Yi’,
HE Zhong-mei'", YANG Wei-feng”
(1. Jilin Agricultural University, Changchun 130118, China;
2. Experimental Research Center, China Academy of Chinese Medical Sciences, Beijing 100700, China)

[Abstract] Objective: To study the virulence and biofilm inhibition effect of Fufang Huangbai Fluid
Paint (FFHBFP) on methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) , and to explore the antibacterial effect
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of FFHBFP on MRSA, which provides a theoretical basis and reference for clinical medication. Method:
Firstly, the microdilution method and time - growth curve were used to determine the minimum inhibitory
concentration (MIC) of FFHBFP and vancomycin (VAN) against MRSA and the effect on bacterial growth. The
effects of FFHBFP and VAN on the inhibition of MRSA virulence factor lipase and restoration of hydrogen
peroxide (H,0,) sensitivity were detected under sub-minimum inhibitory concentration (sub-MIC). The
inhibitory effect of FFHBFP and VAN on MRSA biofilm formation and maturation was detected by the
microplate method. The morphological changes of mature biofilms before and after administration were observed
under a scanning electron microscope (SEM). Real-time polymerase chain reaction (Real-time PCR) was
utilized to detect the effect of 50.600 g-L" concentration of FFHBFP on the expression of MRSA virulence gene
crtM and biofilm-forming genes fnbA and icaA. Finally, molecular docking technology was used to predict the
mechanism of potential antibacterial active ingredients of FFHBFP in inhibiting the virulence and biofilm of
MRSA. Result; The MIC of VAN was 2 mg-L", and VAN below 1 mg-L" exerted no effect on MRSA growth.
The MIC of FFHBFP was not determined, while the 101.200-202.400 g-L" original solution inhibited MRSA
growth. Compared with the blank group and the VAN group, sub-MIC (25.300-50.600 gL original solution)
inhibited lipase and recovered MRSA sensitivity to H,0, (P<0.01). The results of the microplate method showed
that FFHBFP (25.300-202.400 g- L' original solution) inhibited biofilm formation and maturation (P<0.05, P<
0.01). The SEM exhibited that FFHBFP made the structure of biofilm loose and the size of the bacteria varied.
FFHBFP at 50.600 g-L"' concentration can inhibit the expression of related virulence genes and biofilm-forming
genes (P<0.05, P<0.01) , and molecular docking results also showed that the main antibacterial active
ingredients in FFHBFP have good binding ability to the target. Conclusion: FFHBFP that cannot directly kill
MRSA exerts clinical efficacy by impairing virulence expression, biofilm formation, and other pathogenic
properties.
[Keywords] Fufang Huangbai Fluid Paint (FFHBFP) ; methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus;

virulence factor; biofilm
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1 # £ 0.02, >R ] i B 1k 7E 96 fL A oK FFHBFP il
1.1 HH#k MRSAHS ATCC 43300) 1 [ 36 [H 4 VAN 17 2 5% B , fifi FFHBFP e 28 i = W6 B A=
XEE TR 2l 5 B U BE1101.200~0.791 g+ L', VAN iz & i &

1.2 z44¥ FFHBFP (45 20031212, 111 Z= I J5 il
hA PR T 7 8 % (VAN L5 D277006, 74 BE
FLILLY S.A. AT ),
1.3 XA XTTHE (XTT) =T ( -
T AR W B A R A R ik 5 43 00 o A19D11L1350
18.Y03S11X122350) ; Wy W& fim /i H g (PMS, 3£ [H
Sigma /A ], L5 P9625) ;i A Ak AW W (H,0,, b 52
Vg 1 B 25 2 PR AT FR A W] L 455 0101002) ; MH A
VR MR LR R IO (35 ] Oxoid 243 H) ) s BihiE
Sk A R A R 2 4R AR A R A R | ) 5 45
mn 8 (CV, 3 [ Solarbio 24 7] ) 32,3, 5- = AR FL & Ly
AW (TTC, 1 H bt R A R A BR A A 5 40 1A
B RNA $5 BUR ) & [ RAR A LR (db 5t B IR A
A, #t 5 W9702] ; ReverTra Ace™ SZ I 2¢ 06 & 1 BB
4 Wi 4% 2 2 % (Real-time PCR) ¥ % 3% (RT) Master
Mix A1 SYBR®Green Real-time PCR Master Mix [ %<
(L) EYREARAA, #5550 NR
061000132800 ; LB 1 % 5L (& fL &0 10 g- L', &
FIWR 10 g- L7 B4R I 5 - L, 4K B il ) s LB
[l A B 32 L (5040 4k 10 g+ L, B AR (1M 10 g- L, B2
BER I S g L', Biifig 20 g+ L7, B 4K il ) 5 & b
LB} 3 (R 20 2.5 - L, Stk b 10 gL, JE 55
IR 10 g L' BERESR MU 5 g+ L, B8 4l K BE i) 5
XTT-PMS i # (1 g-L" XTT 5 3.06 g-L"' PMS #%
200: VIR A, BEOEARAE ) ;0.4%CVIEW(CV 4 g- L7,
B2l K )
1.4 Y%% SW-CJ-1FD Hi 5 TAE & (Ih M L s
SHEARFBRAE) ; THZ-D #UE IR 5 % 35 5246 (950
L S R A A R A T ) s KBF-240 BUAH I 15 57 46
(7% [¥ Binder /A ) ) ; V-1100 % 28 4 73 6 BE 3+ ( E
T3 5635 B AR A R A A ) 5 S-3400N B 454 1L 1 12 3L
% ( HA H LA A ) ; Synergy H1 I fiff A5 {X . ELX50
R4 F 3l GE BE AR AL (3 [ BioTek A BRA ) ;
Allegra X-15R & ] B5.0>#L (3£ [5] Beckman Coulter A
FR 2y F] ) ; NanoDrop One ## fif i 43 Y66 B (€ H
Thermo 2 #) ) ; CFX Connect™ %! Real-time PCR 1%
(% H Bio-Rad A #]) .
2 Fik
2.1 AR B O (MIC) I & PEELMRSA Hu
V%S T LB} 32 5 4 mL ¥ 37 °C 280 r-min™ 1 3¢
16~18 h, il 5& H: W 6 B A, (H I F MH 55 778 3E 76 B¢
. 56 .

e B R 8~0.062 5 mg- L, A L B 245 W 45 100 pL
1 Fi B TR 100 L, 37 °C K5 9% 24 ho AL TTC
30 wL, i & 37 °C1H 35 7248 1 45 9% 30 min, HUH
W52 06,725 4K,
2.2 FFHBFP %} MRSA I [A] - 4= & il £& g ) 7
PEHUMRSA ¥1% 7% B T 4 mL LB K5 973,37 °C |
280 remin TG KA BB SR 4R 12100 42
A E 10 mL LB#; 7% . 7E37 °C 280 r-min § K
Fi 3% 0.5 h 5 A% LU B 25 WK, fff FFHBFP 5 4% it i
We J oM HE 25 R Mk 101.200,50.600,25.300 g+ L7,
VAN A RN 1 mg- L', 25 HAH % LB K 3%
F,AE 37 °C 280 remin” F 15 7% I 45 J& 2 h BUE
100 WL JH bR AR I A o0 fE, S 56 728 39K o
2.3 FFHBFP % MRSA £ /7 [N 1 i 5 Wi
2.3.1  fi5 05 B T P HU MRSA LB K E T
4 mL LBH; 33,37 °C 280 remin' i W K5 3¢ J5 , 4%
B 21T 2.2 LI 25 R K TR 2 WL AR E A
AN TA) e B H A 52 MRSA 4= K FFHBFP il VAN
BE R 1% — T MR H il s LB 38 F e |, 37 °CHs 5%
24 h, WMEE W B K/ SR d i 3K
2.3.2 AL EEURME SR PRI MRSA B A
BT 4 mL LB # 3,37 °C 280 r-min i 7% £
Je I H A IR E 0.2, % H . 454 2.1 TR
2.2 T SE Ky 4% B %k B %P MRSA AR K T
FFHBFP Fl VAN ¥ Ji , 3l i £ L6 76 B 25 W, O 4%
WS M2 1: 1IR2), i FFHBFP i & i &
e N A 2 R VR JE 50.600,25.300 gL, BH A 24
VAN 4 fr &R BN 1 mg-L7', %5 FI 41 LB £
F2 A E 37 °C . 280 r-min" ¥ % 24 h., JH JC I PBS
L 2 U, IR L B Ao fH N 1, B AR A 1Y 20
RSO — B0, O 1) 20 TR R T I A R AR EE R 1.5%
i H,0,, 7 7 37 °C N & 15 min, W & J5 , L
100 WL 3 76 LB b, DL 5077 15 (14 1 V% %0, S5 56
\EHE 3K,
2.4 fRFLH A I FEHBFP % MRSA A= ¥ I (1) 5%
u[’,ﬂ[l9-20]
2.4.1 JEAW B MRSA M 75 ® T 4 mL LB ¥
FRH,37 °C 280 r-min i & 5 57 )5 , & BE LB 85
I 5 (0.25% 75 % 0 )W A BE 28 A, fH M 0.1, %
FH o 7E 96 FL A X 245 W E A7 2 £% 76 R, & VR JE B
FE M2 A& AL, B L AR B B TR 100 wL, fiff
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FFHBFP fix 2 Jit & & & o 4F 245 o & Wk J& 6.325~ W1,
ST =N By N -
202.400 g-L', VAN fg £ Jii & ¥ & Oy 1.25 =1 3|mE
40 mg-L" IH#E 37 °CHE 5% 24 ho FH 0.9% & 1k 89 3k Table 1 Primer sequences
Vi A R
B2 U, BR R AL IR . A 0.4% CV A a1 A5 P
; X B4 4 Y j -
XTT-PMS B X AL P9 A ) AT e €8, 5F I 16S r/RNA I3 GCTGCCCTTTGTATTGTC 179
ASCKS: I B R (CV 590 nm) Fil % B i (XTT-PMS .
it AGATGTTGGGTTAAGTCCC
450 nm 655 nm) it 4 H .
crtM E ¥ ATGGTGTTGCTGGTACAGTAGGTG 94

242 A IUMRSA B S T 4 mL LB ¥
FRHE 37 °C 280 r-min” 2 KI5 FR 5, H S HE LB 85
I Ak (0.25% i %5 W5 ) 4 TR W B 2 Ao B R 0.1, JF
7E 96 fL A H %5 fL hn # B B W 100 pL, 37 °C H5 5+
24 WG ZBRALrP 09 WE T o K 25 MR AT 2 A W R
fif FFHBFP fix 2 ¥ i O A= 24 6.325~202.400 g-L",
VAN fig 28 J5i 5 € J& Ol 1.25~40 mg- L™, £ ¥ J& B
2B AL, BFLINA 100 WL 5 B 259, 37 °C 4k &2
B 9% 24 ho HH 0.9% S 16 8k Pk A 2 W, 4 i m A
0.4%CV Fl XTT-PMS i 71| - F g A A0 00 5 7R o
(CV 590 nm) FI{ @# & (XTT-PMS 450 nm 655 nm)
1 AMH

2.5 IR B WL 2K MRSA A Y B & 1
12 fLAR A 1 emx 1 em (9 JE B 235 A, ARG B
W1 mL(A4y,=0.1),37 °CH; % 24 h, i LE W AR K AE
#HP o W R, i A FFHBFP (A= 24 it ot vk
£ 101.200~202.400 g- L") 1 mL A1 VAN(10 mg-L") , =%
FL4lin A 1 mL & B LB B 3% 5, 37 °C 4k 2& 1 3%
24 h, HIPBSIEVE 2K, BRZFRIFAN TR o 4% Il 8¢
[ 5, CmEAh BE 7K W 20 L3 VR R T W 4
Jo  AEF T AR R

2.6 Real-time PCRIl A 24 i &2 ¢ % 50.600 g-L
J B e B FFHBFP X MRSA 7 /7 3 A crtM Fil 4 ¥
I B JE IH fnbA | icaA B M X K ik K Pk L
MRSA ¥ 7% % T 4 mL LB 1 3% 3£ , 37 °C .
280 remin WK FRIG B 1L G SR YR B 12100 4%
FE] 10 mL LB $% 37 B (25 [ 41) A 245 0t vk 3
50.600 g- L Jfi & % FF FFHBFP " 315 5% 2 % #0040,
O IF FHICTE PBS I R 2 Uk, W AR TR 4 I VR AU IS |, 4%
HECUE BT 45 4 B RNA I 336 5% S il cDNA . N S 2 [
16S rRNA Fl H 19 5 4 crtM . fabA .icaA 95| ¥ H A=
T AW TR M) B A B Rl A . Real-time
PCR JZ W 1K £ N 7518 7K 6.4 wL, SYBR"Green Real-
time PCR Master Mix 10 wL, [ FUiF5|#)4% 0.8 nL,
¢cDNA 2 pL. 4 AFH 95 °CHLAE 1 30 5,95 °CAR
P£55,59 °Ci k10 s FF4E i 15 s, M 40 G 3F .
PR TE N OIS DO RSB NS NI/ s |

T TCACCAAGTCTTCTTGCGACATCG

fnbA [- 9 AACACCAACGCCACCAACACC 84
T it TCTGGCTCACTCGGCACTTCTG

icaA |3 TCGACGTTGGCTACTGGGATACTG 109

T CAACACATGGCAAGCGGTTCATAC

2.7 4y T A HEXF FEHBFP 7 3 340 B 0% Pk 8 o 1
FHHR 5 g #3R2Y L RCSB PDB %3 JE Hh # & IF
T R Wi B (geh) B 0% 5 G B (ortM) | i 25 3K 1A
B ) 7 5 9 A (sarA) 8 11932 FH PyMOL X 4 X
B LK o 7 AR, R A7 R 28 H BT 45 14 PDB 4%
K. M TCMSP 145 % Jf T # FFHBFP & 24t
R M 0 /N BE B L ST SR IR R 1 1 W 25 4
mol L. K5 H ML & ¥ 5 A Swissdock - £ i
150 F X450, — MOl A AR (AG) BRAIT, T 4
52K MER.
2.8 GiileEor AT SEEEHE DL xas ORI AL [
BER ] SPSS 26.0 # A #EAT ¢ K By, 22 40 18] LR
SPSS 26.0 ¥ AF AT 5K R 7 22 430 # L 5 22 55 i
AN 25 R (LSD) AT W L4, 22 AR ST
Fil Dunnet'T3 43 # , LA P<0.05 % /R 22 5 4 48 it
3 &R
3.1 FFHBFP #ll VAN [ MIC K H:XF MRSA it [f] -
R A4 VAN XF MRSA ) MIC{H M 2 mg-L™", 1fij
FFHBFP (1) MIC {E AR GBI 1 o B i) -2E 4 i 4o 45 21 1
7,5 A U2 A, AR 24 B i R BE 25.300~50.600 g+ L
J i W BE /Y FFHBFP 1 1 mg-L' VAN X} MRSA #)
A TSR AE F K T A= 24 T 5 Wk BE 101.200 g- L
) FFHBFP X} MRSA 4 2+ 1] 7= A= — 5 72 B b §17
WER . W2 mE 1,
3.2 FFHBFP % MRSA & /1 [ 1Y & iy
3.2.1 FFHBFP X%} MRSA fig ii B 09 5% w0 R 4%
3.1 301 52 B 445 5 1k JH 6T MRS A A= K J6 41 1 48 111 14 24
24 JoT 4 e 50.600 g+ L R 25.300 g+ L7 it & ¥k B 1Y)
FFHBFP #F 17 A8 17 B 2 , 3™ A= 1932 W) Rl AR 22 L
. 57 .
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% 2 FFHBFP # VAN X} MRSA B MIC 1 il
Table 2
FFHBFP and VAN on MRSA

259 % Bk MIC

FFHBFP -

Detection of minimum inhibitory concentration of

mg- L

VAN 2

- C

- E

s
02 4 6 810121416 18 2022 24

t/h

WAL 2540 ;B 101.200 g-L' FFHBFP £ ;C.50. 600 g-L"'

FFHBFP41;D.25.300 g- L' FFHBFP 41 ; E.VAN £
B 1 7 [ERE FFHBFP # VAN X MRSA 4 K H Z& IR 0 (x+s,
n=3)
Fig. 1 Effect of different concentrations of FFHBFP and VAN on
growth curves of MRSA (x+5,n=3)

25 14 A9 3% BH Bl /N (P<0.01) , i VAN 21 (1 mg- L) #Y
ERE S S AR ER TRITFE L, KWL
J Uk E 50.600 gL 25.300 gL 5 R HE Y
FFHBFP BES ] MRSA I 5 i 09 7= A4 . L3 3.

% 3 FFHBFP 3t MRSA fE A BB %00 (¥+s5,n=3)
Table 3 Effect of FFHBFP on lipase of MRSA (x+s,n=3)

2051 SR /gL % W B HL A% /em
k| 0.88+0.025
FFHBFP #H 50.600 0.630.029%

25.300 0.71+0.052%
VAN 41 0.001 0.85+0.050

55 4L U P<0.05,7P<0.01( % 4-% 6 I])

3.2.2 FFHBFP X oo S Ak S HURE R . 2 ad
H,O, 40 35 , AT LWL 52 S A [7] 20 387 3 30 /) T o 28 722
PR(SCV) , i H. 48 T8 %5t #0547 78 AH R i sk /b . o
25 4 AN AE TS R M 13.09% , FFHBFP 41 (1 25 i &
e ¥ 50 600 mg- L' 125 300 mg- L) 4 1 72 36 R 4
514 0.06% F10.26% , 1] VAN 2L (1 mg- L") it 2 16 17
% 9.62% . 575 141 H# , FFHBFP &b B 5 () 41
P 25 5 B H,0, % K (P<0.01)., L34,

3.3 FFHBFP X} MRSA A= ¥ 5 1) 5 1)

3.3.1 FFHBFPXf MRSA AW I s g2 5
25 A LA, S A B R B (sub-MIC) /) FFHBFP (4=
2 Jit B U 101.200~202.400 g+ L") X MRSA 4 ¥

. 58 .

% 4 FFHBFP3} H,0, " MRSA £FEHHI (x+s5,n=3)

Table 4 Effect of FFHBFP on survival rate of MRSA in H,O,
(X+s,n=3)
a1 B@dﬁlﬁ Hzozﬂiﬂﬁﬁ(x]m@) HZOZLI‘IE)ﬁ(XIIO")

/gL /CFU-mL" /CFU-mL"

2 A 323.33+49.33 42.33+3.69

FFHBFP 4 50.600 273.33+51.32 0.16+0.03
25.300 216.67+86.22 0.57+0.12%

VAN 4 0.001 206.67+£55.08 19.60+3.37%

) e T A 40 4 F (P<0.05) , 24 FFHBFP Jii &t
e JE ol A 20 T B TR 25.300~202.400 g+ L AT DL
B J /0 A g P 3 TR (P<0.01) , 11T VAN HA
16 7 T MIC Ji i (40~2.5 mg- L) i} X A= 9y i
[ 5L T it (P<0.05) TG 1 5 (P<0.01) A7 $0 4 o
s,

% 5 FFHBFP 5 VAN Xf MRSA 4 4 BE T B B9 %208 (X+s,n=3)

Table 5 Effect of FFHBFP and VAN on formation of MRSA

biofilm (x+s,n=3)

51 FUht e /mg-L" CV(4,,,) XTT(4,,,)
2 1.67+0.14 2.31+0.01
FFHBFP 202 400 0.35+0.02" 0.94+0.05

101 200 0.47+0.03" 1.34+0.05%
50 600 1.01+0.04 1.60+0.07%
25300 1.39+0.15 1.75+0.05%
12 650 1.06£0.07" 2.25+0.06

6325 1.170.15 1.84+0.09”
VAN 40 0.10+0.01" 0.25+0.02%
20 0.10+0.01" 0.23+0.02%
10 0.11+0.00" 0.25+0.01%
5 0.10+0.01" 0.24+0.02%
25 0.77+0.14" 1.28+0.06”
125 1.10£0.12 1.96+0.08

3.3.2 FFHBFP X} MRSA 4= ¥ B A i 52 i 24
AW I R 5 A 4 e, FFHBFP (4 25 i i
W JE 202.400~6.325 g+ L) AT LLA R0 il A= 4 5 A
B i (P<0.05, P<0.01) , [A] B} 7€ 2 25 it & ¥k &
101.200~202.400 g- L™ i & ¥k B F 0] DL g 3 0 2>
A W R PN ) 3 T (P<0.01) , T VAN HA 764 31
W T (20~40 mg- L") X MRSA A= 9 B 1Y 5 i
TG PA A I VEH (P<0.01) . WL 6.
3.4 14 B W 2€ MRSA A Ak W) B 25 28 1k
25 2 AN TR 2 ) R 2 A R A A B I 4 4
£ 2TV LA IS 1 A 0 B, S O A A TR S E R
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% 6 FFHBFP 5 VAN X$ 5 %% MRSA £ ¥ BRI (X+s5,n=3)
Table 6 Effect of FFHBFP and VAN on mature MRSA biofilm

(x+s,n=3)

25 %‘Zﬂi? CV(4y,,) XTT(4,5,)
2 H 2.05+0.05 1.68+0.09
FFHBFP 202 400 1.02+0.05% 0.93+0.05

101 200 1.65+0.22 0.91+0.11%
50 600 1.28+0.12" 1.36+0.18
25300 1.63+0.06” 1.38+0.05
12 650 1.62+0.08" 1.34+0.07

6325 1.78+0.04" 1.22+0.01
VAN 40 1.21+0.12% 1.13+0.16>
20 2.03+0.18 1.33+0.217

10 1.55+0.03% 1.74+0.11

5 2.21+0.18 1.78+0.09

2.5 1.65+0.18” 1.57+0.09

1.25 2.04+0.24 1.5440.10

K /N — . FFHBFP 4 (4= 2 Jit &= ¥k &£ 202.400~
101.200 mg- L") = Wy BE S5 WA 1k, A v HE SR EL L 4>
PR /INAS — ] DL (A FELUHE K 1 B 1R DA R i 4 P9 5 9
BE T A, VAN ZH (10 mg- L") 4= ¥ 55 &
Gy R RBATE AT WL REMEZE R, MR TE R S A W
xR, WE2,

e
AL 25 (141 ;B FFHBFP 41 (4 24 i 2 7k B 202. 400 g+ L) 5

C. 1/2 FFHBFP 41 ( 4 24 i &t ¥k J# 101.200 g-L™') ; D. VAN 4]

(10 mg-L™")

B 2 FFHBFP 5 VAN Xt MRSA B A4 B A W BE R 1E A (H A

%, %5 000,x10 000)

Fig. 2 Effect of FFHBFP and VAN on mature biofilm of MRSA

(SEM, x5 000,x10 000)

3.5 A4:24550.600 g-L"' it i ¥k &£ FFHBFP X} MRSA
N FEF ortM A1 A Y B2 B A fabA | icaA
mRNA ) FRBEM 555 (4, 44 25 i ik

J 50.600 g+ L' Jit i ¥ i FFHBFP Ab B J5 /4 4 )1 3
crtM (0.91+0.03) mRNA 2 35 B i '~ I (P<0.05)
1A= B I T i BE TR fabA (0.39+0.03) | icaA (0.31+
0.02) mRNA & & F# (P<0.01),

3.6 r T X HE 4 R 4K FFHBFP & 2410 4 1 1
SrPUEE A R SR R AR i Sk [22-23 143 5]
VEHC FFHBFP H 32 2450 T 116 P 020/ B i L 3 58 1
g 5L TR 3 i)kt A 45 s I I Lok A Al SO PE S A
i 3 FhEE f1 IR SR BT 5 geh  ertM | sarA #E 1T 43
TX AT 25 A e (AG) K/NFRIR 1 3 3= T i s
PE B 43 14 7T BE A I HE 55 A0 00 FFHBFP $T 5 ALl .
Swissdock X # 25 J s (£ 7) , ¥ AT F &k R iR 5
X =R ) RO RE A R B A5 AT L D B
5 ortM A DA 2SS &, (HX] geh Fil sarA 45 & BB
ik, W& 3. DL &5 R %W FFHBFP *f R E 4 A
RO 5 MRSAERIE i B RAFIZS G HETT -
®7T EWEENLEYS MRSA geh. crtM fl sarA L SR

Table 7 Binding efficacy of bioactive compounds with geh, crtM,
sarA of MRSA

Estimated AG/kcal-mol”

FET S
geh crtM sarA
/N EE B -7.34 -8.30 -7.02
A -9.63 -11.18 -9.65
SRR -8.44 -8.28 -8.28

1 cal=4.186 ]

3 AEYEUHNAYS gehertM FsarA W E/ER 3D ER
Fig. 3 Three-dimensional representation of interaction patterns

of bioactive compounds with geh, crtM,sarA

4 itig
R RS A8 300 2 00 4 O A0 L 1
GRS ARG T , 5 B L [0 21 7 5 A 0 O
.59.
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35, Bk Ry EB 2 S 1 I 1 ek g i XU | T
SR W T s W PR B T B MR 9, DA T N R
T YL 2 S, aureus {E R DF I % e v WLANEA
B b B v AT g3 b 22 B 0 R 6 1Y A I
A AR B 2 OC H B A AR T, Horh  geh B 1A 2 55
B A i T AT DA R S S 4 RE R, TR A T e 4
AN RN R A7/ . | 7 AN N TN
MRSA 0% P FRE A PE R RE T 5 32 B8 B 1w b fo g5
20 L 3 e R AT R 9 P AR K T B A B T B
crtMNOPQ # 9\ & 1l 14 7 %5 Bk 1/ B35 & 0l DL 3 o
MRSA X 1% PF & 1 P v 78 40 & P fE £ e R
S R s A R (S R 1 | N - S RE
Y WG TE 95 9 1Y B 9 L e b O FE S EE AR T
MRSA 1 4 ) BB 1 i B A1 2 B8 RE B R (PIA) /1 &
It 52 sarA FIIZh BfEAH G 9 ica 3 90 F  fabA 45 5t [H 45
W4, AV BRI UG & 3B RN B EEE
2 ME DL B P & 5 24 5005 b o A T A g RO, S
B R IR T S 05 11, R PR R IR T
HA PR, 78 DFERYSIRIT b, Z IR 259 4%
% ADME F1 T Ji i 45955 78 #9 5% m , g RB Ak Bt A 3R vk
A B AL T sub-MIC T 9 MIC™ ", H7E sub-MIC ¥
FET MPiA B AR SIESR S, aureus 13 I35 P,
P& 1E B 7 PR 33k 1 2 AR 0 8 B
Vil 2 i e AR

FFHBFP (% 8 5 FH 3l 2 D | 4 H 78 R a5 i
2H L, G 3 R A HE e T AR T B AR T
e TE IR SR 2 il A BRI R
AT B O G S R Y HE R LA R 2 T IR AR ARG
e S . WA T S kR AR AR
WL I $A i 5 Z Thak. WF9¢ % B FFHBFP B A 4t
B TH R AE AR T B O R L
B i gy (2 i SR AL A 1 i, A 3 TR 2F 2 21 A R
BTE A A o AT T UM S, aureus Il
0 2000 T 51 R ) R R INE Y gk R 3 i i AR S
aureus 20 I R 38 325 1k Wl B G Lk FE BT AL
il SR LA AE 5T A S TR TR R 2 BB T
P b, 40T AR O o R b T o A B O IR T
ORI AR FE AR 2 2 R i T R R
JE B A RE &4 A AR T BAE IR R IR T o A
2 W)V J3E S AR X 4 57 TR R TR R FE Y L T AR
1 MIC 1 24 B0 8 43 7T B A2 38 3k 410 1) 48 1 25
PR 43 W T 42 I DR VA 7 VR o BB X o 25410
il S. aurews B0 32 7 v i 7 A2 B9 35 07 R O T A A
GERD G, A B 5T B T MRSA /Y 8 ) R 7R

. 60 .

ik DA R A= Wy IR B4 B2, 256 1F i FEHBFP (9 i
wAEM .

AR L5 AR BT, R E BB A K L FFHBFP
AR R I X MRSA /B8 KAEH L H sub-MIC
() FFHBFP B % & 3 0 i1 A5 U5 i 04 53 , [m] B 7] 3
5 MRSA XF 3% M A il sk Tk, X 2k g5 4R 4R R
FFHBFP %} MRSA £ iy 3 288 ) A 1 B4 B &0
il 7 F , Real-time PCR 4% & $ /5 H 90 il 7 H 5
crtM mRNA [ KK YIAH ¢, 5 FFHBFP KA, &
Hi 47 4 2 VAN HI1 MRSA 2 1 8 Tk Eess, T8
I B S K MRSA M & EIF 3. 4y T X 45 3
F W], FFHBFP v 32 240 3 & M Al 43 /N BE 0 3% 3
1 .4 JF R 5 geh . crtM  sarA 75 J) A T8 S M4 B
b M 554 18 D0, R T I A5 A M e A
AT LAAE 94 MRSA 2 7 N1 23k 19 A 3L
&Y. A A B AR T T FFHBFP X MRSA
A W) BB TR B0 RN B S 5 i) 45 SR R T, sub-MIC
™ FFHBFP XJ A4E ¥ 5 A7 I 2 1 10 1l %50 2R |, Real-time
PCR %45 R #2871 5 248 Wy BB 18 AH 56 1Y) fobA | icaA
mRNA #5361 25 PIAH OC , 1 VAN B 78 & T MIC
W BE B A 8 R HE A AR R R IR Y AR R R A
J&i , FFHBFP fi fili A= 4 I 45 44 i b 58 A F B A= R 1
B L SR AR . B, S A2 A A
bt , FFHBFP $it B 7 H O F B 42 A% IS 4 il 40 v, i
J2 38 2o ) 55 A0 B R R ER AR W I R i A B 4
R ) R IR & AR T A2 97 AL, B T FFHBFP
XoF A0 TR A K A 3 R R ) 5 i A /N PR G 400 T i
HHEMBFEFEHBESE TR RE LI AR,
FFHBFP X MRSA U i #2 3= 228 7 7 (19 90 461
VB Bt A 0 T B 5% ), 1T A 30003 DF [
Jai R A R B I 0T X 5 AR IR R DF VR YT
Hh O ) T 9 B R e A E B T A T B B A
% . % b ,FFHBFP % MRSA & /1 [H 7 Fl 4= ) i &
J A A DL 4

A W 9E C 28 UE 52 40 TR R 2 T B0 T A
e B UYL DF IR YT i B v A
2 HFE 2 w2 B, A IR R R
PUA Z M ROR WIS . I, 30 U0 B R B BE 6E
Ul BT AR R 51 R A A T 241 04 R 25 W R Tk
10 H R A TR AR A R T R R A S R Al
PRI 24 V77 A 90 A R RE B A R R T L % i
0 TR 75 ) DR AL AR Y 45 A O ik blis T B
B FE ANG R A YT . MR E R R IE P
TELRE B 6 A B W BUE AR R 5 e A i 2
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Fig. 4

Schematic diagram of effect of FFHBFP on MRSA

virulence factors and biofilm formation
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